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amended  [26th  January:] — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  pro- 
posed : — Debate  rMumed      . .  . .  , .  . ,     607 

After  debate.  Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  15th  paragraph,  to  insert  tho  words, — "  This  House  humbly  expresses 
its  regret  that  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  the  reference  to  tho  condition  of  the 
people  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  is  of  a  vague  and  indefinite  character, 
and  contains  no  satisfactory  assurance  that  such  Legislation  as  the  serious  nature  of 
the  case  demands  will  be  undertaken,  and  is  of  opinion  that,  until  a  Land  Bill  dealing 
in  a  comprehensive  manner  with  the  proved  and  admitted  grievances  of  the  Highland 
People  has  been  passed  into  Law,  the  Civil  or  Military  Forces  of  the  Crown  should  not 
be  employed  to  evict  those  People  from  their  hereditary  homes," — {Mr.  Macfarlane)        642 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  further 
debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  104,  Noes  234  ;  Ma- 
jority 130.— (Div.  List,  No.  4.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed^  to  draw  up  an  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
said  Besolution : — List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .  . .     663 

Th«  Address  in  Answer  to  the   Queen's  Speech — Eeport  of  Address 

brought  up,  and  read  . .  . .  . .  . .     663 

After  short  debate,  Address  agreed  to: — To  be  presented  by  Privy 
Councillors. 

Supply —  

Beiohedf  That  this  House  will.  To-morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 

to  consider  of  the  Supj>ly  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty. 
Estimates  referred. 

Wats  and  Means — 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will.  To-morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty.  

Shop  Hours  Begulation  Bill  [Bill  56]~ 

Moped,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (-S»r  John  Lubbock)        679 
After  abort  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ; — Bill  read  a  second  tim^, 
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Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  and  other 
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MOTIONS. 


( 
( 


Disqualification  of  Mehbebs — ^Mb.  Ootayius  Yatjohak  Mobgak — Motion 

FOB  A  SbLECT  COICMITTBE — 
Moved,  **  That  it  he  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of  Seven  Memhers  to  consider 
whether  Mr.  Octayius  Vaughan  Morgan  is  disqualified  from  sitting  and  voting  as  a 
Memher  of  this  House,  under  the  Statute  22  George  3,  0.  46,  and  to  report  their 
opinion  thereon,"-^^fr /oAm  Xai66otf At)  ,,  .,  ••      $30 

Motion  ayreed  to. 
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Commons  and  Indosnre  Acts  Amendmoit  WH—Oritrtd  {Mr.  WMittr  /mmi,  Mr. 

Story-Mmtkelftu,  Mr.  Joie^y,  Mr.  CoU) ;  prttenttdy  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  99]    . .       843 
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[1.45.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  FEBBUAEY  22. 

MxTBOPOLis — The  Beosnt  Eiots — Question  The  Earl  of  Limerick ;  Answer, 

LordTburlow  ..  ..  ..843 

AxLoncEHTs — MonoN  for  a  Retttrn — 

Movedy  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House — 

**  Betum  (1.)  o^  aU  agricultural  holdings  in  England  and  Wales,  both  of  arable  and 
pasture  land,  occupied  as  aUotments  or  field  gardens,  of  one-eighth  of  an  acre  and  not 
exceeding  four  acres ;  (2.)  of  aU  garden  aUotments  exceeding  one-eighth  of  an  acre 
attached  to  cottages ;  (3.)  of  all  charitable  trusts  in  England  and  Wales  the  trustees 
of  which  are  trustees  within  the  meaning  of  the  first  and  fourth  clauses  of  the 
Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882,"~(TAtf  Earl  of  Ontlow)  . .  . .      843 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Kingdom  of  Ava — Eesolution — Moved  to  resolve — 

**That  Her  Majesty  having  directed  a  mi  itary  expedition  of  Her  forces  charged 
upon  Indian  revenues  to  be  despatched  against  the  King  of  Ava,  this  House  con- 
sents that  the  revenues  of  India  shall  be  applied  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  militarv 
operations  whidi  may  be  carried  on  beyond  the  external  frontiers  of  Her  Mi^esty  s 
I ndian  Possessions,'*— (TA^  Earl  of  Kimberley)         . .  . .  •  •      84 9 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Marriages  Validity  Bill  (No.  11)— 

Hvcedy  *•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7!^^  Lord  Bishop  of  OarlieU)  . .     866 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com* 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thunday  next. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
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The  Metbopolttan  Police  Fobob — Depabtmental  Coicmittbe  of  1879  — 
Questions,  Obeervations,  Yisoount  Enfield,  Yisoount  Midleton ;  Replies, 
Lord  Aberdare,  Lord  Tharlow  ,.  ..  ..  1012 

[6.16.] 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

^Fehruartf  26."]  Pa^e 

Law  axtd  Justice  (Ibbland) — Fiking  at  the  Person— Case  op  Eobbrt 
Cooper  and  J.  G.  Blsakley — Question,  Mr.  Alexander  Blaine ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . ,   1370 

Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) — Harbour  Works  at  Donegal — Question, 
Mr.  B.  Kelly;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)        \ .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1370 

Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights —Pensions  op  Servants — Question,  Mr.  B. 

Kelly ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)      1371 
Fishery    Piers    and    Harbours  (Ireland) — Bundoran,   Co.   Donegal — 

Question,  Mr.  B.  Kelly ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 

H.  H.  Fowler)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1371 

Abmt  (Auxiliary  Forces) — The  Irish  Militia — Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  . .  . .  . .  . ,   1372 

Colonial  Ecclesiastical  Appointments— Question,  Mr.  Henry  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1372 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) — Bunnatroohan  Pier,  Co. 
Donegal — Question,  Mr.  B.  Kelly;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  . .  . .   1374 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)— Court  of  Bankruptcy — Mr.  L.  H.  Deer- 
ING,  Official  Assignee — Question,  Mr.  Peter  M 'Donald ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  . .  . .   1374 

Post  Office  (Ireland)— The  Postmaster  at  Bala — Question,  Mr.  Henry 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  1376 

Post  Office  (Ireland) — ^Erection  of  a  Telegraph  Pole  on  Private 
Property  at  Enniskillen — Question,  Mr.  Henry  Campbell ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)         . .  . .   1376 

The  Metropolitan  Police — Sir  Edmund  Henderson  —Questions,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers)   . .  . .  . .   1377 

Pensions — Queations,   Mr.   Bradlaugh,   Mr.  Labouchere ;    Answers,    The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  . .  . .   1378 

Law  and  JusncE  (Ireland) — Case  of  Morgan  Brien,  Cork  Winter 
Assizes— Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .   1380 

Navy  (Side  Arms) — Supply  of  Cutlasses — Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  An- 
swer, The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)  . .   1381 

Metropolis— Meetings  in  Hyde  Park — Question,  Mr.  Addison ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers)         . .   1381 

Law  and  Justice  (England) — Public  Executions — Question,  Sir  Joseph 
Pease ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Childers) ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly  [no  reply]  . .  . .   1382 

The  Eastern  Telegraph  Company — Question,  Mr.  Hutton;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)        . .   1888 

India  (Finance,  &c.) — Depreciation  of  the  Eupee— Question,  Colonel 
Hughes-Hallett ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  ..  ..  ..1383 

Law  and  Justice — Compensation  to    Seamen   Witnesses — Question,  Mr. 

King;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)      1384 

BoYAL  Irish  Constabulary  —  Clothing  Contracts  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Murphy,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  . .  . .  . .    1384 

China  —  The  Chefoo  Convention — The  Opium  Duties — Question,  Sir 
Joseph  Pease;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  . .  . .   1385 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IFehruary  23."1  Fa^e 

Evictions  (Ireland) — Co.  Tyrone — Question,  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .   1029 

Admiralty — Sale  of  Surplus  and  Unserviceable  Stores — Question,  Sir 
Eoper  Lethbridge ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Woodall)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1030 

Government  of  India — The  Committee — Pay  of  Native  Officials  — 
Question,  Sir  Hoper Lethbridge;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  ..  ..1030 

Trade  and  Commerce  —  Imports  of  Butter  and  Butterinb  —  Question, 
Captain  Field ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1031 

Education  Department — Elementary  Schools— Free  Education — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1031 

South-Eastern  Europe — Greece  and  Turkey  —  Question,  Mr.  Bernard 
Coleridge ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bryce)     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1032 

Government  of  India — The  Committee — ^The  Covenanted  and  Uncove- 
nanted  Civil  Service — Question,  Mr.  James  Maclean ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  . .   1032 

India  (Finance,  &c.)  —  Depreciation  of  Silver — Question,  Mr.  James 
Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth)  . .  . .  . ,  . .   1032 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — The  Volunteer  Force  —  Question,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman)  . ,  . .  . .  . .   1082 

EoYAX  Irish  Constabulary — ^Extra  Police  at  Clones  Fair,  Co.  Mona- 
GHAN — Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  , ,  , .   1033 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland) — Riot  at  Clones,  Co.  Monaghan — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .   1033 

State  of  Ireland— Charge  against  Emergency  Men  at  Cornafane, 
Co.  Cava N— Question.  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1034 

Public  Health  Act,  1875 — Eemoval  of  Dead  Bodies — Question,  Mr.  J. 
£.  Johnson-Ferguson ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  . .  . .   1034 

Distress  in  the  Metropolis  —  Soxtth  London  —  Question,  Mr.  Thorold 
Bogers ;  Answer,  The  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
(Sir  James  M*Garel-Hogg)  ..  ..  ..   i08o 

Spain  —  Differential    Duties  —  Question,    Mr.  Forwood;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  . ,   1035 

Ireland — The  City  of  Cork  Steam  Packet  Company — "Boycotting" — 
Questions,  Lord  Ernest  Hamilton.  Mr.  John  O'Connor;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .   1036 

Harbours  of  Refuge — Questions,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Colonel  Nolan;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  The 
Comptroller  of  the  Household  (Mr.  Maijoribanks)         . .  , .   1037 

Burmah — The  British  Authorities— Military  Executions  —  The  Pro- 
vost Marshal — Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth). .  . .   1033 

MOTIONS. 

Imperial  Eevbnub  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain) — Besolution — 

Mov$d,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Retom  of  the  Groit  Imperial  Revenae  of 
^laad  derived  from  taxation,  and  of  the  Population  of  Ireland  for  the  years  1851, 
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Impsrul  Bbtbnx7b  (Ibbland  aud  Great  Britain) — eontinued, 

1861, 1871,  and  1881,  and  a  like  Retnm  for  Great  Britain  for  the'same  years,  being  in 
both  cases  a  continuation,  in  like  form,  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  407,  of  Session 
lS7i,*'— {Sir  Joteph  JPKtnna)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1039 

After  debate.  Amendment  made,  in  lines  3  and  4,  by  leaving  out  the 
words  ''Great  Britain,"  and  inserting  the  words  '^ England  and  Scot- 
land," instead  thereof. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to, 
ApponmcBirrs  itndeb  the  Cbown — Motion  fob  a  Select  Committee — 

Mov€d^  '*  Tbat  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  method  of  appoint- 
ment and  apportionment  of  salaries  and  duties  under  the  Crown,"— (Afr.  Cossham)    . .    1 074 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

ORDER    OF    TEE  DAY. 


Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  601— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Arthur 
0*  Connor)        . ,  . .  . .  . .   1079 

After  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'' — {  Fiicount 
Cranhome :) — ^After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  .  •   1103 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a 
second  time. 

Monti,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  that  it  be  an  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  'The 
Em^oyers' Liability  Act,  1880'"    ..  ..  ..  ..1114 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee. 

Oriertd,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  "The  Employers'  Liability  Act,  1880:*' — Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Klies  B^t^wg  'BXil— Ordered  {Mr.  Warmington,  Mr.  Fleteher,  Mr.  Cobb)  . .    1115 

Pmujc  Aooouirrs  Oomiottes — 

Select  Committee  nominated : — ^Ijist  of  the  Oommittee        . .  .,1115 

[12.46.] 

LOEDS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBEUAKT  24. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  Judicial  Business  only.  [11.45.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUARY  24. 
Me.  Octavius  Vauohan  Morgan — 

OrdiTod,  That  the  Order  [lOth  February],  appointing  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
whether  Hr.  Ootavius  vaughan  Morgan  is  disqualified  from  sitting  and  voting  as  a 
Member  of  this  House,  be  read  and  dtS€harged,-^(Sir  John  Lubbock.) 

QUESTION. 


Pinajc  Mbbtikos — Spkeoh  of  Lobd  Randolph  Churobiix  at  Belfast — 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
JohnMorley)  .*  *•  *.  1116 
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Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  li]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Crilly)  . .   1117 

After  long  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill  withdrawn, 

§ 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill  [Bill  26]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  C,  H.  James)      1159 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  for  Monday  22nd  March. 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply,  &c.)  Bill  [Bill  84] 

Moved,    "That   the   Bill   be  now    read  a  second  time," — {Sir  James 

M'QareUHogg)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1164 

Amendment  prdposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr,  Coope,) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the 

clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


Married  Women  (Maintenance  in  Case  of  Desertion)   Wl  — Ordered   {Mr, 

Pulley,  Mr,  Thomas  Blake,  Mr.  Winterbotham,  Mr.  Warmington) ;  presented,  and  read 

the  first  time  [Bill  111]  ..  ..  ..  ..     116S 

Payment  of  Members  "SiSl— Ordered  {Mr.  SpensUy,  Mr.  Zabouehere,  Mr,  Lawaon,  Mr, 

Boyd'Kinnear,  Mr.  Conybeare) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  112]  • .     1168 

Land  Tax  Commissioners*  Names  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  Leveson  Oower,  Mr,  Senry  JET. 

Fowler) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  113]  . .  ••     1168 

School  Fees  of  Non-Panpers  Wll^Ordered  {Mr.  Llewellyn,  Sir  Riehard  Paget,  Mr, 

Hobhouse) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  114]  ..  •  •     1168 

Income  Tax  Administration  Amendment  "BiML'-Ordered  (Mr.  Eubbard,  Sir  Charles 

Forster,  Mr.  Leatham,  Mr.  Whitley) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  115]       .  •     1169 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amendment  Wl'-Ordered(Mr,  Ashmead-Bartiett, 

Mr.  Joseph  Cotcen,  Mr.  Stuart-  Wortley,  Mr.  Baden-Powell,  Viscount  Cranbome) ;  pre- 

sented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  116]  ••  . .  . .     1169 

[6.60.] 

L0ED8,  THUESDAT,  FEBEUAET  26. 
Preshwater  Fisheries  (Eels)  Bill  (No.  15)— 

l/ov^i?,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V'—(7%dXorrf^arfoM;)  ^   ..   1169 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

Thb  New  Public  Offices — ^RESOLxrrioir — Moved  to  resolve— 

**  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse  no  farther  steps  either  of  demolition  or  construction 
onght  to  be  taken  under  the  Public  Offices  Site  Act  before  Her  Majesty^s  Gkivemment 
have  heaid  the  deputation  from  the  Institute  of  Architects,  arranged  to  take  place  on 
the  1st  of  March  next,'* ^ {The  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell)  ..  ••1170 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 
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COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  25. 
PRIVATE     BUSINESS. 


Pabuaksnt — Standing  Obdebs — 

Question,  in  Standing  Order  18dA,  in  line  49,  after  the  word  '^  Metro- 
polis," to  leave  out  the  words  '*  or  Scotland,"  put,  and  agreed  to  . ,   1188 

Question,  in  line  50,  after  the  word  "  Department,"  to  insert  the  words 
''  and  as  regards  Scotland,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Bklfast  Main  Dbainaqb  Bill — Resolution — 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Petition  against  the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill,  depo- 
sited in  the  Private  Bill  Office  on  the  19th  instant,  be  printed  and  circa- 
lated  with  the  Votes,"— (ifr.  Sexton)         . .  . .  . ,   1189 

Motion  agreed  to, 

NOTICE. 
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Question,  Mr.  Newnes ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Childers)  . . 

Army — Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory — Question,  Lord  Algernon  Percy; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
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Orders  of  the  Day — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  subieqaent  to  the  Order  for  the  Oommittee  on  the 
Land  Bepfistry  Bill  ILords']  be  postponed  until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the 
introduction  of  a  Bill  relating  to  Croftera  in  the  Highlands  and  IslandB  of  Scotland," 
^Mr,  OladtUme)      ••  ••  ,,  ••  •• 

Motion  agreed  to* 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 
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SUPPLY  —  considered  in    Oommittee  —  Civil  Services  (Supplementary 
Estimates,  1885-6) — 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(3lass  IV. — ^Education,  SoiBNOBy  ahd  Art. 

(i.)  £460,  London  Univenity. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ,.  .  •     1228 

(9.)  £750,  TJniyenity  Colleges,  Wales. 

(3.)  £27,700,  Public  Education,  Ireland. ~ After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  , .     1234 

Class  Y. — Foreign  and  Ooloioal  Services. 

^4.)  £3,000,  Blare  Trade  Senrices. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £1,200,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,' to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1886,  in  aid  of 
Colonial  Local  Berenue,  and  to  defray  the  Salaries  and  Allowanoes  of  Qoyemon, 
Ac,  and  other  Charges  connected  with  the  Colonies,  including  Expenses  inoorred 
under  *  The  Pacific  Islanders  Protection  A(^  1876 '  "  . .  . .     1244 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary 
sum,  not  exceeding  £45,  be  granted,  Ac.,"— (ifr.  T,  It.  Healy)    .  •  . .     1253 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  put  :~The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  66,  Noes 
209;  Maioritjr  143.— (Div.  List,  No.  10.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  u$ro^  to. 

Glass  YI. — Non-Effective  and  Oharitable  Services. 

(6.)  £3,000,  Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances. — After  short  debate,  Vote 
agroodto  ,.  ..  ..  ..  ..     1237 

(7.)  £612,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 
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Class  VII. — ^Misoellaneotjs. 

(8.)  £2,700,  Rogifliration  of  Voters,  England.^ After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ,,     1261 
(9.)  £2,000,  Registration  of  Voters,  Ireland.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to   . .     1266 

Eeyenxtb  Depabtments. 

(to.)  £12,000,  Inland  Kevenae. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1271 

(II.)  £45,000,  Post  Office.~After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to        ,,  • .     1273 

Navy  (Supplbmentaby  Estimates,  1885-6) 

(i».)  2,500  Men  and  Boys,  Nayy 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not 
exceeding  £308,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge ^ which  will 
oome  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886, 
to  meet  additional  fixpenditure  for  Nayy  Services  "  . .  . .     1285 

Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £32,200,  for  Dockyards  at  Homo  and  Abroad,  be  omitted 
from  the  proposed  Vote,**— (Z>r.  Cameron ;)— After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,  *'--( if r.  Brunner :) — 
After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  67,  Noes 
246;  Majority  179.— (IHv.  List,  No.  11  :)— After  further  short  debate.  Original 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Movedj  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,**— (iTr. 
Brunner  :) — Motion  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Pabuamsnt — Busmsss  of  the  Hottsb  —  Observation,  The  First  Lord  of 

The  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)        . .  . .  . .  1304 

MOTION. 


Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  BiU— 

Moved,  *'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure 
d  Land  by  Crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  and  for  other  piirposes 
relating  thereto,"~(irr.  7rev«(ya»)  ..  ..  ..    1304 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  ( Mr,  Trevelyan, 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland) ;  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time     [Bill  118.] 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 
Lonacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  Bill  [Bill  851— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — llovedf  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair,**— {Br.  Cameron)       .,  ..  ..  .,1842 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday  next. 

MOTIONS. 
BiTEBs  Pollution  (RiVBa  Lea) — Motion  fob  a  Select  Committee — 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  he  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
condition  of  the  Biver  Lea,  and  to  make  such  recommendations  as  may  appear  neces- 
wnTj,*^— {Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral)        .,  ..  ..  ..    1842 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 
National  Provident  Insuuanoe — Appointment  op  Select  Committee— 

Select  Gommitteo  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into  the  hest  system  of  National  Provident 
Insttrance  against  Pauperism,"— (^iV  Herbert  Maxwell.) 
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Waterworks  Bating  BiH— Ordered  {Mr,  Oerald  Balfour,  Mr.  Doddty  Mr.  Coddington, 

Sir  H.  Ro$eoe,  Mr.  Jackton,  Mr.  Pieton) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  117]     1344 

[1.30.] 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY  26. 

Colonies — Imperial  and  Colonial  Defences — Addeess  for  Returns — 

Address  for — 

*^  Returns  of  the  number  of  naval  and  military  officers  now  employed  in  the  service  of 
the  Colonies  by  the  permission  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  and  of  the  War  Office  ;  of 
officers  who  have,  in  addition  to  the  above,  applied  for  permission  so  to  serve  ;  of 
assistance  given  to  the  Colonial  Governments  in  ships,  guns,  or  other  military 
stotea,^* ^ (The  Viscount  Sidmouth)    ••  ,.  ,.  ••1345 

After  short  debate,  Return  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Sale    of    Poisons — ^Legislation — Question,    Observations,    The  Earl  of 

Milltown ;  Reply,  The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Earl  Spencer)  . .   1349 

Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of  the  Gentle- 
man Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  —  Motion  for  Appointment  and 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  The  Earl  of  Redesdale  . .   1350 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — List  of  the  Committee  . .   1351 


[5.O.] 


COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY  26. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Olaegow  Bridges,  See.  Bill  [ly  Order) — 

Moved f  *^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  . .  . .   1352 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed. 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations— Resolution — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do  appoint  a  Committee  not  exceeding  nine 
Members,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Private  Bills  promoted  by  Municipal  and 
other  Locid  Authorities,  by  which  it  is  proposed  to  create  powers  relating  to  Police 
or  Banitary  Regulations  which  deviate  from,  or  are  in  extension  of,  or  repugnant  to, 
the  General  Law. 

That  Standing  Order  173a  shall  be  applicable  to  all  Bills  referred  to  the  said  Committee. 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

That  Five  be  the  quorum," — {Mr.  Broadhurst)  ,♦  .,  ..1361 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  Sexton:) — After 
short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 

— 0 — 

Post  Office  (Ireland) — Appointment  of  Surveyors'  Olerks— Question, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  . ,  . .  . .  . .  . .   1368 

Public  Mbbtinos  (Ireland)  —  Speech  of  Mr.  G.  H.  Smith  at  Nbwry 
— Question,  Mr.  Alexander  Blaine ;  Answer,  The  Cliief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  .  •  .  •  . .  1369 
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Lambeth  Water  Bill- 
Moved^  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'* — {Sir  CharUi  Forster)  1505 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  .*— Bill  read  a  second  time.  | 

Hoved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  committed,"— (5»r  Charles  Forster.) 

Amendment  proposed,  I 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  '^  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine  I 

Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the   House,   and  Four  by  the  Committee    of 
Selection,"— (ifr.  Thorold  Bogtrs.)  . 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  short 
debate,  Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to,  j 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to 
be  nominated  by  the  House,  a.od  Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection.  ■ 

Moved,  **  That  ttll  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  presented  within  the  time  limited  by  the 
Standing  Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  he  heard  upon 
their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
such  Petitions, "—(ifr.  Courtney.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Ordered  accordingly. 

Southtvark  and  Vauxhall  Water  Bill — 

Bill  read  a  second  time  ..  ..  ..  ..   1511 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  to  consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to 

be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by  the  Oommittee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  presented  within  the  time  limited  by  the 
Standing  Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
prajr  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  heard  upon 
their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
such  Petitions, — {Mr,  Thorold  Roger $.) 
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W.  H.  Smith,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers)  . .   1S12 
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Questions,  Mr.  Lyell,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers, 
The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)    . .  . .  . .   1613 
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Scotland— Arrears  of  Rates  in  Skte — Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  , ,   ^618 
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Lambeth  Water  Bill— 

Movedy  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5t>  Charle%  Farster)  1505 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time. 
Movedj  **That  the  Bill  be  committed,"— (5»r  Charles  Foreter.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  "  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine 
Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection,"— -(ifr.  Tharold  Jtogera.) 

Question  proposed,   **  That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  short 

debate,  Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to 

be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Moved,  **  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  presented  within  the  time  limited  by  the 
Standing  Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  he  heard  upon 
their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
such  Petitions,"— (ifr.  Courtney,) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Ordered  accordingly. 

Southtvark  and  Vauxhall  Water  Bill — 

Bill  read  a  second  time  ..  ..  ..  ..1511 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to 
be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered^  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  presented  within  the  time  limited  by  the 
Standing  Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  heard  upon 
their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
such  Petitions,— (iff .  Thorold  Rogers.) 

NOTICE. 

EyionoNS   (iBELAiro) — EnPLOYHBirr   of  the   Milttabt   Foboes  of  the 

Obown — Notice  of  Besolution,  Mr.  Lewis  ..  ..  1512 

QUESTIONS. 

Thb  Mbtbopoijtaic  Police  Fobce — Questions,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Cfailders)  . ,   1S12 

Law  akd  Justiok  (SooTLAin)) — ^The  Procubator  Fiscal  of  OnEinsT — 
Questions,  Mr.  Lyell,  Mr.  Macdonald  Oameron,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answers, 
The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)    . .  . .  . .  1613 

Pabuambktary  Elections — Privilegk — ^Interference  of  Peers  at  Elec- 
tions— Questions.  Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton,  Colonel  Brookfield  ;  Answers,  The 
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0BDEB8    OF    THE    DA  Y. 

SUPPLY — «oiMufcr«{  in  Oommittee — Grm.  Serviob  Estdcatbs — 

(la  the  Committee.) 

QtKaS  V. — FOBBION  AND  COLONIAL  SERVICES. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Sapplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing  £25,000,  be  g^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wiU  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1886,  for  the 
Expenses  of  Her  Majesty*s  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad  *'        ••  ••     looO 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£12,500,  be  granted,  &c.,'* — (ifr.  Bradlaugh :)— After  long  debate,  Question  put  :— 
The  Committee  divided;  Ayee  98,  Noes  185;  Minority  87.— (Div.  list,  Ko.  12.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  mgretd  to. 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £69,210,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1886,  for 
certain  Charges  connected  with  the  Orange  River  Territory,  the  Transvaal,  Zulu- 
land«  Bachuanaland,  the  Island  of  St.  Helena,  and  the  High  Commissioner  for 
South  Africa'*        ..  .•  ..  ..  ..     1600 

After  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum, 
not  exceeding  £1,210,  be  granted,  &c.,'* — [Mr,  Labouehere  .*)~After  further  debate. 
Question  put:— The  Committee  divided ;  Ayes  85,  Noes  229;   Majority   144. — 
(DiT.  list.  No.  13.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed    ..  ..  ..  ••     1631 

After  diort  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Abmy  (Supplementaby  Estimates,  1885-6) — 

(3.)  £100,  Warlike  Stores  and  Works.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  •  •     1631 

Besolations  to  be  rep3rte(l    To-morrow;  Oommittee  to  ait  agaia  upon 
WnLnuday, 

Ijand  Begistry  BUI  ILords-]  [Bill  911— 

Order  lor  Oommittee  read : — Moved,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair,"— (>¥r.  Hmry  E.  Fowler)  . .  .  •  . .   1639 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  considered  in  Oommittee,  and 
reported,  without  Amendment : — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paeeed, 
without  Amendment. 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets)  Bill  [Bill  103]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Zeveson  Qower)  1641 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  '' upon  this  day  six  months," — {Lord 
Algernon  Percy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

Olebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  107]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — ( J/r.  John  Morley)      1650 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com' 
mtted  for  Monday  next. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IMareh  l.]  Paf« 

MOTIONS. 
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Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill— 

Movedf  **  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  the  Ulster 
Canal  and  the  T3rrone  Navigation  or  Coal  Island  Canal  from  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  to  the  Lagan  Navigation  Company,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,"— {Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler)        ,.  ,.  ••  ..    1653 

After  short  debate,  Jfovedy  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (ITr. 
Arthur  G*  Connor :) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion  (tgreed  to : — 
Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Post  Office — Submabinb  Teleqbaph  CoNraAor  (St.  Vincent  to  the  West 

Coast  of  Africa) — Resolution —  ' 

Movedf  ^*That  the  Contract,  dated  the  19th  day  of  January  1886,  for  the  construction 
of  a  Submarine  Telegraph  Line  from  the  Island  of  St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  be  approved," — {Mr,  Henry  S,  Fowler)  ••  ..  ..    1662 

After  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 
Shop  HooriB  Begnlation  Bill— 

Select  Committee  nominated ;— List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .  •  •   1662 

[1.15.1 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  2. 

Mounted  Voltjntbeb  Infantry  —  Question,  Observations,  Viscount 
Midleton;  Reply,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord 
Sandhurst)      ..  ..  .\  ..  ..   1663 

Ventilation  of  the  House — Resolution — 

Moved,  '*  That  the  evidence  of  John  Percy,  Esqnire,  M.D.,  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of  the  Gentleman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  in  session  1869,  belaid  upon  the  Table,  and  that  the  same 
be  printed, "— ( The  Earl  of  Limerick)  . .  . .  ••1664 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to: — ^The  said  evidence  laid  on  the 
Table  accordingly,  and  to  he  printed,    (No.  26.) 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment  Bill  \n.L,]  —  Presented  {The  Lord 

-Bay^^A) ;  read  1*  (No.  25)  ..  ..  .  ..    1664 

[4.15.] 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY.  MAEOH  2. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS.  * 

East  London  Water  Bill  (J>y  Order) —  i 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5ir  Charles  Forster)  1665 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time.  j 

Moved,  <*That  the  Bill  bo  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House,  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection,"— (Jfr.  Thorold  Rogere.) 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,   That  all  Petitions  a^rainst  the  Bill,  presented  within  the  time   limited  by 
the  Standing  Orders,  be  refoired  to  the  Committee ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners 
as  prav  to  be  heard  bv  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  hoard 
upon  their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heaxd  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  - 
such  Petitions,— (Jifr.  Thorold  Roger*,) 
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MiiUmi  Baiiwmy  BiU  {hy  Ordm-}— 
Jf090d,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"— (^*r  OkmrU$  FthnUr)  1666 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  **  That*'  to  the  end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House,  whilst  not  unwilling  to  consider  fovoorably  an  application  from 
the  said  Company,  under  proper  conditions,  for  power  to  make  arrangements  with 
other  Companies  toiding  to  economise  the  cost  of  transport  to  the  Company,  refuses  to 
entertain  the  same  as  a  mere  incident  in  a  Bill  lor  miscellaneous  objects,  and 
unaccompanied  by  the  offer  of  any  compensating  advantages  to  the  pubUc,**---{^fr 

Qaeetion  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — ^After  short  debate,  Motsd^  <'  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,"  —  (Mr.  StaveUy  Hill:) — ^Motion  agreed  to: — Debate  «i^ 
joumed  till  2\»siday  next. 

BelfmU  Main  Drainage  BUI — ^Resolution — 

Mwpedy  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  BUI, 
that  they  do  insert  in  the  Bill  Clauses  for  the  following  purposes : — 

To  assimilate  the  Municipal  franchise  of  the  borough  of  Belfast  to  the  existing 
Parliamentary  franchise ; 

To  enable  every  person  qualified  to  vote  at  a  Municipal  election  in  Belfast  to  be  a 
candidate  for  election  to  the  office  of  councillor  or  alderman  ; 

To  constitute  the  preset  boundary  of  the  Parliamentary  borough  of  Belfast  the 
boundaiT  of  the  Municipal  borough,  and  to  direct  and  provide  for  a  new  division 
of  the  Munici^  borough  into  wajrds,  as  recommended  in  the  Report  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Boundaries  (Ireland)  Commission,  dated  the  27th  of  June  i8S2,  and  to  an* 
thorize  a  proportionate  increase  in  the  number  of  aldermen  and  councillors ; 

To  provide  for  an  entire  new  election  of  all  the  aldermen  and  councillors  of  the 
borough,  upon  the  reformed  franchise,  within  the  present  year,*'^ifr.  Sexton)       1677 

Preeioue  Quettion  proposed,  ''That  the  Original  Question  be  now  put," — 
{Tke  Chairman  of  W^aye  and  Meann:) — After  long  debate,  Question  put : 
-—The  House  divided:  Ayes  84,  Noes  200  ;  Majority  116.— (Dit.  list. 
No.  14.) 

NOTICE. 

ICAiHTBVAiroB  OF  SooiAL  OnDBB  (Ibbland)  —  ^otioo   of  Bosolution,  Mr. 

Holmes  . .  . .  •  •  •  •  . .  1751 

QUBSTIONB. 

Habboubs     (Scotland) — ^Xnybboobdon     Habbottb  —  Question,    Dr.     K. 

M'Donald;    Answer,  The  President   of    the  Board  of  Trade    (Mr. 

Mundella)       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1752 

Thb  Maoibtracy  (Ireland) — ^Mb.  John  0.  Payne,  J.P.,  Cork — Question, 

Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 

Morley)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1752 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) — ^Armagh  Union — Eemoyal  of  a  Paitpbr  by  the 

Belteyino  OPFicBR—Question,  Mr.  Alexander  Blaine;  Answer,   The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  , .   1753 

FisHSRiBs  (Scotland)  —The  Tweed  Fisheries  Acts — Question,  Sir  Charles 

Tennant ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  . ,   1753 

Post  Office  (Ireland) — The  Postmaster  of  Bala — Question,  Mr.  Henry 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Arnold 
Morley)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1754 

Education  Department — Technical  Education — Question,  Mr.  Jacoby ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  President  .of  the  OounciJ  (Sir  Lyon  Play  fair)  . ,  1755 
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Thk  Phcbnix  Fabz  ^^  Dublin) — Babraoes   for   Married  Oonstabttlary —  j 

The  Fubuo  Parks— QuestioDS,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Seore- 
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Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— ^Aiter  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

for  Wednesday  3 1st  March. 
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Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  committed  for  Monday  next,"— (iS^ir  R. 
Assheton  Cross:) — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill 
committed  for  Monday  next. 
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Marriages  Validity  BUI  (No.  11)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Oommittee  read  .  •   1872 

After  short  debate,  House  in  Committee: — Bill  reported^  without  amend- 
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Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  . .   1908 

Navy  Expenditure — Question,  Mr.  Pearce ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 

Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)     . .  . .  . .  . .   1909 

Commissioners  of  National  Education  (Ireland) — ^Appointment  of  Head 
Inspectors— Question,  Mr.  Lewis;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1909 

Evictions  (Ireland) — Employment  of  Military  Forces— Return  for 
1884-5— Questions,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Dillon;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  ..  ..  ..1910 

Woolwich  Arsenal — Discharge  of  Workbien — ^Martini-Henry  Eifles 
FOR  the  Indian  Army — Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Viscount  Folkestone, 
Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill,  Captain 
Price,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman),  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)     1911 

Immioration  of  Foreign  Labour— Questions,  Mr.  Evelyn,  Mr.  Dawson; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1913 

Ireland— Deposits   in  Irish  Banks— Question,  Mr.  Hanbury;    Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)        . .  . ,    1914 

Navy — ^The  Queen's  Regulations — Promotion  of  Seamen — Question, 
Captain  Vemey;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert)         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1914 

Qt)VBBNMENT  OF  India — Qucstion,  Lord  ^Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)         . .  . .   1915 

Cobbespondence  on  the  Irish  Question — Question,  Mr.  Johnston ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  . .   1915 

Leaseholds  Enfranchisement  Bill— Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)         . .  '      . .   1916 

Supply — Army  Estimates — Question,   Mr.  W.   H.  Smith ;  Answer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)         . .  . .   1916 

0RDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland) — ^Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  this  Hoosc  is  unwilling  to  entertain  Estimates  for  the  Civil  Establishments 
in  Ireland  before  being  placed  in  possession  of  the  policy  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  pursue  for  the  restoration  and  maintenance  of  social  order  in  that 
Country," — (ifr.  jHo/tom,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ••1917 
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Supply— Order  for  Committee  TeeA^^ontinued, 
QaestioQ  proposed,   **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  "—After  long  debate,  Ifoved,  **That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned,"  —  (Major  Saunderson :) — Question  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  204,  Noes  364;  Majority  160.— (Div.  list,  No.  16.) 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question "  . .  . .  . .  . .   1^8 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair :  "— 

Sites  for  the  New  Pcjblio  Offices— The  War  Office  and  Admiralty — 
Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {3fr,  Bereeford  Hope)  ..   1999 
After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair, ^  put,    and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — ^CrviL  Service  Estimates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

*  Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildings. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £31,997,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  deiray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1887,  for  the  Maintenance 
and  Repair  of  Royal  Palaces  "      . .  . .  • .  , .    2000 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Compensation  for  Damages  Bill  [Bill  120]— 

Moved,  ''That  the   Bill  be  no?r  read  a  seoond  time/' — {Mr,  Secretary 

Childers)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   2000 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  106,  Noes 
79;  Majority  27. — (Div.  List,  No.  17:)— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 

0 

Post  Office,  Sitbmarinb  Tbleoriph  Contbaot  (St.  Viwobwt  to  the  West 
Coast  op  Africa) — Besolution — 

Movtdy  **That  the  Contract,  dated  the  19th  daj  of  January  1S86,  for  the  Oonstmotion 
of  a  Sahmarine  Telegraph  Line  from  the  Island  of  St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  he  approyed,'^( if r.  ITfMry  J7.  Pour^)  ..  .,  ••2013 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Lahouchere:) — Alter 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adfourned  till  To- 
morrow. 

Irish  Industries— 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  he  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Natural  Resouices 
and  the  Present  Condition  of  Manufacturing  and  Productive  Industries  in  Ireland ; 
and  to  consider  and  report  hy  what  means  those  Natural  Resources  may  he  more  fully 
deyeloped,  and  how  those  Industries  may  he  encouraged  and  extended, — (Mr,  Sexton.) 

River  Lea — 

Select  Committee  nominated  :^-''U\9i  of  the  Committee  ..  .•  ••     2014 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  BecOTery  'BaM-Ordered  {Mr.  StanUy  Leighton,  Mr.  JUiket,  Mr. 

Kenyan) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  129]  ••  •  •     2014 
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Bankruptcy  (Agricultural  Labourers'  Wages)  BUR—Ordered  {Mr.  stanhope,  Mr, 

CompUm  Lawranee,  Mr,  SelaUr'Sooth,  Mr.  Long) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Billl30l  ..  ..  ..  ••  ••     2015 

Burial  Grounds  BlU^Considered  in  Committee :— Hesolution  agreed  to,  and  reported:-^ 
Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Secretary  Childera,  Mr.  Henry  if.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Broadhurat) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  131]  •  •  .  •    2016 

[2.O.] 


LORDS. 


EEPRE8ENTATIVE  PEER  FOR  IRELAND. 

Wednesday,  Januaiiy  13. 
Yiscount  Bangor,  v.  Earl  of  Erne,  deceased. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR  SCOTLAND. 

Thubsday,  Febbuaby  18. 
Earl  of  Dundonald,  v.  Lord  Borthwick,  deceased. 

TOOK  THE  OATH  FOR  THE  FIRST  TIME. 

Thitbsday,  Jaiojaby  14. 
The  Lord  Bishop  of  Chester. 
The  Lord  Bishop  of  Southwell. 

NEW  PEERS. 

Tuesday,  Januaby  19. 

Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  Baronet,  created  Baron  Deramore  of  Belvoir  in  the  county 
of  Down. 

Oamet  Joseph  Baron  Wolseley,  G.C.B.,  Q.C.M.G.,  General  and  General  Officer 
Commandiug-in-Chief  the  Forces  in  Egypt,  created  Viscount  Wolseley  of 
Wolseley  in  the  county  of  Stafford. 

Henry  John  Montagu  -  Douglas  -  Scott,  commonly  called  Lord  Henry  John 
Montagu-Douglas-Scott,  created  Baron  Montagu  of  Beaidieu  in  the  county 
of  Southampton. 

The  Right  Honourable  Charles  John  Baron  Colville  of  Culross  in  that  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  called  Scotland,  K.T.,  created  Baron  Colville  of  Culross  in  . 
the  county  of  Perth. 

Thubsday,  Januaby  21. 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh — Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced  by  virtue 
of  a  Patent  dated  the  thirteenth  day  of  January  1876,  his  father,  the  first 
Baron  (Earl  of  Erne  in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland,  a  representative  Peer  for 
Ireland),  who  was  created  by  such  Fatent,  never  having  taken  his  seat  as 
Lord  Fermanagh. 

Tuesday,  Jakuaby  26. 

William  BuUer  Fullerton  Baron  Eiphinstone  in  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
called  Scotland,  created  Baron  Eiphinstone  of  Mphinstone  in  the  county  of 
Haddington. 
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NEW  VEERS'-cantinued. 

Monday,  Fbbeuaey  8. 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  Farrer  Hersohell,  Knight,  Lord  Ohanoellor  of  Great 

Britain,  created  Baron  Herschell  of  the  city  of  Durham. 

I 
TnuBSDAY,  Febeuary  18. 

Sir  Charles  Henry  Mills,  ^,Baronet,   created  Baron  Hillingdon  of  Hillingdon  in  I 

the  county  of  Middlesex. 

Tuesday,  Februaey  23. 

Sir  Edmund  Beckett,  Baronet,  created  Baron  Grimthorpe  of  Grimthorpe  in  the  « 

East  Biding  of  the  county  of  York. 

Thuesday,  Fbbeuaey  25.  ^  j 

Sir  Henry  Allsopp,  Baronet,  created  Baron  Hindlip  of  Hindlip  in  the  county  of 
Worcester  and'of  Alsop-en-le-Dale  in  the  county  of  Derby. 

SAT  FIRST. 

Tuesday,  Januaey  12. 
The  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire,  after  the  death  of  his  grandfather. 

Tuesday,  Januaey  19. 
The  Earl  of  Wilton,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 
The  Duke  of  Newcastle,  after  the  death  of  his  father.  •' 

The  Marquess  of  Abercom,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

• 

Thuesday,  Januaey  21. 
The  Viscount  Halifax,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Thuesday,  Januaey  28. 
The  Lord  Houghton,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Thuesday,  Maech  4. 
The  Earl  of  Stradbroke,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WEITS  ISSUED. 

Thxtbsdat,  Januaet  21. 

For  Cr&ydcnt  r.  Sir  William  Ghrantham,  knighti  one  of  the  Justices  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's High  Ooort  of  Justice. 

For  Armagh  County  {Mid  Division),  v.  John  M'Kane,  esquire,  deceased. 

For  Edinburgh  (South  Division),  v.  Sir  George  Harrison,  knight,  deceased. 

For  Csrhw  Countjif,  v.  Edmond  Dwjer  Gray,  esquire,  who,  having  been  returned 
as  a  Member  for  the  said  County  of  Oarlow,  and  also  for  the  Borough  of 
Dablin  (St.  Stephen's  Green  Division),  hath  elected  to  sit  for  the  Borough 
of  Dablin  (St.  Stephen's  Green  Division). 

For  Monaghan  County  {Northern  Division),  v,  Timothy  M.  Healy,  esquire,  who, 
having  been  returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said  County  of  Monaghan 
(Northern  Division),  and  also  for  the  County  of  Derry  (Southern  Division), 
hadi  elected  to  sit  for  the  County  of  Derry  (Southern  Division). 

Monday,  Fbbruary  1. 

For  Oalway,  r.  Thomas  P.  O'Connor,  esquire,  who,  having  been  returned  as  a 
Member  for  the  said  Borough  of  (ialway,  and  also  for  the  Borough  of 
Liverpool  (Scotland  Division),  hath  elected  to  sit  for  the  Borough  of 
Liverpool  (Scotland  Division). 

¥oT  Qusen^M  County  (Ossory  Division),  v.  Arthur  O'Connor,  esquire,  who,  having 
been  returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said  Queen's  Countv  (Ossory  Division), 
and  also  for  the  County  of  Donegal  ^Eastern  Division),  hath  elected  to  sit  for 
the  County  of  Donegal  (Eastern  Division). 

Thubsdat,  Febbtjabt  4. 

For  Edinburyh  County,  v.  Eight  honble.  William  Ewart  Gladstone,  First  Lord  of 

the  Treiasury. 
For  Derby  Borough,  v.  Bight  honble.  Sir  William  Vernon  Harcourt,  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer. 
For    Edinburgh  {Southern  Division),   v.  Eight  honble.  Hugh  Culling  Eardley 

Childers,  Secretary  of  State. 
For  Stirling  District  of  Burghs,  v.  Eight  honble.  Henry  Campbell-Bannerman, 

Secretanr  of  State. 
For  Birmngham  (  Western  Division),  v.  Eight  honble.  Joseph  Chamberlain,  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Fcf  Eawiek  District  of  Burghs,  v.  Eight  honble.  George  Otto  Trevelyan,  Secretary 

for  Seoiland. 
Yot  8h$tUld  Borough   {Brighhide  Division),  v.    Bight   honble.   Anthony   John 

Mimdella,  President  of  the  BoiMrd  of  Trade. 


NEW  WEITS  18SUED--e<mtinued. 

For  Haehn^y  Borough  (South  Division),  v,  Charles  Eussell,  esquire,  Attorney 
General. 

Satttbday,  February  6. 

For  Newcastle  upon  Tyne,  v.  John  Morlej,  esquire,  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
'  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

¥oT  Leeds  (Southern  Division),  v.  Right  honble.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council. 

For  Great  Grimsby,  v.  Edward  Heneage,  esquire,  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster. 

For  Berwick  County,  v,  Honble.  Edward  Marjoribanks,  Controller  of  the  House- 
hold. 

For  Bedford  County  (Southern  Division),  v.  Cyril  Flower,  esquire,  Commissionep 
of  the  Treasury. 

For  Stafford  County  (North  Western  Division),  v,  George  Granville  Leyeson 
Gower,  esquire,  Commissioner  of  the  Treasury. 

For  Clackmannan  and  Kinross,  v.  Eight  honble.  John  Blair  Balfour,  Lord  Advo- 
cate of  Scotland. 

For  Elgin  District  of  Burghs,  r.  Alexander  Asher,  esquire,  Her  Majesty's  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland. 

For  Banff  County,  v.  Robert  William  Duff,  esquire,  Commissioner  of  the  Admiralty. 

For  Northampton  County  ( Mid-Division),  v,  Honble.  Charles  Robert  Spencer, 
Groom  in  Waiting. 

Thursday,  February  18. 

For  Flintshire,  v.  The  Right  honble.  Richard  de  Aguila  Grosvenor,  commonly 

called  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor,  Chiltern  Hundreds. 
For  Somerset  County  ( Southern  Division),  v.  The  Right  honble.  Fjrederick  Edward 

Gould  Lambart,  commonly  called  Yiscount  Kilooursie,  Yice  Chamberlain  of 

the  household. 
For  Cardiff  Borough,  v.  Sir  Edward  James  Reed,   K.C.B.,  Commissioner  of  the 

Treasury. 
For  Borough  of  Grantham,   v,  John  William  Mellor,  esquire.  Judge  Advocate 

General. 

Wednesday,  February  24. 

For  the  Battersea  Division  of  the  Borough  of  Batlersea  and  Clapham,  v.  Octavius 
Yaughan  Morgan,  esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Thursday,  January  28. 
Croydon — ^The  Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

Monday,  February  1. 
Burgh  of  Edinburgh  (South  Division)  —  Right  Hon.    Hugh    Culling    Eardley 
Childers. 

Thursday,  February  18. 
Carlow  County — John  Aloysius  Blake,  esquire. 
Benoiok  County — The  Honble.  Edward  Id^joribanks. 
Derby  Borough^The  Right  honble.  Sir  William  George  GhrauYille  Yenables  Vernon 

Harcourt,  knight. 
Elgin  District  of  Burghs — Alexander  Asher,  esquire. 
Sheffield  (Brightside  Division) — The  Right  honble.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 
Bedford  County  (Luton  Division) — Cyru  Flower,  esquire. 
Newcastle  upon  Tyne — The  Right  honble.  John  Money. 
Combined   Counties  of  Clackmannan  and  Kinross — ^The  Right  honble.  John  Blair 

Balfour. 
Northampton  County  (Mid  Division) — The  Honble.  Charles  Robert  Spencer. 
Great  Grimsby — The  Right  honble.  Edward  Heneage. 


NEW  MEMBF1R8  8W0BN'-c(mtinued. 

Hackney  {South  Bivman) — Oharles  EosseU,  esquire. 

Hitwick  Di$iHct  of  Burghi — ^The  Right  honble.  George  Otto  Trevelvan. 

Birmingham  (  West  Dhiiion) — ^The  &ght  honble.  Joseph  Ohamberlain. 

Zoodt  {South  i>»vmbii)— The  Eight  honble.  Sir  Lyon  Flayfair,  K.O.B. 

Banff  CoutUy — ^Robert  William  Duff,  esquire. 

Burgh    of   JEdinlurgh    {South  Division)  —  The    Right     honble.  Hugh  Oulting 

Eardley  Childers. 
Stirling  District  of  Burghs — ^The  Right  honble.  Henry  Oampbell-Bannerman. 
Stafford    County  {North    Western  Division) — George  Ghranville   Leyeson  Gower, 

esquire. 
Armagh  County  {Mid  Division) — Sir  Tames  Porter  Oorry,  baronet. 
JSdinhurgh  County — The  Right  honble.  William  Ewart  Gladstone. 

Fbiday,  Febbxtaby  19. 
Queen^s  County  {Ossory  Division) — Stephen  O'Mara,  esquire. 

Monday,  Febeuary  22.  . 
Galway  Borough — ^William  Henry  O'Shea,  esquire. 

Thursday,  February  25. 

Somerset    County  {Southern  Division) — Right  honble.   Frederick  Edward   Gbuld 

Lambart,  commonly  called  Yiscount  Kilcoursie. 
Grantham — John  William  Mellor,  esquire. 

MoimAY,  March  1. 

Cardiff  Borough — Sir  Edward  James  Reed,  K.C.B. 

Monaghan  County  {Northern  Division) — Patrick  O'Brien,  esquire. 

Battersea — Octavius  Yaughan  Morgan,  esquire. 


BY    THE    QUEEN. 


A   PROCLAMATION, 

For  dissolving  the  present  Parliament^  and  declaring  the 

Calling  of  anx>ther. 

Victoria,  R. 

WHEEEAS  We  have  thought  fit,  by  and  with  the  Adyice  of  Oar  Privy 
Council,  to  dissolve  this  present  Parliament,  which  stands  prorogued 
to  Saturday  the  Fifth  Day  of  Beeemher  next :  We  do,  for  that  End,  publish 
this  Our  Royal  Proclamation,  and  do  hereby  dissolve  the  said  Parliament 
accordingly:  And  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the  Knights, 
Citizens,  and  Burgesses,  and  the  Commissioners  for  Shires  and  Burghs,  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  are  discharged  from  their  Meeting  and  Attendance 
on  the  said  Saturday  the  Fifth  Day  of  December  next:  And  We,  being 
desirous  and  resolved,  as  soon  as  may  be,  to  meet  Our  People,  and  to  have 
their  Advice  in  Parliament,  do  hereby  make  known  to  all  Our  loving  Subjects 
Our  Royal  Will  and  Pleasure  to  call  a  new  Parliament :  And  do  hereby 
further  declare,  that,  with  the  Advice  of  our  Privy  Council,  We  have  given 
Order  that  Our  Chancellor  of  that  Part  of  Our  United  Elingdom  called  Great 
Britain  and  Our  Chancellor  of  Ireland  do  respectively,  upon  Notice  thereof, 
forthwith  issue  out  Writs,  in  due  Form  and  according  to  Law,  for  calling  a 
new  Parliament.  And  We  do  hereby  also,  by  this  Our  Royal  Proclamation 
under  Our  Great  Seal  of  Our  United  Kingdom,  require  Writs  forthwith  to 
be  issued  accordingly  by  Our  said  Chancellors  respectively,  for  causing  the 
Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  who  are  to  serve  in  the  said 
Parliament,  to  be  duly  returned  to,  and  give  their  Attendance  in,  Our  said 
Parliament ;  which  Writs  are  to  be  returnable  on  I^dojf^  the  Twelfth  Day 
of  January  next. 

Given  at  Our  Court  at  Windsor,  this  Eighteenth  day  of  Ifovemher,  in 
the  Year  of  Our  Lord  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
five,  and  in  the  Forty-ninth  Year  of  Our  Reign. 

GOD  SAVE  THE  QUEEN. 


BY    THE    QUEEN. 


A    PROCLAMATION, 

In  order  to  the  Electing  and  Summoning  the  Sixteen 

Peers  of  Scotland. 

VlCTOBIA,  E. 

WHEBEAS  We  have  in  Our  Ooimoil  thought  fit  to  declare  Our  pleasure 
for  summoning  and  holding  a  Parliament  of  Our  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  on   Tuesday,  the  Twelfth  day  of  January  next 
ensuing  the  date  hereof :  In  order,  therefore,  to  the  electing  and  summoning 
the  Sixteen  Peers  of  Scotland  who  are  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Peers  in  the 
said  Parliament,  We  do,  by  the  Advice  of  Our  Privy  Council,  issue  forth 
this  Our  Boyal  Proclamation,   strictly  charging  and  commanding  all  the 
Peers  of  Scotland  to  assemble  and  meet  at  Holyrood  Souse,  in  Sdinhurgh,  on 
Thursday,  the  Tenth  day  of  December  next,  between  the  Hours  of  Twelve  and 
Two  in  the  Afternoon,  to  nominate  and  choose  the  Sixteen  Peers  to  sit  and 
vote  in  the  House  of  Peers  in  the  said  ensuing  Parliament  by  open  Election 
and  Plurality  of  Voices  of  the  Peers  that  shall  be  then  present,  and  of  the 
Proxies  of  such  as  shall  be  absent  (such  Proxies  being  Peers,  and  producing 
a  Mandate  in  Writing  didy  signed  before  Witnesses,  and  both  the  Con- 
stituent and  Proxy  being  qualified  according  to  Law) ;  and  the  Lord  Clerk 
Begister,  or  such  Two  of  the  Principal  Clerks  of  the  Session  as  shall  be 
appointed  by  him  to  officiate  in  his  Name,  are  hereby  respectively  required 
to  attend  such  Meeting,  and  to  administer  the  Oaths  required  by  Law  to  be 
taken  there  by  the  said  Peers,  and  to  take  their  Yotes,  and  immediately  after 
such  Election  made  and  duly  examined  to  certify  the  Names  of  the  Sixteen 
Peers  so  elected,  and  to  sign  and  attest  the  same  in  the  presence  of  the  said 
Peers  the  Electors,  and  return  such  Certificate  into  Our  High  Court  of 
Ohancety  of  Great  Britain :    And  We  do,  by  this  Our  Eoyal  Proclamation, 
strictly  command  and  require  the  Provost  of  Hdinburyh,  and  all  other  the 
Magistrates  of  the  said  City,  to  take  especial  care  to  preserve  the  Peace 
thereof  during  the  time  of  the  said  Election,  and  to  prevent  all  manner  of 
Biots,  Tumults,  Disorders,   and  Violence  whatsoever :     And  We  strictly 
charge  and  command  that  this  Our  Eoyal  Proclamation  be  duly  published  at 
the  Market  Cross  at  Edinburgh,  and  in  all  the  County  Towns  of  Scotland,  Ten 
Days  at  least  before  the  Time  hereby  appointed  for  the  Meeting  of  the  said 
Peers  to  proceed  to  such  Election. 

Witness  Ourselves  at  Windsor  this  Eighteenth  day  of  November,  One 

thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five,  and  in  the  Forty-ninth 

Year  of  Our  Beign. 

GOD   SAVE  THE  QUEEN. 


THE   MINISTRY 

Op  the  Most  Noble  the  Mabquebs  op  SALI8BUET,  K.G., 
At  the  OPENma  op  the  Tweitty-thibd  Fabliahent,  Jan.  12,  1886. 

THE  CABINET. 

^*?J^mui2S^  .''"  .^"""T  t^^}RiglitHon.MarqueMof  Salmbxtbt,  K.a. 

Lord  dutnoellor  of  Eogland  .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Halsbvbt. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Irehuid        .  .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashboxtbnb. 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland    .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Carnarvoit. 

Lord  President  of  the  Council    .        .        .  Bight  Hon.  Viscount  Cbanbuook. 

Lord  Privy  Seal Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Habrowbt. 

Fint  Lord  of  the  Treasury         .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Iddeslbioh,  G.C.B. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Hicks>Bbach,  Bart 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department  Right  Hon.  Sir  Richard  Asshbton  Cross,  G.C.B. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies         .  Right  Hon.  Frbdbrick  Arthur  Stanley. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War        .        ...  Right  Hon.  William  Hbnrt  Smith. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Randolph  Churchill. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Gborqb  Hamilton. 

T^S^U^d^n' J^^^*}  HiBOracetheDokeof  B:cHHOK»  aadGo^oN,  K.O. 

Postmaster  Qeneral Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Manners,  G.C.B. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  .        Right  Hon,  Edwabd  Stanhopb. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
Fi^d  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief         .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridqb,  E.G. 
^!SS  SS^n"^  ^^  Committee  of  Council|  ^y^^  ^on.  Sir  Hbnrt  Thurston  Holland,  Bart 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and'^ 

Vice  President   of   the    Committee    of  >  Right  Hon.  Hbnrt  Chaplin. 

Council  on  Agriculture        .        .        .    ) 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board    Right  Hon.  Arthur  Jambs  Balfour. 

^•mS^^*^^'  ""^  ^"^^  ""^  ^"^"''}  ^»^*  ^^''-  ^^^'"^  ^''^^'^  Plunkbt. 

^Charles  Dalrtmple,  Esq. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury    ....     4  Hon.  Sidney  Herbbbt. 

(Colonel  Walbond. 

/Vice  Admiral  Hood,  Vice  Admiral  Sir  Anthony 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty      .  .<     Hoskinr,  Vice  Admiral  Graham,  Captain  Cod- 

(    rinoton,  Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Esq. 

,.,0       A    •     i.   i.v    m f  Aretas  Akers-Douolas,  Esq. 

Jomt  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury  .        .     {  william  Lawies  JACBSONTEsq. 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty         .        .        .  Charles  Thompson  Ritchie,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade     .  Baron  Henry  db  Worms. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  Right  Hon.  Earl  Brownlow. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department      .  Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Wortlby,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department      .  Right  Hon.  Robebt  Bourkb. 

Under  Seootary  for  Colonies .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Dunbavbn. 

Under  Secretary  for  War  ....  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Buby. 

Under  Secretary  for  India  .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Harris. 

Paymaster  General     .       .        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  Bbauohamf. 

Surveyor  (General  of  Ordnance       .        .  Hon.  Guy  Cuthbbbt  Dawnat. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department  Hon.  H.  S.  Nobthcotb. 

Judge  Advocate  Gteneral        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Mabbiott,  Q.C. 

Attorney  General Sir  Richabd  E.  Wbbsteb,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  G^eneral Sir  John  Eldon  Gobst,  Q.C. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  John  Hay  Athol  Macdonild,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General J.  P.  Bannbbman-Robbbtson,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lo^  lieutenant Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Cabhabvon. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashboubnb. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant     .  Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Habt  Dyke. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Hugh  Holmes,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  Qeneral John  G  .Gibson,  Esq.,  Q.C. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Mount-Edocumbb. 

Lord  Chamberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Lathom. 

Masier  of  the  Horse       ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Bbadford. 

Tressurer  of  the  Household  .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Folbestonb. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household  Right  Hon.  Lord  Abthur  Hill. 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Lbwisham. 

Certain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Covbntby. 

Csptain  of  the  Teomen  of  the  Guard         .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Babbinoton. 

Master  of  the  Buokhounds  .  Most  Noble  the  Marquess  of  Watbbpobd. 

Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal  .  Lord  Alfbbd  H.  Paget. 

Mistress  of  the  Bobes    .        .  .     •  Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Buccleuch. 

YOL.  coon,     [thibd   SBBIB8.]  [    *     1 


ROLL    OF   THE 


LORDS   SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAL 


IS 


The  First  Session  of  the  Twenty-Third  Parliament 


OP 


THE    UNITED    KINGDOM    OP    GREAT    BRITAIN    AND 

IRELAND. 


49^   VICTORIA   1886. 


Hue. — Aeearding  to  the  TT%age  of  Parliammt,  when  the  House  appointe  a  Select  Com* 
wniiee,  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  JRanl, 
heginning  with  the  Highest;  and  sOy  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer^ 
etiee  with  the  Commons,  the  Lord  highest  in  Bank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  pullie  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron, 


His  Royal  Highness  The  Prince  of 

WAIiBS. 

His  Royal  Highness  Alfred  Ernest 
Albert  Duke  of  Edinbttroh. 

His  Royal  Highness  Arthur  Wiluak 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Oonnaught 

AND  StRATHEARN. 

His  Royal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  George  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany. 

His  Royal  Highness  George  Wiluam 
Frbderiok  Charles  Duke  of   Cajc- 


Edward  White  Archbishop  of  Canter- 

BURY. 

Hardinge    Stanley   Lord  Halsbttry, 
Lord  High  Chancellor. 

William  Archbishop  of  Tore. 

Gathorne  Viscount  Cranbrook,   Lord 
President  of  the  Council, 

Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  of  Har- 
ROWBY,  Lord  Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  JSarl  Marshal 
of  England, 

Arohibald  Henry  Algernon  Duke  of 
Somerset. 

C    *2     ] 


BOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS 


Ohables  Hekby   Duke  of  Bichmond. 

Augustus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Geafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Verb 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Oodolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

George  Charles  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Butland. 

William  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  {Duke  of  HamilUm.) 

William  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Boyal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolphus  George  Frederick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teyiotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

BiCHARD  Plantagenet  Campbell  Duke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 
Sutherland. 

Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 
Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 

John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 

Henry  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne. 

John     Yilliers      Stuart      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

BoBERT  Arthur  Talbot  Marquess  of 
Salisbury. 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Aberoorn.  {Duke 
of  Ahereom,) 

Hugh  db  Grey  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 

William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exetfj{. 

William  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 

George  Henry  Hugh  Marquess  of 
Cholmondeley. 

Ernest  Augustus  Charles  Marquess 
of  Ailesbury. 


Frederick  William  John  Marquess  of 
Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

George  Augustus  Constantine  Mar- 
quess of  NORMANBY. 

George   Frederick  Samuel  Marquea^ 

of  BiPON. 

William  Marquess  of  Abergavenny. 
Gavin  Marquess  of  Breadalbane. 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edo- 
cumbe,  Lord  Steward  of  the  Ifoueehold. 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom,  Lord  Chamber^ 
lain  of  the  Household, 

Charles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 
bury. 

Edward  Henry  Earl  of  Derby. 

Warner  Francis  John  Plantagenet 
Earl  of  Huntingdon. 

George  Bobert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke AND  Montgomery. 

William  Beginald  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 

Bl«RKSHIRE. 

BuDOLPH  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Francis  William  Henry  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montague  Earl  of  Lindsey. 
Harry  Earl  of  Stamford. 

George  James  Earl  of  Winchilssa  aitd 
Nottingham. 

Henry  Edwin  Ohahdos  Earl  of  Chxs- 
terfibld. 

Edward  George  Henry  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich. 

Arthxtr  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

William  George  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

William  Henry  Walter  Earl  of  Don- 
CASTER.  {Duke  of  BueeUuch  and  Qnmim- 
herry.) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftewury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Arthur  Earl  of  Abikodok. 
Aldred  Frederick  Gborob  Bebbsford 

Earl  of  SCARBROUGH. 

George  Thomas  Earl  of  Armtifn^T^E. 

George  William  Earl  of  Coventry, 

Victor  Albert  GteoROE  Earl  of  Jxrsht. 

William  Henry  Earl  Poulbxt. 

Walter  HsfRvEarlof  Mar  andKxllix. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPOEAL. 


Claude  Earl  of  Stbathmoee  akd  King- 
horn.    {Elected  far  Scotland,) 

George  Earl  of  Haddington.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

John  Trotter  Earl  of  Lindsay.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

David  Stanley  William  Earl  of  Airlib. 
{Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Alexander  Earl  of  Leyen  and  Mel- 
yille.     {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Oeorge  John  Earl  of  Northese.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

George  William  Hamilton  Earl  of 
Orkney.     {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

J9iwALLis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Charles  Earl  of  Tankeryille. 

CHARLEsrWiGHTWicK  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

Prancis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Oowfer. 

Arthur  Phujp  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 

of  Macclesfield. 
Douglas    Beresford   Malise   Bonald 

Earl  Graham.    {Duke  of  Montrose,) 

WnuAM  Prederick  Earl  Waldegravb. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ajbhburnham. 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 

Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  oi 
Warwick. 

Sidney  Oarr  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire. 

WnuAM  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Frrz- 

WILLIAM. 

Frederick  George  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  X^hilep  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

HsiotY  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Beginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Badnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.   {Marquees  of  Downshire, ) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

Willluc  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 
{Duke  of  Athole,) 

WnjJAM  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 
CUMBE.  {In  another  place  as  Lord 
Steward  of  the  Mousehold,) 

Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 
Hbkry    Howard   Molyneux    Earl  of 
Oarnarton. 


George  Henry  Earl  Cadogan. 

James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

John  Vansittart  Danvers  Earl  of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Edward  Nugent  Earl  of   Milltown. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
Henry  John   Eeuben  Earl  of  Port- 

ARLiNGTON.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Hugh  Earl  Anneslby.  {Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

John  Henry  Beginald  Earl  of  Clon- 
mell.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

George  Charles  Earl  of  LucAN.  {Elected 
for  Ireland,) 

Somerset  Eichard  Earl  of  Belmore. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

James  Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.  {Elected 
for  Ireland,) 

James  Earl  of  Oaledon.  {Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

Francis  Egbert  Earl  of  Eosslyn. 
William     George     Egbert    Earl    of 
Crayen. 

William  Hn.LTKR  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Charles  Earl  of  Eomney. 

Henry  Thomas  Earl  of  Chichester. 

Seymour  John  Grey  Earl  of  Wilton. 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 

Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Eosse.  {Elected  far 
Ireland,) 

Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

VERS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  of  Har- 
ROWBY.  {In  another  Place  as  Lord  Frivy 
Seal,) 

Henry  Thynne  Earl  of  Harewood. 

WiLUAM  Hugh  Earl  of  Mjnto. 

Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 

James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 

Adelbert  Wellington  Brownlow  Earl 
Brownlow. 

Henry  Cornwallis  Earl  of  Saint  Ger- 
mans. 

Albert  Edmxtnd  Earl  of  Morley. 

Orlando  George  Charles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 

Frederick  Earl  Beauchamp. 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 


EOLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


BioHARD  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

Geoboe  Edwabd  John  Mowbray  Earl 
of  Stbadbboke. 

Ebanois   Charles  Earl  of  Kilmorby. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Charles  Stbwabt  Earl  Yane.  {Marg^uess 
of  Londonderry.) 

William  Pitt  Earl  Amherst. 

John  Frederick  Yauohan  Earl  Cawdor. 

William  George  Earl  of  Munster. 

Bobert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 
Camperdown. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 

John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 

Granville  George  Earl  Granville. 

Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 

Henry  John  Earl  of  Dtjcie. 

Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Yar- 

BOROUGH. 

James  Henry  Eobebt  Earl  Innes.  {Duke 
of  Roxlurghe,) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Charles   William    Francis    Earl    of 
Gainsborough. 

Francis    Charles  Granville  Earl  of 
Ellesmere. 

George  Stevens  Earl  of  Strafford. 

Eenelm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cot- 
tbnham. 

William  Henry  Earl  Cowley. 

Archibald  William  Earl  of  Winton. 
{Earl  of  Eglintoun,) 

William  Humble  Earl  of  Dudley. 

John  Francis  Stanley  Earl  Bussell. 

John  Earl  of  Kimberley. 

BiOHARD  Earl  of  Dartrey. 

William  Ernest  Earl  of  Feversham. 

Frederick  Temple  Earl  of  Dufferin. 

John  Robert  Earl  Sydney. 

Henry  George  Earl  of  Ravensworth. 

Edward  Montagu  Stuart  Granville 
Earl  of  Wharncliffe. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Northbrook. 

John  Thomas  Earl  of  Redesdale. 

Arthur  William  Earl  Cairns. 

Edward  Robert  Lytton  Earl  of  Lytton. 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom.  {In  another 
Place  as  Lord  Chamherlatn  of  the  LTouee* 
hold.) 

Gbobos  Watsok  Earl  Sondes. 


RouNDELL  Earl  of  Selborne. 

'  Stafford  Henry  Earl  of  Iddbsleigh. 

i  Alexander  William  George  Earl  of 
Fife. 

Robert  Yiscoimt  Hereford. 

Henry  Yiscount  Bolingbroke  and  St. 

John. 
Evelyn  Yiscount  Falmouth. 
George  Stanley  Yiscount  Torrington. 
Charles  William  Yiscoimt  Leinstek* 

{Duke  ofLeinster.) 

Francis  Wheler  Yiscount  Hood. 

Mervyn  Edward  Yiscount  Powerscoubt. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

James  Yiscount  Lifford.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Henry  Wiluam  Crosbie  Yiscoimt  Ban- 
gor .     {Elected  for  Jr eland. ) 

Hayes  Yiscoimt  Doneraile.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

CoRNWALLisYiscoimtHAWARDEN.  {Elec- 
ted for  Ireland.) 

CoRNEGiE  Parker  Yiscoimt  St.  Yincent. 

Robert  Yiscoimt  Melville. 

Wiluam  Wells  Yiscoimt  Sidmouth. 

George  Frederick  Yiscoimt  Temple- 
town.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John  Campbell  Yiscoimt  GK>rdon.  {Earl 
of  Aberdeen.) 

Edward    Fl^btwood    John    Yiscount 

EZMOUTH. 

John  Luke  George  Yiscoimt  Hutchin- 
son.    {Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

Richard  Somerset  Yiscoimt  Olangartt. 
{Earl  of  Clancarty.) 

Wellington  Hstry  Yiscount  Combsr- 

MERE. 

Henry  Charles  Yiscount  Canterbubt. 

Rowland  Clego  Yiscoimt  Hnx. 

Charles  Stewart  Yiscount  ELabbinos. 

George  Stephens  Yiscount  GK>uoh. 

Charles  Yiscount  Eversley. 

Charles  Lindley  Yiscoimt  Halifax. 

Alexander  Nelson  Yiscount  Bridport. 

Edward  Berkeley  Yiscoimt  Portman. 

Edward  Yiscount  Cardwell. 

Gathorne  Yiscoimt  Cranbrook.  {In 
another  Place  as  Lord  President  of  the 
Council.) 

Robert  Yiscoimt  Sherbrooke. 

Richard  Bicxebton  Fxmell  Yiscount 
Lyons. 


SPIEITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL, 


Henbt   Boutsbib   WnjiUK   Yiscoant 
Hampden. 

Oaskbt  Joseph  Yisoount  Wolsblet. 

Fbedebigk  Bishop  of  Lokdok. 
Joseph  Babbbb  Bishop  of  Dtjbsam, 
Edward  Habold  Bishop  of  WnroHBSTEB. 
John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Nobwich. 
James  Golqtthoun  Bishop  of  Banoob. 

HbNBT  Bishop  of  WOBOESTEB. 

Chables  John  Bishop  of  GuoroESTEB 

AND  BbISTOI.. 

Thomas  Leoh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 

James  Bishop  of  Hebeiobd. 

William   Oonnob   Bishop    of  Peteb- 

BOBOirOH. 

Habyet  Bishop  of  Cablisle. 

Abteub  Chables  Bishop  of  Bath  and 

Wells. 
John  Fielder  Bishop  of  Ozfobd. 

BiGHARD  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

Joshua  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Anthost  Wilson  Bishop  of  Bochesteb. 

William  Dalbtmple  Bishop  of  Liok- 

riELD. 

John  Chables  Bishop  of  LnrEBPooL. 
Ebnest  Boland  Bishop  of  Newcastle. 
BiOHARD  Bishop  of  Llandapp. 
GteoBGE  HowABD  Bishop  of  Tburo. 
William  Bishop  of  Chester. 
Qeoboe  Bishop  of  Southwell. 

Dudley  Chables  Lord  de  Bos. 
AT.yR»n  Joseph  Lord  Mowbrat. 
GhEOROE  Manners  Lord  Hastings. 
Edward  Southwell  Lord  de  Clifpobd. 
Thomas  Cbosby  William  Lord  Daobe. 
Chables  Henby  Bolle  Lord  Clinton. 

BoREBT  Nathaniel  Cecil  Geoboe  Lord 
ZoucHE  OP  Habynowobth. 

Chables  Edwabd  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 
BEAUX.    {Harl  of  Loudoun,) 

Fbancis  Borebt  Lord  Camoys. 
Henby  Lord  Beaumont. 
Henby  Lord  Willoughby  de  Bboke. 
Saceville  Geobge  Lord  Gonyebs. 

HuBEBT  George  Charles  Lord  Yauz  op 
Harrowden. 

Balph  Oordon  Lord  Wentworth. 

Alfred  THOMAsTowNSHENDLordBBAYE. 


BoBEBT  Geobge  Lord  Windsob. 

William  Henby  John  Lord  Nobth. 

St.  Andbew  Lord  St.  John  op  Blbtso. 

Fbedebick  Geobge  Lord  Howabd  de 
Walden. 

William  Joseph  Lord  Pbtbe. 

Fbedebiok  Benjamin  Lord  Saye  and 
Sele. 

John  Fbancts  Lord  Arundell  op  War- 
dour. 

John  Stuart  Lord  Cupton.  {Sari  of 
Iktmley.) 

John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dobmbb. 
Geobge  ELenby  Lord  Teynham. 

Augustus  Fbedebick  FirzHEBBEBTLord 

Stappobd. 
GeorgbFredericx  William  LordBYRON. 

Lewis  Henry  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  op 
Chudleigh. 

William  Coutts  Lord  Ashpord. 

Horace  Courtenay  Gammell  Lord 
Forbes.    {EleeUd  for  Scotland,) 

Alexander  Lord  Saltoun.  {EleeUdfor 
Scotland,) 

Charles  William  Lord  Sinclair. 
{Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Charles  Lord  Blantyre.  {Elected  for 
Scotland,) 

Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Balfour  of 
BuRLEY.    {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Walter  Hugh  Lord  PoLWARTH.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

BicHARD  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 
Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 

George  Lord  Hay.    {Earl  ofEinnoul,) 

DiGBY  Wentworth  Bayard  Lord  Mm- 

DLETON. 

William  John  Lord  Monson. 

Frederick  George  Brabazon  Lord 
PoNSONBY.     {Earl  of  BeeBhorough,) 

Alfred  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scars- 

DALE. 

George  Florance  Lord  Boston. 

Charles  Geobge  Lord  Loyel  and  Hol- 
land.   {Earl  of  EgmcrU, ) 

Geobge  William  Henby  Lord  Yebnon. 

Edward  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

GEOBGEDouoLAsLordSuNDBiDGE.  {Dukc 
of  ArgyU,) 

Edwabd  Henby  Julius  Lord  Hawke. 

Henby  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Abthub  de  Cabdonnel  Lord  Dineyob. 


BOLL  OF  THE  LOBDS 

Thohjls  Lord  Walsinohak. 

William  Lord  Baoot. 

Ohablbs  Henby  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Biohabd  Bbikslet  Lord  Grant- 
lst. 

Qbobob  Bbidoes  Habley  Penitett  Lord 
Rodney. 

Philip  Beoinald  Lord  Somers. 

Biohabd  Henby  Lord  Bebwioe. 

Edwabd  Lennox  Lord  Shebbobne. 

John  Henby  De  La  Poeb  Lord  Tybonb. 
{Marquess  of  Waterford,) 

HENBYBENTINOELordOABLETON.      (Horl 

of  Shannon.) 
Ohables  Lord  Suffebld. 

DxTDLEY  WniMOT  Lord  Dobohesteb. 
Lloyd  Lord  Ejbnyon. 
Ohables  OoBNWALus  Lord  Bbaybbooke. 
William  Aboheb  Lord  Amhebst. 

Edwabd  Lord  Fishebwiok.     {Marquess 
of  Donegal,) 

"Hjbnby  Ohables  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount 
Oage,) 

Thomas  John  Lord  Thttblow. 
William  Geobob  Lord  Auckland. 

Ohables  Geoboe  Lord  Lyttelton. 

Henby Geobob Lord Mendip.  (Viscount 
Clifden.) 

Geobob  Lord  Stuabt  of  Oastle  Stuabt. 
{Earl  of  Moray.) 

Alan  Plantaoenet   Lord  Stewabt  of 
Gablibs.  {Earl  of  Oalloway.) 

James  Geobob  Henby  Lord  Saltebs- 
FOBD.     {Earl  of  Courtoum.) 

William    Lord    Bbodbiok.      {Viscount 
Midleton.) 

Fbedebiok  Henby  William  Lord  Cal- 
thobpe. 

Pbtbb  Bobebt  Lord  Gwydib. 

Ohables  Bobebt  Lord  Cabbinoton. 

WiLLLOC  Henby  Lord  Bolton. 

Geobob  Lord  Nobthwioe. 

Thomas  Lyttlbton  Lord  Lilfobd. 

Thomas  Lord  Bibblbsdalb. 

Edwabd  Lord  Dunsany.     {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Edwabd    Donouoh    Lord    Inohiqxtin. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John   Thomas   Wiluam  Lord  Massy. 
{Ehetedfor  Ireland.) 


Bobebt  Lord  Olonbbock.    {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Ohables  Mabe  Lord  Headley.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Edwabd  Henby  Ohubchill  Lord  Obof- 
TON.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Heboules    Edwabd    Lord    Lanofobd. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Daybolles    Blaeeney   Lord  Ventby 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henby  Fbanois  Seymoub  Lord  Moobe. 
{Marquess  of  Brogheda.) 

John  Henby  Wellington  Gbaham  Lord 
LoFTUS.     {Marquess  of  Ely.) 

William  Lord   Cabysfobt.      {Earl  of 
Carysfort.) 

Geobge  Balph  Lord  Abebobomby. 
Ohables  Edmund  Lord  Ellenbobough. 

AUGUSTUSPBEDEBICKABTHUBLordSANDYS 

Henby  NoBTH  Lord  Sheffield.     (Earl 
of  Sheffield.) 

Wiluam  Macnaghten  Lord  Ebskine. 

Geobge  John  Lord  Monteagle.     {Mar- 
quess of  Sliyo.) 

GteOBGEABTHUBHASTINGSLordGBANABD. 

{Earl  of  Oranard.) 

HuNGEBFOBD  Lord  Obewe. 

Lord  Gabdneb. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Mannebs. 

John  Adrian   Louis  Lord  Hopetouk. 
{Earl  of  JSopetoun.) 

Biohabd  Lord   Oastlemaine.    {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Ohables  Lord  Meldbum.    (Marouess  of 
EunUy.)  ^       * 

Geobge  Fbedebick  Lord  Boss.    {Earl  of 
Glasgow.) 

William  Willoughby  Lord  Gbinstead. 
{Earl  of  EnniskiUen.) 

William    Hale  John   Ohables   Lord 

FoxFOBD.     {Earl  of  Limerick.) 
Fbanois  Geobge  Lord  Ohxtbchill. 
Geobge  Bobebt  Canning  Lord  Habeis. 

Beginald  Ohables  Edwabd  Lord  Ool- 
ohesteb. 

Sohombebg  Henby  Lord  Keb.    (Jfiir- 
quess  of  Lothian.) 

Henby  Fbanois  Lord  Minsteb.    {Mar^ 
quess  Conyngham.) 

James  Edwabd  Wiluam  Theobald  Lord 
Obmondb.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde.) 

Fbanois  Biohabd  Lord  Wemyss.    {Earl 
of  Wemyss.) 


SPIBirnAL  AND  TEMPOBAL. 


JoHK    Stbanob     Lord     Clakbbasbill. 
{SmtI  of  Rod&n.) 

WiuJAMLYooNliordSiLOHESTEB.    {Eorl 
of  L<mgford.) 

Glotwobtht  John  Etre  Lord  Obiel. 
(  VUeount  MoMereene.) 

Huon  Lord  Delahebe. 

George  Cecil  Weld  Lord  Foresteb. 

John  Willllm  Lord  Rayleioh. 

Edbic  Fbedebio  Lord  Giffobd. 

HuBBBT     Geoboe    Lord     Sokebhill. 
(^Marque9i  of  Clanricarde.) 

Jamsb  Lxnx)yio  Lord  Wigan.     {Earl  of 
Crawford  and  Balcarrei.) 

XTcHTEB  John  Mabk  Lord  Eanftjbly. 
{Earl  of  Eanfurly,) 

George  Lord  De  Tablet. 

Charles  Stuart  HENBYLordTENTEBDEN. 

William  Conyngham  Lord  Plxtnket. 

William  Henby  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

BUBY. 

ARCHiBALDPHiLipLordBosEBEBY.   (^Earl 

of  Bouhery.) 
BiCHABB    James    Lord     Clanwilliam. 

{Earl  of  Clanwilliam.) 

William  Dbapeb  Mobtdceb  Lord  Wyn- 

FOBD. 

William    Henby    Lord    Kilmarnock. 
(Earl  of  Err  oil) 

Abthxtb  James  Fbangis  Lord  Fingall. 
{Earl  of  Fingall) 

William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.    {Earl  of 
Sefton.) 

Bobebt  Bebminoham  Lord  Clements. 
{Earl  of  Zeitrim,) 

Thomas   Lord    Kenlis.      {Marquesi    of 
JSeadfort.) 

William   Lord   Chawobth.      {Earl   of 
Meaih.) 

Chables    Adolphus    Lord    Ditnmobe. 
{Earl  of  Dunmore,) 

Augustus  Fbedebick  Geoboe  Wabwick 
Lord  Poltimobe. 

Llewelyn  Nevtll  Vaughan  Lord  Mos- 
tyn. 

Henby  Sfenceb  Lord  Templemobe. 

Valentine  Fbedebick  Lord  Cloncubby. 

John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumabez. 

Thomas  Lord  Denman. 
William  Fbedebick  Lord  Abingeb. 
Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 
Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Ashbxtbton. 
Edward  Bichard  Lord  Hatherton. 


George  Henby  Chables  Lord  Stbaf- 

FOBD. 

Abchib^lld  Bbabazon  Spabbow,  Lord 
WoBLiNGHAM.     {Eqrl  of  Oosford,) 

William  Fbedebick  Lord  Stbatheden. 

Geoffbey  Dominick  Augustus  Fbede- 
bick Lord  Oranmobe  and  Bbowne. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Simon  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Chablemont. 
{Earl  of  CharUmonL) 

Algebnon  Hawkins  Thomond  Lord 
KiNTOBE.     {Earl  of  Kintore,) 

Geobge  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismobe.  ( Fit - 
count  Zismore,) 

Debbick  Wabneb  William  Lord  Boss- 
mobe. 

Bobebt  Shapland  Geoboe  Julian  Lord 
Cabew. 

Chables  Fbedebick  Ashley  Coopeb 
Lord  De  Mauley. 

Abthub  Lord  Wbottesley. 

Chables  Douglas  Bichabd  Lord  Sudk- 

LEY. 

Fbedebick  Henby  Paul  Lord  Methxten. 

Henby  Edwabd  John  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley. 

William  Henry  Lord  Leigh 

Beelby  Lord  Wenlock. 

William  Lord  Luroan. 

Thomas  Spring  Lord  Monteagle  of 
Brandon. 

James  Lord  Seaton. 

John  Manley  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 

John  Lord  Oxenfoord.     {Earl  of  Stair.) 

Charles  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 

Henry  Wtlliam  Lord  Congleton. 

Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Clanconal.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgin.     {Earl 

of  Elgin  and  Kincardine,) 

William  Henry  Forester  Lord  Londes- 
bobough. 

Charles  Bobert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 

Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne. 

Edward  Burtenshaw  Lord  Saimt 
Leonards. 

George  Fitz-Boy  Henry  Lord  Baglan. 

Gilbert  Henby  Lord  Aveland. 

Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Ebstmabe 
{Earl  of  Eenmare,) 

Henby  Lord  Belpeb. 


EOLL  OF  THE  L0ED8 


EiOHARD  WoGAN  Lord  Talbot  de  Mala- 

HIDE. 

Egbert  Lord  Ebury. 

Charles  Compton  William  Lord  Ches- 

HAM. 

Frederic  Axtgustus  Lord  Chelmsford. 
John  Lord  Chxjrston. 
Henry  Lord  Leconfield. 
Wilbraham  Lord  Eoerton. 
Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 
Frrz  Patrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Brougham  and 

Vatjx. 

Arthur  Fitz-Gerald  Lord  Kinnaird. 

EiCHARD   Luttrell    Pilkington   Lord 
Westbury. 

Francis  William  Fitzhardinoe  Lord 

FrrZHARDINGE. 

Luke  George  Lord  Annaly. 

Egbert     Offley     Ashburton     Lord 
Houghton. 

William  Lord  Eomilly. 

George  Philips  Alexander  Lord  Bar- 
ROGiLL.     {liar I  of  Caithness.) 

Thomas  Lord  Clermont. 

James  Herbert  Gustavus  Meredyth 
Lord  Meredyth.    {Lord  Athlumney.) 

Windham  Thomas  Lord  Bjenry.     {Earl 
of  Dunra/cen  and  MounUEarl,) 

Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.    ( Vis- 
count MoncL) 

John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.     (Xori 
Senniker,) 

Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
Edward  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 

Gustayus  Eussell  Lord  Brancepeth. 
(  Viscount  Boyne,) 

John  Henry  Lord  Kesteyen. 

Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaite. 

Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 

Egbert  Corneus  Lord  Napier. 

Jenico  William  Joseph  Lord  Gorman- 
ston.    {Viscount  Oormanston,) 

John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 

James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 

John  Lord  Dunning.     {Lord  Hollo.) 

James    Lord    Balinhard.       {JEarl   of 
SotUhesh.) 

William  Lord  Hare.  {Earlof  Listowcl.) 

Francis   Edward    Lord    Howard    of 
Glossop. 


Bernard     Edward     Barnaby     Lord 
Castletown. 

John  Embrich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 

Thomas  Charles  Lord  Eobartes. 

George  Gbenfell  Lord  Wolverton. 

Algernon  William  Fulee  Lord  Gre- 

YHiLE. 

Thomas  Towneley  Lord  O'Hagan. 

William  Lord  Sandhurst. 
Frederic  Lord  Blachford 

Francis  Lord  Ettrick.     {Lord  Napier.) 

James  Charles  Herbert  Welbore  Ellis 
Lord  SoMERTON.   {Earlof  Kormanton.) 

Egbert      Alexander     Shafto     Lord 
Waveney. 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 

James  Lord  Moncreiff. 

John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 

William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carlingford. 

Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottesloe. 

Edmxtnd  Lord  Hammond. 

John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton. 

John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

Charles   Alexander   Lord    Douglas. 
{Earl  of  Home.) 

John  William  Lord  Eamsay.    {Earl  of 
Dalhousie.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh.     {Earl 
of  Erne.) 

William  Eichard  Lord  Harlech. 

Henry  Gerard  Lord  Alington. 

John  Lord  Tollemache. 

Egbert  Tolyer  Lord  Gerard. 

Mortimer  Lord  Sackyille. 

Colin  Lord  Blackburn.     {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

George  William  Lord  Shutb.     {Vis- 
count  Barrington.) 

William    Lord   Watson.    {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 

Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimbornb. 

Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilaun. 

Alexander  Dundas  Eoss  Lord  Lamino- 

TON. 

Charles  Frederick  Lord  Donington. 
Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 
Montagu  William  Lord  Eowton. 
William  Francis  Lord  Mount-Tsmplx. 
Edward  Huoxsssn  Lord  Brabournx, 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


Abthttb  Oliyeb  Yilliebs  Lord  Amft- 

TTTTX. 

William  Montaou   Lord  Tweeddale. 
{Mmrque99  of  Tweeddale,) 

William  Ulioe  Tbibtsam  Lord  Howth. 
{Earl  of  Howth,) 

Donald  Jambs  Lord  Reay. 

Haboourt  Lord  Derwent. 

Hbnby  James  Lord  Hothfield. 

DxTDLET  CouTTS  Lord  Tweedmouth. 

Oboboe  William  Wilshbre  Lord  Beam- 


Jomr  David  Lord  Firz  Gerald.     {A 
Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Fbedebiok  Beatjchamp  Paget  Lord  Al- 


AT.ytt»n  Lord  Tennyson. 

James  Lord  Strathspey.    {Earl  of  Sea- 

Jqiws  George  Lord  Monk  Bretion. 
Walter  Chables  Lord  Nobthbottrne. 
Arthur   SAimoERS  Wiluam  Charles 

Fox  Lord  Sudley.    {Earl  of  Arran.) 
John  Robebt  William  Lord  de  VEsa. 

(  Viscounl  de  Veeei,) 
Mabmaduke  Fbancis  Lord  Hebries. 


Hardinge   Stanley    Lord   Halsbury. 

{In  another  Place  as  Lord  High  Chan- 

celhr.) 
Mervyn  Edward  Lord  Power  scourt 

{In  another  Place  as  Viecount  Power e- 

court,) 
Anthony    Henry  Lord  Northington. 

{Lord  Henley,) 
Nathaniel  Mayer  Lord  Rothschild. 
Edward  Charles  Lord  Reyelstoke. 
Robert  Porrett  Lord  Monkswell. 
Arthttb  Lord  Hobhouse. 
Ralph  Robert  Wheeler  Lord  Lingen. 

Edward  Lord  Ashbottrne. 

Rowland  Lord  Saint  Oswald. 

Robert  James  Lord  Wantage. 

William  Baliol  Lord  Esher. 

Thomas  Lord  Deramore. 

Heniiy  John  Lord  Montagtt  of  Beau- 
lieu. 

William  Buller  Fcjllerton  Lord  El- 
phinstone. 

Charles  John  Lord  Colyille  of  Cul- 

ROSS. 


There  are  two  vacancies  in  the  Representation  of  the  Peers  for  Scotland  caused 
bj  the  deaths  of  the  Viscount  Strathallan  and  the  Lord  Berth  wick. 


LIST    OF    THE    COMMONS. 


THE    NAMES    OF    MEMBERS 

Bbtubned  to  sesyx  in  the  Twsntt-thibd  Fasuahent  of  the  United  Kinqdom 
OF  Gbeat  Britain  and  Ibeiand,  sumiconed  to  keet  at  WEsnaNSTSB 
THE  Twelfth  Day  of  Januaby,  One  Thousand  Eight  Httndbed  and 
Eighty  Six,  as  by  the  seyebal  Betubns  filed  in  the-  Office  of  the 
Clebk  of  the  Cbown  in  Chanoeby  appeabs. 


BEDFOED. 

NoBTHEBNy  or  BiGOLESWADE  DIVISION, 

Oharles  Magniao. 

SouTHEBN,  or  Litton  Division, 
CjrU  Flower. 

BEDFORD  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Whitbread. 

BERKS. 

NOBTHEBN,  or  AbINGDON  DIVISION, 

Philip  Wroughton. 

SouTHEBN,  or  Newbuby  Division, 
William  George  Mount. 

Eastebn,  or  Wokingham  Division, 
Sir  George  Eussell,  bt. 

READING  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Townshend  Murdoch. 

WINDSOR  (NEW)  BOROUGH. 
Bobert  Bichardson-Gardner. 

BUCKS. 
Nobthern,  or  Buckingham  Division, 
Oaptain  Edmund  Hope  Yemey. 

Mid,  or  Aylesbuby  Division, 
Baron  Ferdinand  James  de  Bothsohild. 

Southbbn,  or  Wycombe  Division, 
Yisoount  Ourson. 


OAMBEIDGE. 

NOBTHEBN,  or  WiSBEOH  DIVISION, 

John  Bigby. 

Westebn,  or  Chestbbton  Division, 
Oharl  -  HaU. 

Eas    rn,  or  Newmabkbt  Division, 
George  Newnes. 

CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY, 

Bt.  Hon.  Alexander  James  Beresford 
Beresford-Hope,  LL.D., 

Bt.  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Baikes,  M.A. 

CAMBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Bober  Uniacke  Penrose  Fitz  Gerald. 


CHESTEB. 
WiBBAL  Division, 
Edward  Thomas  Davenant  Cotton. 

Eddisbubv  Division, 
Henry  James  ToUemache. 

Macclesfield  Division, 
William  Coare  Brocklehurst. 

Cbewe  Division, 
George  WiUiam  Latham. 

NoBTHwiCH  Division, 
John  Tomlinson  Brunner. 

Altbincham  Division, 
John  Brooks. 


Ziit  of 

CHBflrrEB — eont. 

Htde  Division, 
Thomas  Gair  Ashton. 

Kktttsford  Divisiok, 
Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton. 

BIRKENHEAD  BOROUGH. 

Iieat.-General  Sir  Edward  Bmoe  Ham- 
ley,  K.0  B. 

CHESTER  BOROUGH. 

Balthazar  Walter  Foster. 

STOCKPORT  BOROUGH. 
Louis  John  Jennings, 
William  Tipping. 

COENWALL. 
Westbbn,  or  St.  Ives  Diyisiok, 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  bt. 

NoBTH- Western,  or  Oambobnb  Diyision, 
Oharles  Augostus  Yansittart  Oonybeare. 

Tbubo  Division, 
William  Bickford  Smith. 

Mm,  or  St.  Austell  Division, 
William  Oopeland  Borlase. 

South-Eastbbn,  or  Bodmin  Division, 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

North-Eastsrn,  or  Launoeston 
Division, 

Clhazles  Thomas  Dyke  Adand. 

PENRTN  AND  FALMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
David  James  Jenkins. 

OITMBEBLAND 

NOBTHEBN,  or  ESKDALE  DIVISION, 

Bobert  Andrew  Allison. 

Mid,  or  Penbith  Division, 
Henry  Oharles  Howard. 

OOCKBBMOUTH  DIVISION, 

Charles  James  Valentine. 

Western,  or  Egbemont  Division, 
Lord  Mnncaster. 

CARLISLE  BOROUGH. 
Bobert  Ferguson, 

WHirEHAVEN  BOROUGH. 

Bt.   Hon.  Gteorge  Augustus  Frederick 
Cavendish  Bentinok. 


(COMMONS,  1886) 


Jli0ViO0f$» 


DEEBY. 
High  Peak  Division, 
William  Sidebottom. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Hon.  Francis  Egerton. 

Chestebfield  Division, 
Alfred  Barnes. 

Western  Division, 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish. 

Mm  Division, 
James  Alfred  Jacoby. 

Ilkeston  Division, 
Thomas  Watson. 

SoiTTHERN  Division, 
Henry  Wardle. 

DERBT  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Eoe, 

Bt.  Hon.  Sir  William  George  Granville 
Yenables  Yemon  Haroonrfc,  knt. 

DEVON. 
Eastern,  or  Honiton  Division, 
Sir  John  Henry  Kennaway,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Tiverton  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  William  Hood  Walrond. 

Northern,  or  South  Molton  Division, 
Viscount  Lymington. 

North- Western,  or  Barnstaple 
division, 

George  Pitt  Lewis. 

Western,  or  Tavistock  Division, 
Viscount  Ebrington. 

Southern,  or  Totnes  Division, 
Francis  Bingham  Mildmay. 

Torquay  Division, 
Lewis  M'lver. 

Mid,  or  Ashbxtrton  Division, 
Oharles  Seale-Hayne. 

devonport  boroooh. 

George  Edward  Price. 
John  Henry  Puleston, 

EXETER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Henry  Stafford  Northcote. 

PLYMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Bates,  bt. 
Edward  George  Olarke. 


Liit  of 

DOESET. 

NoBTHEBN  Division, 
Hon.  Edwin  Berkeley  Portman. 

EiSTBBN  Division, 
Pasooe  Obarles  Glyn. 

SOTTTHBBN  DIVISION, 

Henry  Parkman  Sturgis. 

Wbstbrn  Division, 
Henry  Bichard  Farquharson. 


DURHAM. 
Jabbow  Division, 
Oharles  Mark  Palmer. 

Houohton-le-Spbino  Division, 
John  Wilson. 

Ohbstbb*le-Stbeet  Division, 
James  Joioey. 

Nobth-Westbbn  Division, 
Llewellyn  Archer  Atherley  Jones. 

Mid  Division, 
William  Crawford. 

Soxtth-Eastebn  Division, 

Major  General  Sir  Hennr  Marshman 
Havelook-Allan,  bt.,  Y.O.,  O.B. 

Bishop  Auckland  Division, 
James  Mellor  Paulton. 

Babnabd  Castlb  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Whitwell  Pease,  Bt. 

DARLINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Theodore  Fry. 

DURHAM  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Milvain. 

GATESHEAD  BOROUGH. 

Hon.  Walter  Henry  James. 

HARTLEPOOLS  (THE)  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Bichardson. 

SOUTH  SHIELDS  BOROUGH. 

James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

STOCKTON  BOROUGH. 

Joseph  Dodds. 

SUNDERLAND  BOROUGH. 

Edward  Temperley  Qourley, 
Samuel  Storey. 

ESSEX. 

South- Westebn,  or  Walthamstow 
Division, 

Edward  North  Buxton. 
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Essex— (Ton/. 

Southern,  or  Bomfobd  Division, 

John  Westlake. 

Westebn,  or  Eppino  Division, 

Bight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  John  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  bt. 

NoBTHEBN,  or  Sapfbon  Walden 
Division, 
Herbert  Colstoun  Gardner. 

Nobth-Eastebn,  or  Habwioh  Division, 
James  Bound. 

Eastebn,  or  Maldon  Division, 
Albert  George  Kitching. 

Mid,  or  Chelmsfobd  Division, 
William  James  Beadel. 

South-Eastekn  Division, 
William  Thomas  Makins. 

GOLGHESTER  BOROUGH. 

Henry  John  Trotter. 

WEST  HAM  BOROUGH. 

North  Divi^ian^ 
Edward  Bider  Cook. 

South  Divisicnf 
Joseph  Leicester. 


GLOUOESTEB. 
Mn>,  or  Stboud  Division, 
Hon.  Henry  Bobert  Brand. 

NoBTHEBN,  or  TbWXESBUBY  DIVISION, 

John  Beginald  Yorke. 

Eastebn,  or  Oibxnoesteb  Divisioir, 
Arthur  Brend  Winterbotham. 

FoBEST  OF  Dean  Division, 
Thomas  Blake. 

SouTHEBN,  or  Thobnbuby  Division, 
Edward  Stafford  Howard. 

BRISTOL  BOROUGH. 

W4it  DivuioHf 
Bt.  hon.   Sir  Michael  Edward 
Beach,  bt. 

North  Bivuion, 
Lewis  Fry. 

JCast  Divmon, 
Handel  Oossham. 

South  Divmotf^ 

Joseph  Dodge  Weston. 

CHELTENHAM  BOROUGH. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Gbrdner. 

GLOUCESTER  BOROUGH, 

Thomas  Bobinson, 


Lint  of 

HANTS. 

NoBTHEBN,  or  Basikostoee  Division, 
Bt.  hon.  George  Sdater-Booth. 

WssTBBK,  or  Andoyeb  DrvisioN, 
'William  Wi^er  Brameton  Beaoh. 

Eabtkbk,  or  Petebsfield  Diyision, 
Vifioount  Wohner. 

SouTHBBN,  or  Fabeham  Diyision, 
Lieat.-G^n.    Sir  Frederick  Wellington 
John  FitzWygram,  bt. 

New  Forest  Division, 
Francis  Oompton. 

CHRISTCHURGH  BOROUGH. 

Charles  Edward  Baring  Young. 

PORTSMOUTH  BOROUGH. 

Sir  William  Grossman,  K.O.M.G. 
Philip  Vanderbyl. 

SOUTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  ones. 

Yioe  Adm.  Sir  John  Edmund  Oommerell, 
V.O.,  K.O.B. 

WINCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Arthur  Loftus  Tottenham. 

HEBEFOBD. 

Nobthebn,  or  Leominsteb  Division, 
Thomas  Dnckham. 

SorTHE&N,  or  Boss  Division, 
Michael  Biddulph. 

HEREFORD  BOROUGH. 

Joseph  Pulley. 

HERTFORD. 

Nobthebn,  or  Hitohin  Division, 
Bobert  Dimsdale  (Baron  of  the  Bussian 
Empire). 

Eastebn,  or  Hebtfobd  Division, 
Abel  Smith. 

Hid,  or  St.  Alban's  Division, 
'^^sooont  Orimston. 

Wbstbbn,  or  Watfobd  Division, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsey. 

HUNTINGDON. 

SotrrftBBN,  or  Huntinodon  Division, 
Thomas  Ooote,  jun. 

NOBTBBBN,  or  BaMSAY  DIVISION, 

William  Henry  FeUowes. 

ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Sir  Bichard  Everard  Webster,  knt. 
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KENT. 


Westebn,  or  Sevenoaks  Division, 
Oharles  William  Mills. 

NoBTH- Westebn,  or  Dabtfobd 
Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart-Dyke,  bt. 

Soxjth-Westebn,  or  Tttnbbidoe 
Division, 
Bobert  Norton. 

Mid,  or  Medway  Division, 
Hon.  John  Stewart  Gathome-Hardy. 

Nobth-Eastebn,  or  Favebsham 

Division, 

Herbert  Thomas  KnatchbuU-Hugessen. 

SOUTHEBN,  or  ASHFOBD  DIVISION, 

William  Pomfret  Pomfret. 

Eastbbn,  or  St.  Augxtstinb's  Division, 
Aretas  Akers-Douglas. 

Isle  op  Thanet  Division, 
Oolonel  Edward  Bobert  King-Harman. 

CANTERBURY  BOROUGH. 

John  Henniker  Heaton. 

CHATHAM  BOROUGH. 
Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  knt. 

DEPTFORD  BOROUGH. 

William  John  Evelyn. 

DOVER  BOROUGH. 
Major  Alexander  George  Dickson. 

GRAVESEND  BOROUGH. 

John  Bazley  White,  jun. 

GREENWICH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  William  Boord. 

HYTHE  BOROUGH. 

Sir  Edward  William  Watkin,  bt. 

LEWISHAM  B*OROUGH. 
Yiscount  Lewisham. 

MAIDSTONE  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  Henry  Boss. 

ROCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Francis  Oharles  Hughes-Hallett. 

WOOLWICH  BOROUGH. 
Edwin  Hughes. 

LANOASTEB. 

North  Lancashire, 

North  Lonsdale  Division, 
William  George  Ainslie. 

Lanoasteb  Division, 
Major  George  Blucher  Heneage  Marten. 


Zitt  of 

Lakoaster — eont 

Blackpool  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur  Stanley. 

Ohorlbt  Division, 
Lieut.-Gen.  Handle  Joseph  Eeilden. 

Norfh-East  Lancashire. 
Dabwen  Division, 
Viscount  Cranbome. 

Olitheboe  Division, 
Sir  Ughtred  James  Kaj-Shuttleworth,bt. 

AccBiNGTON  Division, 
Frederick  William  Grafton. 

EOSSENDALE  DIVISION, 

Bt.  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartington. 

Sonth-East  Lancashire, 

Westhoughton  Division, 
Frank  Hardcastle. 

Heywood  Division, 
Isaac  Hoyle. 

MiDDLETON  Division, 
Colonel  George  Salis-Schwabe. 

Eadcuffe-ouh-Fabnwobth  Division, 
Bobert  Leake. 

EooLEs  Division, 
Alfred  John  Francis  Egerton. 

Btretford  Division, 
William  Agnew. 

Gorton  Division, 
Bichard  Peacock. 

Prestwich  Division, 
Abel  Buckley. 

Sonth-West  Lancashire, 

SoTXTHPORT  Division, 
George  Augustus  Pilkington. 

Ormskirk  Division, 
Arthur  Bower  Forwood. 

BooTLB  Division, 
Lieut.-Oolonel  Thomas  Myles  Sandys. 

WiDNEs  Division, 
Tom  Cottingham  Edwards-Moss. 

Newton  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  Bichard  Assheton  Cross, 
G.C.B. 

Inge  Division, 
Colonel  Henry  Blundell  -  Hollinshead 
Blundell. 

Leigh  Division, 
Caleb  Wright. 

ashton-under-lynb  borough. 

John  Edmund  Wentworth  Addison. 
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BABROW-IN-FURNESS  BOROUGH. 
David  Duncan. 


BLACKBURN  BOROUGH. 
William  Coddington. 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  bt. 

BOLTON  BOROUGH. 

Herbert  Shepherd-Cross. 
Lieut.  Colonel  Francis  Charles  Bridge- 
man. 

BURNLET  BOROUGH. 

Peter  Bjlands. 

BURT  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  knt. 

LIYERIOOL  BOROUGH. 
JBTtrkdaU  Dmtion, 
George  Smyth  Baden-PoweU,  0.  M.  G. 

Walton  Division, 
John  George  Gibson, 

Everton  Division, 
Edward  Whitley. 

West  Derby  Division, 
Lord  Claud  Hamilton. 

Scotland  Division, 
Thomas  Power  O'Connor. 

Exchange  Division, 
Laurence  Bichardson  Baily. 

Ahereromhy  Division, 
William  Frederick  Lawrence. 

East  Toxteth  Division, 
Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

West  Toxteth  Division, 
Thomas  Bland  Boyden. 

MANCn ESTER  BOROUGH. 
Mrth'  West  Division, 
William  Henry  Houldswortti. 

North  Division, 
James  Frederick  Hutton. 

North-East  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  James  Fergusson,  bt. 

East  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

South  Dwision, 
Sir  Henry  Enfield  Boscoe,  knt. 

South-  West  Division, 
Lord  Frederick  Hamilton. 

OLDHAM  BOROUGH. 
John  Tomlinson  Hibbert, 
James  Mackenzie  Maclean. 


Zitt  of 

Laitoaster — eant. 

PRESTON  BOROUGH. 
TVilliam  Edward  Murray  Tomlinson. 
Bobert  William  Hanbury. 

ROCHDALE  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

SALFORD  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
Edward  Hardcastle. 

WeBt  Division^ 
Benjamin  Armitage. 

South  Division, 
William  Mather. 

STALTBRroOE  BOROUGH. 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 

ST.  HELENS   BOROUGH. 
Henry  Seton-Karr. 

WARRINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Sir  (Gilbert  Greenall,  bt. 

WIGAN  BOROUGH. 
Francis  Sharp  Powell. 


LEICE8TEE. 

Eastern,  or  Melton  Diyision, 
Bight  Hon.  Lord  John  Manners. 

Mn>,  or  LouGHBOBouoH  Division, 
Jabez  Edward  Johnson-Ferguson. 

Westebn,  or  BoswoBTH  Division, 
James  Ellis. 

Soxtthsrn,  or  Habbobouoh  Division, 
Thomas  Tertios  Paget. 

LEICESTER  BOROUGH. 

James  Allanson  Pioton. 
Alexander  M' Arthur. 
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South  Kesteven,  or  Stamford  Division. 
John  Comptom  Lawrance. 

Holland,  or  Spalding  Division, 
Hon.  Murray  Edward  Gbrdon  Finch- 
Hatton. 

BOSTON  BOROUGH. 
William  James  Ingram. 

GRANTHAM  BOROUGH. 
John  William  Mellor. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN  BOROUGH. 

Joseph  Buston. 

MIDDLESEX. 

Enfield  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Viscount  Folkestone. 

Tottenham  Division, 
Joseph  Howard. 

HoRNSEY  Division, 
Sir  James  Macnaghten  M'Garel-Hogg, 
bt.,  X.0.6. 


LINCOLN. 

West  Lindset,  or  Qainsboro'  Division, 
Joseph  Bennett. 

NOBTH  LiNDSET,  Or  BrIQG  DIVISION, 

Sir  Henry  MeyseyMeysey-Thompson,  bt. 

East  Lindsby,  or  Lottth  Division, 
Francis  Otter. 

SOTTTB  LiNDSEY,  Or  HOBNCASTLE 

Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

North  Kesteven,  or  Sleaford 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

yOL.  OOOn.      [thibd  series.] 


Harrow  Division, 
William  Ambrose. 

Ealinq  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  George  Hamilton. 

Brentford  Division, 
Octavius  Edward  Coope. 

Uxbridoe  Division, 
Frederick  Dixon  Dixon-Hartland. 

BETHNAL  GREEN  BOROUGH. 

North' JSast  Division, 
George  Howell. 

South'  West  Division, 
Edward  Hare  Pickersgill. 

CHELSEA  BOROUGH. 

Bight  Hon.    Sir    Charles    Wentworth 
Dilke,  bt. 

FINSBURT  BOROUGH. 
Holhorn  Division, 
Colonel  Francis  Duncan. 

Central  Division, 
Howard  Spensley. 

JSast  Division, 
James  Bigwood. 

FULUAM  BOROUGH. 

William  Hayes  Fisher. 

c  '  ] 


Liiiof 
Middlesex — cent. 

HACKNEY  BOROUGH. 

North  Dtvuion, 

Major-Gen.    Sir  Lewis  Pelly.  K.C.B. 
KO.S.I. 


Central  Divisiotif 
neral    Si 
hunter,  K.O.M.G. 


SurReon-General    Sir  William    Guyer 
Hi 


South  Division, 
Charles  Bussell. 
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Middlesex — St.  Pancras  Boro' — eont. 

7p0$t  Dwition, 
Harry  Lawson  Webster  Lawson. 

South  JHvitfon, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  bt. 

SHORED  ITCH  BOROUGU. 

Hoxton  Division, 
James  Stuart. 


HAMMERSMITU  BOROUGH. 

Major- Gen.    Walter    Tuckfield    Golds- 
worthy. 

HAMPSTEAD   BOROUGH. 
Bt.  Hn.  Sir  Henry  Thurstan  HoUand,  bt. 

ISLINGTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Diviiion, 
George  Christopher  Trout  Bartley. 

Woit  Division, 
Bichard  Chamberlain. 

East  Division, 
Henry  Brett  Ince. 

South  Division, 
Henry  Spioer. 

KENSINGTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 
Sir  Boper  Lethbridge,  knt.,  CLE. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  knt. 

LONDON  UNIVERSITY. 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  bt. 

MARTLEBONE  BOROUGH. 
East  Division, 
Lord  Charles  Beresford,  Captain  B.N. 

West  Division, 
Frederick  Seager-Hunt. 

PADDINGTON  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
Lionel  Louis  Cohen. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Bandolph  Churchill. 

ST.  GEORGE,  HANOVER  SQUARE. 
Lord  Algernon  Percy. 

ST.  PANCRAS  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 
Thomas  Henry  Bolton. 

East  Division, 
Thomas  Eocleston  Gibb. 


Saggerston  Division, 
William  Bandal  Cremer. 

STRAND  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

TOWER  HAMLETS  BOROUGH. 

Whiteohapel  Division, 
Samuel  Montagu. 

Si.  George  Division, 
Charles  Thomson  Bitchie. 

Limehouse  Division, 
Edward  Samuel  Norris. 

Mile  End  Division, 
Spencer  Charrington. 

Stepney  Division, 
John  Charles  Durant. 

Bow  and  Bromley  Division, 
William  Snowdon  Bobson. 

Poplar  Division, 
Henry  Green. 

WESTMINSTER  BOROUGH. 

William     Lehman     Ashmead-Bartlett 
Burdett-Coutts. 

LONDON  CITY. 
Sir  Bobert  Nicholas  Fowler,  bt. 
Bight  Hon.  John  G^llibrand  Hubbard. 


MONMOUTH. 

Northern  Diyisiok, 
Thomas  PhiUips  Price. 

Wbsterk  Diyisiok, 
Cornelius  MarshaU  Warmington. 

SOXTTHERK  DIVISION, 

Col.  Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay  Morgan. 

MONMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Hamer  Carbutt. 

NOBFOLK. 

North- Western  Division, 
Joseph  Arch. 


LUtof 

NoBTOLK — toni. 

South- Western  Division, 
William  Amhurst  Tyssen- Amherst 

Northern  Division, 
Herbert  Hardy  Gozens-Hardj. 

Eastern  Division, 
Edward  Birkbeek. 

Mid  Division, 
Bobert  Thomhagli  Qurdon. 

Southern  Division, 
FranciB  Taylor. 

GREAT  YARMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Heniy  Whatley  Tyler,  knt. 

KING'S  LYNN  BOROUGH. 
Bt  Hon.  Bobert  Bourke. 

NORWICH  BOROUGH. 

Harry  BuUard. 
Jeremiah  James  Colman. 

NOETHAMPTON. 
Northern  Division, 
Lord  Barghley. 

Eastern  Division, 
Francis  Allston  Ohanning. 

Mid  Division, 
Hon.  Oharles  Bobert  Spencer. 

Southern  Division, 
Sir  Bainald  Knigbtley,  bt. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Laboucbere. 
Charles  Bradiaugb, 

PETERBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  William  John  Wentworth  Fitz- 
wiUiam. 

NOBTHTJMBEBLAND. 

Wansbeck  Division, 
Oharles  Fenwick. 

Tynesede  Division, 
Albert  Henry  Oeorge  GFrey. 

Hexham  Division, 
Ides  Maolnnes. 

Berwick-upon-Tweed  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Gbey,  bt. 

MORPETH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Burt. 
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NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE  BOROUGH. 
Joseph  Oowen, 
John  Morley. 

TYNEMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Bichard  Sims  Donkin. 


NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassbtlaw  Division, 
William  Beckett  Denison. 

Newakk  Division, 
Viscount  Newark. 

BusHOLiFFB  Division, 
John  Edward  EUis. 

Mansfield  Division, 
Cecil  George  Savile  Foljambe. 

NOTTINGHAM  BOROUGH. 

West  DivmoHy 
Oharles  Seely. 

Eoit  Division, 
Arnold  Morley. 

South  Division, 
John  Oar^ell  WilHams. 


OXFOBD. 
Nobthesn,  or  Banbttbt  Division, 
Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  bt. 

Mm,  or  Woodstock  Division, 
Francis  William  Maclean. 

Southebn,  or  Henlet  Division. 
Edward  William  Harcourt. 

OXFORD  UNIVERSITY. 

Bt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Bobert   Mowbray, 

bt.,  D.O.L. 
John  Gilbert  Talbot,  D.O.L. 

OXFORD  BOROUGH. 

Alexander  William  Hall. 

■ ■      ■ 

BUTLAND. 
G^rge  Henry  Finch. 

SALOP. 

Westeen,  or  OswESTEY  Division, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

NOETHERN,  or  NeWPOBI  DIVISION, 

Bobert  Biokersteth. 

Mid,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Alexander  Hargreaves  Brown. 


LMof 
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Salop — cont. 

SouTHEBN,  or  Lttdlow  Division, 
Bobert  Jasper  More. 

SHREWSBURY   BOROUGH. 
James  Watson. 


S0MEE8ET. 

NoRTHBEN  Division, 
Evan  Henry  Llewellyn. 

Wells  Division, 
Bichard  Homer  Paget. 

Fbome  Division, 
Lawrence  James  Baker. 

Eastern  Division, 
Henry  Hobhouse. 

Southern  Division, 
Yiscoimt  Kilcoursie. 

Bridgwater  Division, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

Western,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Dyke  Aoland,  bt. 

BATH  BOROUGH. 

Bobert  Stiokney  Blaine, 
Edmond  Bobert  Wodehouse. 

TAUNTON  BOROUGH. 

Samuel  Obarles  Allsopp. 

STAFFOBD. 

Leek  Division, 
Oharles  Orompton. 

Btjrton  Division, 
Sir  Michael  Arthur  Bass,  bt. 

Western  Division, 
Hamar  Alfred  Bass. 

North-Westsbn  Division, 
George  QranviUe  Leve8on*Gk>wer. 

LioHFiBLD  Division, 
Sir  John  Swinburne,  bt. 

Kenoswintord  Division, 
Alexander  Staveley  Hill. 

Handsworth  Division, 
Henry  Wiggin. 

HANLET  BOROUGH. 

William  Woodall. 

newcastl£-und£rj:.ym£  borough. 

William  Shepherd  Allen. 


Stafford — eont. 

STAFFORD  BOROUGH. 
Oharles  Benjamin  Bright  McLaren. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT  BOROUGH. 
William  Leatham  Bright. 

WALSALL  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Oharles  Forster,  bt. 

WEDNESBURT  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Lloyd. 

WEST  BROMWIOH  BOROUGH. 
John  Horton  Blades. 

WOLVERHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

West  DivUiofif 
Alfred  Hickman. 

Eait  Diviiion, 
Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

.    South  DivUion^ 
Bt.  hon.  Oharles  Felham  Yilliers. 

SUFFOLK. 

Northern,  or  Lowestoft  Division, 
Sir  Savile  Brinton  Orossley,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Francis  Seymour  Stevenson. 

North- Western,  or  Stowkarket 
Division, 
Felix  Thornley  Oobbold. 

South,  or  Sudbury  Division, 
William  Outhbert  Quilter. 

South-Eastern,  or  Woodbredos 
Division, 

Bobert  Lacy  Everett. 

BURT  ST.  EDMUNDS  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Francis  Heryey. 

IPSWICH  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Wyndham  West. 
Jesse  OoHings. 


SUBEEY. 

North- Western,  or  Ohebtsby 
Division, 
Frederick  Alers  Hankey. 

South- Western,  or  Guilford  DrviaioN, 

Hon.    William    St.    John    Fremantle 
Brodrick. 

South-Eastern,  or  Beioate  Division, 
Sir  James  John  Trevor  Lawrence,  bt. 
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Mid,  or  Epsok  Division, 
Bt  hon.  George  Cubitt. 

Kingston  Division, 
Sir  John  Whittaker  Ellis,  bt. 

Nobth-Eastbrn,  or  Wimbledon 
Division, 

Henry  Cosmo  Orme  Bonsor. 

BATTERSEA  ahd   CLAPHAM   BOROUGH. 

Batter  sea  Divmon, 
Octayius  Yaughan  Morgan. 

Clapham  Division, 
John  Fletcher  Moulton. 

CAMBERWELL  BOROUGH. 
North  Divisionj 
Bichard  Strong. 

Feekham  Division, 
Arthur  Anthony  Banmann. 

Dulwieh  Division, 
John  Morgan  Howard. 

CROTDON  BOROUGH. 
William  Ghrantham. 

LAMBETH  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
Hajor-G^D.  Oharles  Orawfurd  Eraser. 

Kennington  Division, 
Bobert  Oent-Davis. 

Brixton  Division. 
Ernest  Baggallay. 

Norwood  Division, 
Thomas  Lynn  Bristowe. 


NEWINGTON  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Oharles  Wallwyn  BadcUffe  Oooke. 

Walworth  Division, 
Lewis  Henry  Isaacs. 

SOUTHWARK  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Arthnr  Cohen. 

Roiherhithe  Division, 
Lient-Col.  Charles  Edward  Hamilton. 

Bermondsoif  Division, 
James  Edwin  Thorold  Bogers. 

WANDSWORTH  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Kimber. 


Members, 

SUSSEX. 
North-Western,  or  Horsham  Division, 
Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Barttelot,  bt.,  C.B. 

South- Western,  or  Chiohestbr 
Division, 
Earl  of  March. 

Northern,  or  East  Grinstead  Division, 
George  Barrow  Gregory. 

Mn>,  or  Lewes  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eastbourne  Division, 
Captain  Edward  Field,  E.N. 

Eastern,  or  Rye  Division, 
Lieut.-Col.  Arthur  Montagu  Brookfield. 

BRIGHTON  BOROUGH. 
Rt.  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Marriott. 


David  Smith. 

HASTINGS  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Thomas  Brassey,  K.C.B. 


WARWICK. 
Northern,  or  Tamworth  Division, 
Philip  Albert  Muntz. 

North-Eastern,  or  Nuneaton  Division, 
Jasper  Wilson  Johns. 

South- Western,  or  8tratford-on- 
AvoN  Division, 
Lord  William  Oompton. 

South-Eastern,  or  Rugbt  Division, 
Henry  Peyton  Cobb. 

ASTON  MANOR  BOROUGH. 
Hugh  Gilzean  Reid. 

BIRMINGHAM  BOROUGH. 
Edghaston  Division, 
George  Dixon. 

West  Division, 
Rt.  hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

Central  Division, 
Rt.  hon.  John  Bright. 

North  Division, 
William  Kenrick. 

East  Division, 
William  Thomas  Gustavus  Cook. 

Bordesley  Division, 
Henry  Broadhurst. 

South  Division, 
Joseph  Powell  Williams. 
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COVENTRY  BOROUGH. 
Henry  William  Eaton. 

WARWICK  AND  LEAMINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Rt.  hon.  Arthur  Wellesley  Peel. 
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WESTMORELAND. 
NoKTHBBN,  or  Applbby  Divisiow, 
Hon.  William  Lowtlier. 

SouTHEBN,  or  Kendal  Diyision, 
Earl  of  Bective. 


WILTS. 

NOBTHEBN,  or  CrICKLADE  DIVISION, 

Mervyn  Herbert  Nevil  Story-Maskelyne. 

North- Western,  or  Chippenham 
Division, 

Banister  Fletcher. 

Western,  or  Westbtjry  Division, 
George  Fargiter  Fuller. 

Eastern,  or  Devizes  Division, 
Walter  Hume  Long. 

Southern,  or  Wilton  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Eraser  Grove,  bt. 

SALISBURY  BOROUGH. 

William  Henry  Grenfell. 

WORCESTER. 
Western,  or  Bewdley  Division, 

Sir   Edmund   Anthony    Harley  Leoh- 
mere,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Evesham  Division, 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Droitwioh  Division. 
John  Corbett. 

Northern  Division, 
Benjamin  Hingley. 

Eastern  Division, 
George  Woodyatt  Hastings. 

DUDLEY  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Brinsley  Sheridan. 

KIDDERMINSTER  BOROUGH. 
John  Brinton. 

WORCESTER  BOROUGH. 

George  Higginson  Allsopp. 


Jf(fino0fi» 

YORK. 

North  Siding, 

Thirsk  and  Malton  Division, 

Lieut.-Col.  Hon.  Lewis  Payn  Dawnay. 

RiOHMOND  Division, 
Sir  Frederick  Acclom  MUbank,  bt. 

Cleveland  Division, 
Henry  Fell  Pease. 

Whitby  Division, 
Ernest  William  Denison. 

East  Biding, 

HOLDERNESS  DIVISION, 

George  Richard  Bethell,  R.N. 

BuoKRosE  Division, 
Christopher  Sykes, 

HOWDENSHIRE  DIVISION, 

Arthur  Doncombe. 

West  Biding,  Northern  Part, 
Skipton  Division, 
Sir  Mathew  Wilson,  bt. 

KsiQHLEY  Division, 
Isaac  Holden. 

Shipley  Division, 
Joseph  Craven. 

SowERBY  Division, 
Edward  Crossley. 

Elland  Division, 
Thomas  Wayman. 

West  Biding,  Southern  Part 
MoRLEY  Division, 
Charles  George  Milnes  Gtuskell. 

NORMANTON  DIVISION, 

Benjamin  Pickard. 

CoLNB  Valley  Division, 
Henry  Frederick  Beaumont. 

HoLMFiRTH  Division, 
Henry  Joseph  Wilson. 

Barnsley  Division, 
Courtney  Stanhope  Kenny. 

Hallamshire  Division, 
Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin. 

Rothsrham  Division, 
Arthur  Herbert  Dyke  Acland. 

Dongaster  Division, 
Walter  Shirley  Shirley. 


ZMo/ 
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York — eowt. 

West  Biding*  Eastern  Part 
EiPON  Division, 
'William  Harker. 

Otley  Divibiow, 
Sir  Andrew  Fairbaim,  knt. 

Babxbton  Ash  Division, 
Bobert  Ounter. 

OSGOLDCBOBS  DlTISION, 

Sir  John  William  Eamsden,  bt. 

PuDSBT  Division, 
Briggs  Priestlej. 

Spin  Valley  Division, 
Joseph  Woodhead. 

BRADFORD  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Alfred  mingworth. 

Central  Divitionf 
Bight  Hon.  William  Edward  Forster. 

Eoit  Divisiony 
Angus  Holden. 

DEWSBURT  BOROUGH. 
John  Simon,  Serjeant- at-Law. 

HALIFAX  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Shaw, 

Bt.  Hon.  James  Stansfeld. 

HUDDERSFIELD  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Aldam  Leatham. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL   BOROUGH. 

Eaet  jDiviiioHj 
William  Saimders. 

Central  Divieionj 
Henry  Seymour  King. 

West  Division, 
Charles  Henry  Wilson. 

LEEDS  BOROUGH. 
#      North  Division, 
William  Lawies  Jackson. 

Central  Division, 
(herald  William  Balfour. 

East  Division, 
Bichard  Dawson. 

West  Division, 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  K.O.B. 

MIDDLESBOROUGII  BOROUGH. 

Isaac  Wilson. 


York — eont, 

PONTEFRAOT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Bowland  Winn. 

SCARBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  George  Beresby  Sitwell,  bt. 

SHEFFIELD  BOROUGH. 

Attereliffe  Division, 

Hon.  Bernard  John  Seymour  Coleridge. 

Brightside  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 

Central  Division, 
Charles  Edward  Howard  Vincent. 

JSiallam  Division, 
Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Wortley. 

Eeclesall  Division, 
Ellis  Ashmead-Bardett. 

WAKEFIELD  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Green. 

YORK  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Edward  Pease. 
Frank  Lockwood. 


WALES. 


ANGLESEA. 
Bichard  Davies. 

BBECKNOCK. 
WiUiam  Fuller  Maitland. 

CARDIGAN. 
David  Davies. 

CAEMABTHEN 

Eastern  Division, 
David  Pugh. 

Western  Division, 
Walter  Bice  Howell  Powell. 

CARMARTHEN  BOROUGH. 

Sir  John  Jones  Jenkins,  knt. 

CABNABVON. 
Southern  or  EinoN  Division, 
John  Bryn  Boberts. 

Northern  or  Arfon  Division, 
William  Bathbone. 

CARNARVON  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Love  Duncombe  Jones-Pany. 
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DENBIGH. 

Eastern  Division, 
Et.  hon.  George  Osborne  Morgan. 


Westeen  Division, 
William  Cornwallis  West. 

DENBIGH  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Thomas  Kenyon. 

FLINT. 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  Eichard  Grosvenor. 

FLINT  BOROUGH. 
Jolin  Eoberts. 

GLAMOEGAN. 

Eastern  Division, 
Alfred  Thomas. 

Ehondda  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

Western  or  Gower  Division, 
Frank  Ash  Yeo. 

Med  Division, 
Christopher  Eice  Mansel  Talbot. 

Southern  Division, 
Arthur  John  Williams. 

CARDIFF  BOROUGU. 
Sir  Edward  James  Eeed,  K.O.B. 

MERTHTR  TYDVIL  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Eichard, 
Charles  Herbert  James. 

SWANSEA  BOROUGH. 
Swansea  Town, 
Lewis  Llewelyn  Dillwyn. 

Swansea  Dietriet^ 
Sir  Henry  Hnssey  Vivian,  bt. 

MEEIONETH. 
Henry  Eobertson. 

MONTGOMEET. 
Stuart  Eendel. 

MONTGOMERY  BOROUGH. 
Pryce  Jones. 

PEMBEOKE. 
William  Davies. 

PEMBROKE  AND  HAVERFORD  WEST 

BOROUGH. 

Henry  George  Allen. 

EADNOE. 
Hon.  Arthur  Henry  John  Walsh. 


Mietnbeff, 
OOOTLAND. 


ABEEDEEN. 
Eastern  Division, 
Peter  Esslemont. 

Western  Division, 
Eobert  Farquharson,  M.D. 

ABERDEEN  BURGH. 
North  Divieion. 
William  Alexander  Hunter. 

South  Division^ 
James  Bryce. 

AEGYLL. 
Donald  Home  Macfarlane. 

AYE. 

NoRTHEBN  Division, 
Hon.  Hugh  Frederick  Hislop  Elliot. 

Southern  Division, 
Eugene  Wason. 

AYR  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Eichard  Frederick  Fotheringham  Oamp* 
beU. 

KILMARNOCK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Peter  Sturrook. 

BANFF. 
Eobert  William  Duff. 

BEEWIOK. 
Hon.  Edward  Marjoribanks. 

BUTE. 
James  Patrick  Bannerman  Eobertson. 

CAITHNESS. 
Qavin  Brown  Clark. 

WICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Maodonald  Cameron. 

CLACKMANNAN    AND   KINE088. 
Et.  hon.  John  Blair  Balfour. 

DUMBAETON. 
Archibald  Orr  Ewing. 

DUMFEIE8. 
Sir  Eobert  Jardine,  bt. 

DUBIFRIES  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Ernest  Noel. 

EDINBTJEGH. 
Et.  Hon.  William  Ewart  Gladstone, 


lAst  of 

Edinbubgh — €wd, 

EDINBURGH  BURGH. 

Ea%t  Dnuion, 
Et.  Hon.  George  Joachim  Goschen. 

West  Jhvuion, 
Thomas  Bjbum  Buchanan. 

Central  Bivuionj 
John  Wilson. 

South  Divmon, 
Sip  Q^oi^e  Harrison,  knt. 

EDINBURGH   and   ST.    ANDREW'S    UNI- 

VERSITIES. 

Sif^bt   Hon.  John    Haj   Athole    Mac- 
donaldy  LL.D. 

LEITH  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
WiUiam  Jacks. 

ELGIN  AND  NAIRN. 
Sir  George  Macpherson  Grant,  bt. 

ELGIN  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Asher. 

FIFE. 

Eastern  Division, 
John  Boyd  Kinnear. 

Western  Division, 
Hon.  Eobert  Preston  Bruce. 

KIRKCALDY  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  knt. 

ST.  ANDREW'S   DISTRICT    OF   BURGHS. 

Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  bt.,  )  equality  of 
Stephen  WiUiamson.  )      votes. 

FORFAR. 
James  William  Barclay. 

DUNDEE  BURGH. 

Charles  Carmichael  Lacaita, 
Edmund  Robertson. 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Shiress  WiU. 

HADDINGTON. 
Richard  Burdon  Haldane. 

INVERNESS. 
Charles  Fraser-Mackintosh. 

INVERNESS  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Robert  Bannatyne  Finlay. 

KINCARDINE. 
General  Sir  George  Balfour,  K.C.B. 

YOL.  CCCn.    [third  series.] 
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KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 
Mark  John  Stewart. 


LANARK. 

GovAN  Division, 
William  Pearce. 

Partick  Division, 
Alexander  Craig  SeUar. 

Noeth-Westben  Division, 
John  Baird. 

North-Easteen  Division, 
Donald  Crawford. 

Mid  Division, 
Stephen  Mason. 

Southern  Division, 
John  Glencairn  Carter  Hamilton. 

GLASGOW  BURGH. 
Bridgeton  Division, 
Edward  Richard  Russell. 

Camlachie  JDiviiionj 
Hugh  Watt. 

8t,  Rollox  Division, 
John  McCuUoch. 

Central  Division, 
Gilbert  Beith. 

College  Division, 
Charles  Cameron,  M.D.,  LL.D. 

Tradeston  Division, 
Archibald  Cameron  Corbett. 

Blackfriars  and  Hutchesoniown  Division, 
Mitchell  Henry. 

GLASGOW  A»D  ABERDEEN  UNIVERSITIES. 

James  Alexander  Campbell,  LL.D. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagan. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Leonard  LyeU. 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK. 
Sir  Charles  Tennant,  bt. 

PERTH. 

Eastern  Division, 
Robert  Stewart  Menzies. 

Western  Division, 

Sir  Donald  Currie,  K.C.M.G. 

PERTH  BURGH. 
Charles  Stuart  Parker. 
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Memheri, 


LONGFOED. 

NOBTH  LONQFORD  DIVISION, 

Justin  McCarthy. 

South  Longfobd  Division, 
Laurence  Connolly. 

LOUTH. 

North  Louth  Division, 
Joseph  Nolan. 

South  Louth  Division, 
Thomas  Patrick  Gill. 

MAYO. 

North  Mayo  Division, 
Daniel  Crilly. 

West  Mayo  Division, 
John  Deasy. 

East  Mayo  Division, 
John  Dillon. 

South  Mayo  Division, 
James  Francis  Xavier  O'Brien. 

MEATH. 

North  Meath  Division, 
Kevin  Izod  O'Doherty. 

Soxtth  Mbath  Division, 
Edward  Sheil. 

MONAGHAN. 

North  Monaghan  Division, 
Timothy  Michael  Healy. 

South  Monaghan  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Neale  MoKenna,  knt. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

Ossory  Division, 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

Lbix  Division, 
Bichard  Lalor. 

E03C0MM0N. 

North  Roscommon  Division, 
James  O'Kelly. 

South  Roscommon  Division, 
Andrew  Commins. 

SUGO. 

North  Sligo  Division, 
Peter  McDonald. 

South  Sligo  Division, 
Thomas  Sexton. 


TIPPER  ARY. 
North  Tippbrary  Division, 
Patrick  Joseph  O'Brien. 

Mid  Tipperary  Division, 
Thomas  Mayne. 

South  Tipperary  Division, 
John  O'Connor. 

East  Tipperary  Division, 
Thomas  Joseph  Condon. 


TYRONE. 

North  Tyrone  Division, 
Lord  Ernest  Hamilton. 

Mid  Tyrone  Division, 
Mathew  Joseph  Kenny. 

East  Tyrone  Division, 
William  James  Reynolds. 

South  Tyrone  Division, 
William  O'Brien. 

WATERFORD. 
West  Waterpord  Division, 
Jasper  Douglas  Pyne. 

East  Waterford  Division, 
Patrick  Joseph  Power. 

WATERFORD  CITY. 
Richard  Power. 

WESTMEATH. 

North  Westmeath  Division, 
James  Tuite. 

South  Westmeath  Division, 
Donal  Sullivan. 

WEXFORD. 

North  Wexford  Division, 
John  Edward  Redmond. 

South  Wexford  Division, 
John  Barry. 

WICKLOW. 

West  Wicklow  Division, 
Oarrett  Michael  Byrne. 

East  Wicklow  Division, 
William  Joseph  Corbet. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 


IN    THE 


First  Session  of  ^e  TwentY'Third  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  12  january,  1886,  in  the  forty-ninth 
Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


PIEST     VOLUME     OF     SESSION     1886. 


rpHE  TWENTY-SECOND  PARLIAMENT  of  the  United  Kingdom— 
JL  which  had  met  for  the  despatch  of  Business  on  Thursday,  the 
23rd  day  of  October,  1884 — was  prorogued  on  the  14th  day  of  August,  1885, 
to  Saturday,  the  31st  day  of  October,  and  from  thence  further  prorogued  to 
Wednesday,  the  18th  day  of  November  ;  and,  on  the  same  day,  was  dissolved 
by  Proclamation : — And  Her  Majesty  thereon  declaring  Her  pleasure  to  call  a 
new  Parliament,  directed  Writs  to  be  issued  accordingly  ;  which  Writs  were 
made  returnable  on  Tuesday,  the  12th  day  of  January. 

The  PARLIAMENT  was  opened  by  Commission. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Tuesday,  \2th  January,  1886. 


The  House  of  Peers  being  met. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  ac- 
quainted  the  House, 

''That  Her  Majesty,  not  thinking  fit  to  be 
personally  present  here  this  day,  has  been 
pleased  to  cause  a  Commission  to  be  issued 
under  the  Great  Seal,  in  order  to  the  opening 
and  holding  of  this  Parliament.'' 

VOL.    OCCn.       [xmBD    SEBIES.] 


Then  Five  of  the  Loeds  Commissioners 
— namely.  The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord 
Halsbury)  ;  The  Lord  President  of 
THE  Council  (Viscount  Cranbrook);  The 
E\RL  OF  Iddesleigh  (First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury)  ;  The  Earl  of  Coventry 
(Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at 
Arms) ;  and  The  Viscount  Barringtow 
(Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard) — 
being  in  their  Eobos,  and  seated  on  a 
Form  placed  between  the  Throne  and 
the  Woolsack,  commanded  the  Gentle- 
man Usher  of  the  Black  Eod  to  let  the 
Commons  know  **  The  Lords  Commis- 

B 


Took  the 


{LOEDS} 


Oath. 


Bioners  desire  their  immediate  Attend- 
ance in  this  House,  to  hear  the  Com- 
mission read." 

Who  being  come ; 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  said— 

"  My  Lords,  and  Gentletnen  of  the  House 
of  Commons, 

"Hbe  Majesty,  not  thinking  fit  to 
be  present  here  to-day  in  Her  Eoyal 
Person,  hath  been  pleased,  in  order  to 
the  opening  and  holding  of  this  Parlia- 
ment, to  cause  Letters  Patent  to  be 
issued  under  the  Great  Seal,  consti- 
tuting us  and  several  other  Lords  therein 
named  Her'  Commissioners,  to  do  all 
things  in  Her  Majesty's  name,  on  Her 
part  necessary  to  be  performed  in  this 
Parliament,  and  this  will  more  fully 
appear  by  the  Letters  Patent  themselves, 
which  will  be  now  read. 

Then  the  said  Letters  Patent  were  read 
by  the  Clerk.    And  then 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said— 

*'i/y  Lords f  and  Gentlemen, 

"  We  have  it  in  command  from  Her 
Majesty  to  let  you  know,  that  Her 
Majesty  will,  as  soon  as  the  Members 
of  your  House  shall  be  sworn,  declare 
the  causes  of  Her  calling  this  Parlia- 
ment; and  it  being  necessary  that  a 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  shall 
be  first  chosen,  it  is  Her  Majesty's  Plea- 
sure that  you,  Gentlemen  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  repair  to  the  Place  where 
you  are  to  sit,  and  there  proceed  to  the 
Choice  of  some  proper  Person  to  be  your 
Speaker ;  and  that  you  present  such 
Person,  whom  you  shall  so  choose,  here, 
to-morrow,  at  Two  o'clock,  for  Her 
Majesty's  Eoyal  approbation." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 

Pkayees. 

The  Lord  Chancellor — Singly,  in  the 
first  place,  took  the  Oath  at  the  Table. 

EoLL  OF  TiTB  LoRDS— Garter  King  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  in  the  First  Session  of  the 
Twenty-third  Parliament  of  the  United 
Einffdom  :  The  same  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  ti^e  Table. 


Certificate  of  the  Election  of  Sixteen 
Eepresentative  Peers  for  Scotland  — 
Delivered,  and  read  as  follows  :— 

Earl  Mar  and  Kellie. 

„     Strathmore  and  Kinghom. 
,,     Haddington. 
,,     Lindsay. 

Airlie. 

Leven  and  Melville. 

Northesk. 
„     Orkney. 
Viscount  Strathallan. 
Lord  Forbes. 

Saltoun. 

Sinclair. 

Bftintyre. 

Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

Polwarth. 

Borthwick. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  —  The 
Lord  Chancellor  informed  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty  had  been  pleased  to 
appoint,  by  Her  Letters  Patent  dated 
the  26th  day  of  December  last,  Henry 
Graham,  Esquire,  to  the  office  of  Clerk 
of  the  Parliaments,  vacant  by  the  death 
of  Sir  William  Eose,  K.C.B.,  the  late 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  :  Patents  read ; 
and  the  said  Henry  Graham  then  made 
the  prescribed  declaration  (which  decla- 
ration is  set  down  in  the  Eoll  amongst 
the  oaths  of  the  great  ofiicers),  and  took 
his  seat  at  the  Table. 

The  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire — Sat 
first  in  Parliament  after  the  death  of  his 
grandfather. 

Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales— Singly  took  the  Oath. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh — Singly  took  the  Oath. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Connaught  and  Strathearn — Singly  took 
the  Oath. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge — Singly  took  the  Oath. 

Several  Lords — ^Took  the  Oath. 

House  adjonmod  at  Four  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  Two  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Ttuiday^  \2th  January ^  1886. 


The  HoQse  met  at  Two  of  the  clock ; 
and,  it  being  the  first  day  of  the  meet- 
ing of  this  Parliament,  pursuant  to 
Proclamation,  the  Eight  honourahle  Sir 
Thoma9  Ershine  May,  K.C.B.,  Clerk  of 
the  Houee  of  Commons,  and  lleginald 
Trancis  Douce  Paly  rave,  and  Archibald 
John  Scott  Milman,  esquires.  Clerks 
Assistant,  attending  in  the  House,  and 
the  other  Clerks  attending,  according 
to  their  duty,  Kenneth  Auymtus  Muir 
Mackenzie,  esquire.  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Chancery  in  Great  Britain,  delivered 
to  the  said  Sir  Thomas  Ershine  May  a 
Book,  containing  a  list  of  the  Names 
of  the  Members  returned  to  serve  in 
this  Parliament. 

Several  of  the  Members  repaired  to 
their  Seats. 

A  Message  was  delivered  by  Admiral 
Bon,  Sir  Jamee  Drummond,  g.c.b.,  Gen- 
tleman Usher  of  the  Black  Eod : 

"  Gentlemen, 

*'  The  Lords,  authorized  by  virtue  of 
Her  Majesty's  Commission  to  open  this 
Parliament,  desire  the  immediate  attend- 
ance of  this  Honourable  House  in  the 
House  of  Peers,  to  hear  the  Commis- 
sion read." 

Accordingly,  the  House  went  up  to 
the  House  of  Peers ; — And  a  Commission 
having  been  read  for  opening  and  hold- 
ing the  Parliament,  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners directed  the  House  to  proceed 
to  the  Election  of  a  Speaker,  and  pre- 
sent him  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock,  in  the  House  of  Peers  for  the 
Boyal  Approbation. 

And  the  House  being  returned ; — 

ELECTION  OF  A  SPEAKER. 

^  Sib  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAY,  address- 
ing  himself  to  the  Clerk),  who,  standing 
up,  pointed  to  him,  and  then  sat  down) — 
Sir  Thomas  Erskine  May,  in  obedience 
to  the  gracious  communication  from  Her 
Majesty,  which  we  have  just  listened  to 
in  *•  another  place,"  it  now  becomes  the 
first  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons,  as 
it  is  its  ancient  and  undoubted  Privilege, 
to  proceed  to  the  Election  of  a  Speaker. 


I  feel  it,  Sir  Erskine  May,  to  be  a  high 
honour  and  a  great  gratification  ijiat  I 
have  been  requested  on  this  occasion  to 
propose  as  a  candidate  the  name  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  War- 
wick and  Leamington  (Mr.  Arthur  Peel), 
with  the  confident  assurance  that  that 
name  will  be  received  with  cordial  ap- 
proval, and  will  meet  with  universal 
assent.  Two  years  ago  the  House  of 
Commons  sustained  a  serious  and  a 
signal  loss  by  the  retirement  of  so  able 
and  experienced  a  Speaker  as  Sir  Henry 
Brand ;  and  I  do  not  think  I  shall  be 
guilty  of  exaggeration  if  I  say  that  at 
no  period  of  our  history,  and  under  no 
circumstances,  was  the  choice  of  a  fit 
person  to  fill  that  Chair  a  matter  of 
greater  public  interest  and  concern  than 
it  then  was.  The  heated  debates  of 
1881,  the  intervention  of  the  Speaker, 
the  extraordinary  powers  subsequently 
conferred  upon  Sir  Henry  Brand,  the 
prolonged  controversy  over  the  New 
Eules  in  1882,  all  were  fresh  in  the' 
recollection  of  the  House.  I  believe  the 
question  we  all  an2dously  asked  was — 
who  among  the  Members  of  the  House 
could  be  found  capable  of  sustaining 
the  unremitting  toil,  of  bearing  the 
heavy  burden,  and  the  immense  respon- 
sibility of  so  arduous  a  post  ?  I  think 
I  may  say  that  it  was  a  matter  of  uni- 
versal congratulation  when  the  choice 
of  those  who  were  concerned  in  the 
original  selection  and  nomination  of 
a  fit  person  to  fill  the  Chair  fell  upon 
Mr.  Arthur  Peel.  The  son  of  a  great 
Commoner,  of  a  g^eat  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  a  great  Leader  of  this 
House,  bearing  the  name  of  England's 
most  illustrious  hero  —  Mr.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Peel  seemed  to  have  double 
claim  upon  the  confidence  of  this  House 
and  upon  the  respect  and  affection  of 
the  British  nation.  But  he  had  other 
claims,  and  stronger  claims — personal 
and  individual  claims — which  recom- 
mended him  to  the  notice  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  which  were  his  real 
recommendation  for  the  high  post  for 
which  he  was  selected.  He  was  known 
for  his  high  and  independent  character, 
for  his  spotless  integrity,  for  his  un- 
varying courtesy.  [Zoud  cheers,  Mr. 
BiGGAB :  No,  no !  ]  He  was  known  to 
have  had  experience  of  official  life ;  he 
was  known  to  be  thoroughly  conver- 
sant with  all  the  work  oi  the  House 
of  Commons.    His  name  was  received 
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with  aoolamation.     He   was  proposed 
by  my  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  in  a  speech 
which  still  lingers  in  our  memories.    His 
Proposer,  on  that  occasion,  in  forcible, 
dignified,  and  eloquent  language,  enun- 
ciated   those    Oonstitutional    doctrines 
which  should  guide  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  in  the  selection  of  a   Speaker, 
and  then  proceeded  to   make   special 
application     of    them    to    Mr.     Feel, 
grounded  on  long  and  intimate  know- 
ledge of  his  personal  character.     Mr. 
Feel  was  called  to  the  Chair  by  the 
unanimous  voice  of  the  House.   And  we 
were  at  once  assured  of  the  wisdom  of 
our  choice,  for  as  soon  as  he  was  elected 
the  Speaker  Elect,  standing  on  those 
stops,    before    he    proceeded    to    take 
his  seat  in   the  Chair,   addressed  the 
House  in  words  so  striking,  so  weighty, 
so  dignified,  aud  so  becoming  his  high 
station,  that  I  believe  we  felt,  every  one 
of  us,  that  he  bad  raised  by  that  address 
the  moral  tone  of  the  whole  House.   We 
were  satisfied  that  we  had  found  in  Mr. 
Feel  a  worthy  Successor  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished men  who  had  preceded  him 
in  the  Chair.    It  is  not  for  me,  on  this 
occasion,  to  review  his  conduct  in  the 
Chair.    I  feel  myself  precluded,  in  his 
presence,  from  saying  that  which  I  should 
like  to  say  both  in  a  personal  and  public 
capacity.    The  whole  House  is,  I  be- 
lieve, perfectly  conscious  of  the  high  opi- 
nion entertained  of  Mr.  Feel ;  but  this 
much  I  may  say — and  no  one  will,  I  be- 
lieve, deny  it — that  he  has  fulfilled,  to  the 
utmost,  all  the  anticipations  of  his  most 
sanguine  supporters.     He  has  conducted 
himself  in  the  Chair  with  dignity.     He 
has  presided  over  our  deliberations  with 
ability  and  impartiality.     He  has  ex- 
hibited clear  apprehension,  ready  deci- 
sion,  sound  judgment,  self-possession, 
and  resolution.     He  has  proved  himself 
well  acquainted  with  the  Rules  and  Or- 
ders of  the  House.     He  has  shown  him- 
self capable  of  protecting  all  our  Frivi- 
leges.     He  has  discharged,  in  an  ad- 
mirable manner,  other  duties,  not  less 
arduous,  not  less  important,  though  less 
conspicuous.     He  has  watched  carefully 
over  the  course  of  our  Frivate  Business. 
Ho  has  been  kind,  courteous,  and  acces- 
sible to  every  individual  who  has  ever 
sought  his  advice.     He  has  enjoyed  and 
retained  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons  —a  confidence  which  I  boldly 
say  neither  rank,  nor  attainments,  nor 

Sir  John  R,  Mowhray 


inheritance  of  proud  name,  nor  personal 
preiUge,  without  high  personal  charac- 
ter, can  ever  command  or  insure.    I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  this  new  House  of 
Commons,  composed  to  so  large  an  ex- 
tent of  new  Members,  representing  so 
many  new  constituencies,   an  old,   an 
honoured  Speaker,  tried  and  approved  by 
the  last  House  of  Commons.    I  propose 
him  in  accordance  with  all  the  best  pre- 
cedents which  are  to  be  found  reoomed 
in  our  Journals  during  the  last  two 
centuries — the  best  period  of  our  Farlia- 
mentary  history.     I  propose  him  espe- 
cially in  accordance  with  the  precedents 
which  regulated  the  re-election  of  Mr. 
Manners  Sutton  in  1833,  of  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  in  1841,  and  of  Mr.  Brand  in 
1874.    I  cite  these  precedents  because  I 
think  they  prove  the  usage  of  continuity 
in  the  Chair,  and  the  importance  which 
the  House  has  always  attached  to  that 
continuity.     Such  continuity  has  long 
been  recognized  as  adding  weight  and 
authority  to  the  Speaker  for  the  time 
being.     But,  besides  and  beyond  this,  I 
emphatically  propose  Mr.  Feel  on  his 
own  merits  \  because  I  feel  assured  that 
the  House  at  large  is  well  convinced  that 
there  is  not  at  the  present  moment, 
within  these  walls,  any  other  man  so 
pre-eminently  qualified  to  guide    and 
direct  our  deliberations,  to  maintain  our 
Frivileges,  and  to  hand  down  unsullied 
to  remote  posterity  all  those  lofty  tradi- 
tions which  have  ever  appertained  to  the 
unique  position  of  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  beg  now,  Sir  Erskine  May, 
to  move — ^^That  the  Bight  honourable 
Arthur  Wellesley  Feel  do  take  the  Chair 
of  this  House  as  Speaker." 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  Sir  Erskino 
May,  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding 
the  Motion  submitted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R.  Mow- 
bray). The  House  will  feel,  as  I  feel, 
that  there  is  very  little  to  be  said  after 
the  admirable  speech  in  which  he  has 
introduced  this  subject  to  the  Hous^. 
To  hon.  Members  sitting  in  the  Farlia- 
ment  now  about  to  commence  who  had 
scats  in  the  last  Farliament,  and  in  the 
last  Session,  it  seems*  absolutely  un- 
necessary to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the 
candidate  before  us.  But  to  the  new 
Members  what  has  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  of  importance. 
I  know  not  that  I  ought  to  trouble  the 
House  with  anything  like  a  repetition 
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of  it ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  feel  dis- 
posed to  add  two  or  three  sentences  to 
those  which  ho  has  offered.  What 
qualities  are  required  in  the  presiding 
officer  of  the  House  of  Commons  have 
been,  to  a  certain  extent,  described. 
To  new  Members  it  must,  I  think,  bo 
clear,  although  they  have  no  acquaint- 
ance with  what  has  been  done  in  this 
House  heretofore,  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  Speaker  shonld  have 
a  very  complete  and  minute  know- 
ledge of  the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
and  of  its  modes  of  transacting  Busi- 
ness. That,  I  think,  we  have  found  in 
our  late  Speaker,  as  I  doubt  not  we 
shall  find  in  the  Speaker  who  is  to  come 
ample  knowledge  of  that  kind.  At  the 
same  time,  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  courtesy,  I  have  observed  that  the 
Speakers  who  have  sat  in  that  Chair 
during  the  40  years  that  I  have  been  in 
this  House  have  been  themselves  marked 
for  their  courtesy  to  individual  Members. 
There  are  abundant  cases  in  which  Mem- 
bers require  to  consult  the  Speaker  on 
little  difficulties  that  arise,  or  as  to 
points  in  their  own  procedure;  and  I 
nave  looked  sometimes  almost  with 
wonder,  but  always  with  great  admira- 
tion, at  the  manner  in  which  applica- 
tions of  this  kind  to  the  Speaker,  from 
every  part  of  the  House,  have  been  re- 
ceived by  him.  I  have  no  doubt  what- 
soever that  in  the  Speaker  whom  we 
are  about  to  elect  we  shall  find  this 
courtesy  as  conspicuously  displayed  as 
it  has  been  by  those  who  have  preceded 
him.  Then  there  comes  the  question  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  re- 
ferred, and  to  which  I  would  refer  in 
one  sentence ;  and  that  is  the  idea,  the 
opinion,  and  the  faith  we  have  that 
whosoever  occupies  that  Chair  should 
be  a  man  of  inflexible  impartiality,  that 
there  should  be  no  taint  of  Party  feel- 
ing or  of  Party  spirit  to  influence  him, 
or  attach  to  him,  or  be  suspected  of  him, 
in  any  of  the  transactions  with  which  ho 
is  connected.  Then  we  have  another 
quality  to  which  also  some  reference  has 
been  made,  and  that  is  the  quality  of 
courage  and  firmness.  In  a  House  like 
this,  composed  of  more  than  600  Mem- 
bers, debating  with  a  freedom  not  sur- 
passed, I  suppose,  in  any  other  Legis- 
lativo  Assembly,  there  occur  cases  in 
which  I  should  say  that  excitement  and 
passion  take  the  place  sometimes  of 
calmness  and  of  reason.    The  questions 


discussed  are  so  great,  they  interest  so 
many,  the  feeling  of  Party  sometimes  is 
so  strong,  that  it  would  be  deplorable 
and  a  lamentable  thing  if  we  had,  in 
the  Chair  of  this  House,  a  feeble  man, 
wanting  in  courage  and  firmness  on 
these  occasions.  Well,  I  think,  judging 
by  the  past,  that  in  placing  Mr.  Peel  in 
that  Chair  we  shall  have  the  confidence 
that,  while  he  will  do  justice  to  every 
Party  and  every  section  in  the  House,  at 
least  he  wUl  be  certain  to  do  this — to  up- 
hold the  dignity  of  his  own  Office,  and  to 
support  the  authority  of  the  House 
itself.  I  think  I  have  said  pretty  nearly 
all  that  is  necessary  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  I  believe  that  the  House  is 
disposed,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  suggested,  by  a  unanimous 
vote,  to  elect  Mr.  Peel  to  that  Chair.  If 
they  do  so  they  will  confer  upon  him  a 
signal  honour,  and  they  will  do  a  signal 
service  to  the  House  itself,  and  to  the 
millions  whom  we  are  supposed  to  repre- 
sent within  these  walls.  Of  Mr.  Peel  I 
will  say  that  he  bears  a  name  famous  in 
the  annals  of  Parliament ;  and  I  believe 
that  if  he  is  elected  to  that  Chair,  when 
the  time  shall  come  that  his  time  of  ser- 
vice shall  be  completed,  it  will  be  found 
that  he  has  not  lessened  that  fame,  but 
has  rather  added  to  it.  I  beg.  Sir,  to 
second  the  Motion  that  Mr.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Peel  be  called  to  the  Chair  of 
this  House. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY:  Sir 
Erskine  May,  in  the  absence  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Pamell),  the  Leader  of  tho 
Party  with  whom  I  have  the  honour  to 
act,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  Motion  just  submitted 
to  the  House,  or  to  what  seems  to  be  the 
general  decision  of  the  House.  It  would 
have  given  me  pleasure  if  I  could  have 
sincerely  joined  in  all  the  commendations 
whichhave  been  passed  on  the  Gentleman 
whose  name  has  been  proposed  to-day. 
It  would  have  given  me  pleasure  even  if 
I  could  have  abstained  on  this  occasion 
from  saying  a  word  or  two  on  behalf  of 
the  Party  with  whom  I  act  in  this 
House.  But,  8ir  Erskine  May,  it  would 
be  the  merest  afi'octation  and  something 
like  hypocrisy  on  my  part,  and  on  tho 
part  of  those  on  whose  behalf  I  now 
speak,  if  I  were  to  allow  the  language 
of  unmitigated  eulogy  which  has  been 
X^oured  out  in  regard  to  Mr.  Peel  to  pass 
without  some  form  of  protest.  I  myself, 
Sir  Erskine  May,  had  on  the  Books  of 
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this  House,  for  a  lengthened  period  of 
last  Session,  a  Notice  of  Motion  inviting 
the  Hoase  to  say  that,  on  one  occasion  at 
least,  Mr.  Feel  did  not  act  in  an  equitable 
and  impartial  manner  as  regards  one 
Party  in  this  House.  Several  of  my  Col- 
leagues also  had  on  the  Books  of  this 
HouseNotices  of  Motion  of  a  similar  kind 
referring  to  the  same,  or  to  some  other 
and  similar,  transaction.  The  House, 
therefore,  will  understand  that,  without 
any  wish  to  introduce  debate  on  a  ques- 
tion of  this  nature,  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible for  me  or  my  Friends  to  allow  it  to 
go  forth  to  the  country — after  having 
endeavoured  as  well  as  we  could  last 
Session  to  obtain  a  vote  from  this  House 
finding  fault  with  Mr.  Feel's  conduct  for 
want  of  impartiality — ^it  would  not  be 
possible  for  us  to  allow  this  Motion  to 
pass  without  protest,  and  to  allow  it  to  go 
to  the  country  that  we  admitted  that 
Mr.  Feel  was  right  in  his  action  towards 
us,  and  that  we  were  wrong  when  we 
endeavoured  to  induce  the  House  of 
Commons  to  censure  him  for  that  action. 
I  have  no  wish  to  intrude  longer  on  the 
attention  of  the  House.  So  far  as  I  am 
personally  concerned,  in  my  relations 
with  Mr.  Peel  I  have  received  nothing 
but  kindness  and  courtesy  at  his  hands. 
But  I  am  not  speaking  now  of  Mr.  Feel, 
the  private  Gentleman  whom  we  all 
respect,  nor  even  of  him  as  Speaker  of 
this  House  in  his  ordinary  relations 
with  Members ;  but  I  am  speaking  of 
him  as  an  officer  of  this  House,  who,  in  my 
firm  and  sincere  belief,  acted  on  more  than 
one  occasion  with  a  distinct  want  of  that 
impartialiiy  which  is  one  of  the  noblest 
qualities  in  a  Speaker,  and  for  which  he 
has  received  such  high,  and  I  might  al- 
mostsay  such  unmeasured,  praise  to-day. 
Beyond  entering  that  protest,  in  order 
that  it  may  not  be  supposed  that  I  and 
my  Friends  concur  in  the  compliments 
which  have  been  paid,  I  shall  not  fur- 
ther detain  the  House. 

The  House  then  tmanimously  calling 
Mr.  Peel  to  the  Chair, 

Mb.  peel  stood  up  in  his  place  and 
said :  Sir  Thomas  Erskine  May,  I  re- 
spectfully thank  the  House  for  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  have  received  the 
mention  of  my  name.  I  should  be  edto- 
gether  wanting.  Sir,  in  the  discharge  of 
the  obligations  of  courtesy,  and  I  hope 
I  may  aid  of  friendship,  too,  if  I  failed 
to  thank  the  right  hon«  Baronet  the 
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Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  and  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingheun  (Mr.  John  Bright)  for  the  terms 
they  have  used  towards  me  in  respectively 
proposing  and  seconding  my  nomination 
to  the  Chair  of  this  House.     Two  years 
ago.  Sir,  it  was  the  pleasure  of  this 
House  to  elect  me  to  fill  that  Chair. 
They  have  been  two  years  of  eventful 
history.  *  I  speak  not  of  the  mere  per- 
sonal considerations  which  arise  in  con- 
nection with  them.    No  Speaker  could 
have  occupied  that  Chair  for  those  two 
years  without  having  the  importance  of 
that  time  pressed  steadily  upon  him  in- 
dividually.   But  I  may  say  that  if  I 
have  learned,  as  I  have  learned,  much 
during  the  occupation  of  that  Chair  for 
two  years,  I  have  above  all  things  learnt 
this — ^more  deeply  to  appreciate  and  more 
fully  to  estimate  the  difficulties  and  tho 
delicacies  which  surround  the  occupant 
of  that  Chair.    And  I  am  more  deeply 
conscious — I  say  it  unaffectedly — I  am 
more  deeply  conscious  than  I  ever  could 
have   been    before  of  my  own  short- 
comings and  failure  to  act  up  to  the 
great    traditions    of   that   Office.     Sir, 
these  have  been  eventful  years ;  they 
have  resulted  in  a  General    Election, 
conducted,  as  it  has  been,  under  a  £e- 
form  Bill  and  a  Bedistribution  of  Seats 
Bill.    The  result  has  been  that  we  are 
now  met  together  in  this  House  with  an 
infusion  of  new  Members  such  as  has 
never  been  paralleled  for  the  last  50  years. 
As  one  who  has  sat  in  this  House  for 
20  years,  may  I  remind  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who,  conversant  as  they  are  with 
business  of  great  importance  outside  this 
House,  are  yet  taking  their  places  in 
this  Assembly  for  the  first  time — ^may  I 
remind  them,  as  I  wish  to  do  wi^ont 
presumption,  that  the  Bules  and  Forms 
and    Proceedings   of   this    House    are 
wedded  to  remote  antiquity ;  that  many 
of  them  which  seem  to  oe  new  are  deve- 
lopments of  the  old ;  and  that,  while  we 
have  adopted  new  Bules  to  suit  the  sup- 
posed requirements  of  the  day,  we  have 
ever  been  influenced  by  a  regard  for  pre- 
cedent and  old  times.  Many  of  our  Forms 
and  Bules  are  old ;  some  are  new ;  some 
are  girt  with  the  prescriptive  dig^ty 
of  immemorial  custom.     Sir,  if  I  am 
elected — if  it  is  the  pleasure  of  the  House 
to  elect  me  to  that  Chair,  I  shall  appeal 
with  equal  confidence  to  new  Members  as 
to  old.  Ishall  ask  them  to  approach  those 
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Hules,  Forms,  and  Orders,  with  that 
generous  and  equitable  spirit  in  whioh 
alone  they  ought  to  be  approached, 
whether  they  have  to  be  interpreted 
and  administered  on  the  one  hand,  or 
haTO  to  be  complied  with  on  the  other. 
I  shall,  above  all,  Sir,  ask  for  the  for- 
bearance of  the  House.  No  one  knows 
better  than  I  how  much  I  shall  stand  in 
need  of  it.  The  position  of  a  Speaker, 
the  moral  strain  upon  him,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  physical  tedium,  are 
great  calls  and  demands  upon  any  indi- 
yidual.  Whatever  those  burdens  may 
be.  Sir,  whatever  those  difficulties  may 
be,  they  are  lightened  if  one  can  feel 
assured  that  one  will  have  the  co-opera- 
tion and  support  of  the  House.  With- 
out that  support  the  position  of  a  Speaker 
is  untenable  and  intolerable  ;  but  there 
is  ample  reward  for  anything  that  may 
be  gone  through  in  the  discharge  of  that 
Office — I  would  say  more,  those  difficul- 
ties, which  I  have  alluded  to,  vanish  al- 
together if  one  can  be  assured  that  in 
some  small  measure,  at  least,  one  has 
won  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Sir,  I  respectfully  thank 
tho  House,  and  I  very  humbly  place 
myself  at  its  entire  disposal. 

The  House  then  again  unanimously 
calling  Mr.  Feel  to  the  Chair ;  he  was 
taken  out  of  his  place  by  the  said  Sir 
loBS  R.  Mowbray,  and  the  said  Mr. 
BaiOHT,  and  conducted  to  the  Chair. 

Then  Mr.  SPEAKER  Elect,  standing 
on  the  upper  step,  said :  Standing  in 
this  place,  I  beg  again  most  respectfully 
to  thank  the  Members  of  this  House  for 
the  great  honour  they  have  done  me, 
and  for  the  dignified  Office  with  which 
they  have  been  pleased  to  invest  me.  I 
shall  remember  all  I  have  said ;  and  I 
beg  to  assure  the  House  that  I  shall, 
above  all,  try  to  exercise  that  virtue  of 
impartiality  to  which  allusion  has  been 
made.  I  shall  strive  to  know  no  dis- 
tinction of  Party,  but  to  appeal,  with  the 
utmost  confidence,  not  to  one  section  of 
the  House  or  another,  not  to  one  Party 
or  another,  but  to  the  entire  Assembly 
of  this  House  of  Commons. 

And  then  the  Mace,  which  before  lay 
under  the  Table,  was  now  laid  upon  the 
Table.     Then— 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  rose 
and  said :  It  is  my  agreeable  duty,  in  the 


name  of  this  House,  to  tender  to  you. 
Sir,  our  hearty  congratulations  upon  your 
unanimous  election,  for  the  second  time, 
to  the  high  and  honourable  Office  of 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  Office,  Sir,  is,  as  you  have  already 
stated,  one  of  great  labour  and  great 
anxiety  ;  but  it  is  something  more  than 
that.  It  is  an  Office  requiring  the 
highest  qualities  in  anyone  who  can 
successfully  perform  its  duties.  The 
highest  sonse  of  honour,  the  strictest 
impartiality,  not  only  as  between  diffe- 
rent Parties  or  sections,  but  as  be- 
tween all  the  Members  of  the  House ; 
the  power  to  maintain  with  dignity  and 
firmness,  but  also  with  temper  and  with 
tact,  due  order  and  liberty  in  our  pro- 
ceedings ;  a  capacity  for  rapid  and  ac- 
curate judgment,  by  which  alone  the 
Speaker  can  deal  with  those  many  and 
difficult  questions  whioh  so  often  occur, 
and  which  have  to  be  decided  in  a  mo- 
ment under  very  unexpected  circum- 
stances— this,  Sir,  is  a  combination  of 
qualities  which  very  few  individuals  are 
fortunate  enough  to  possess;  and  yet 
such  qualities  are  essential  to  the  success- 
ful performance  of  the  duties  of  Speaker 
of  this  House.  But,  Sir,  there  is  some- 
thing more  without  which  even  those 
qualities  cannot  secure  success,  and  that 
is  the  possession  of  the  confidence  of 
this  House.  That  confidence.  Sir,  you 
have  already  won.  "When,  nearly  two 
years  ago,  you  succeeded  in  that  Chair 
a  man  whose  long  and  admirable  ser- 
vices had  won  for  him  the  respect  and 
the  affection  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
you  stated,  with  becoming  modesty,  that 
in  your  judgment  the  choice  then  made 
was,  at  any  rate  to  some  extent,  dictated 
by  a  recollection  of  your  near  connection 
with  that  great  man  whose  name  will 
always  stand  as  one  of  the  first  in  our 
Parliamentary  history.  Then,  Sir,  you 
were  reminded  by  the  right  hen.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  that 
much  was  expected  from  you.  That  ex- 
pectation has  been  mora  than  fulfilled.  If, 
at  that  time,  the  name  of  the  father  had 
any  influence  in  determining  the  choice  of 
tho  House,  though  that  name  can  never 
be  forgotten,  yet,  to-day,  we  choose  you 
on  account  of  the  proved  merits  of  the 
son.  Wo  congratulate  you  on  your 
election  to  that  Chair.  We  congratulate 
ourselves  still  more  that  wo  have  been 
able  to  make  such  a  choice.  I  have 
dwelt  upon  tho  qualities  necessary  for  a 
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Speaker.  Tou,  Sir,  have  reminded  this 
House  that  we  owe  to  any  Speaker  our 
cordial  support.  I  think,  Sir,  I  may  say 
that  that  support  will  be  warmly  ana 
continuously  accorded ;  for  I  believe  that 
this  House,  which  more  fully  and  more 
completely  represents  the  people  than 
any  previous  House  of  Commons,  will  be 
mindful,  with  the  best  of  its  Predecessors, 
that  the  authority  of  the  Chair  must  be 
supported  in  order  to  secure  that  order 
and  regularity  in  our  debates  without 
which  it  is  impossible  for  this  House  to 
maintain  the  character  which  it  should 
enjoy  of  a  working,  business-like  As- 
sembly, fittingly  representing  the  people 
of  this  great  country. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir  Erskine  May, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  in  the  excellent  though 
brief  address  which  he  has  delivered  on 
the  x)rosent  occasion,  has,  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain, expressed  the  sense,  not  only  of 
those  who  sit  behind  him  and  who  may 
be  considered  as  the  supporters  of  his 
Government,  but  of  the  House  at  large. 
At  the  same  time.  Sir,  I  think  it  may 
not  be  out  of  place  if,  in  conformity  with 
the  usage  of  at  least  some  former  periods, 
I  venture  more  directly,  on  behalf  of  those 
with  whom  I  am  more  closely  associated 
in  political  opinion,  to  echo  from  this  side 
of  the  House  those  assurances  of  sup- 
port and  confidence  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  wisely  and  ably  delivered. 
Sir,  in  the  course  of  more  than  half-a- 
century  I  have  witnessed  changes  in 
this  House,  among  which,  undoubtedly, 
none  is  more  undeniable,  none  more 
conspicuous,  than  the  very  great  change 
that  has  taken  place  in  the  character  of 
the  Office  you^have  again  been  elected 
to  fill.  It  is  not,  I  think,  sayinff  too 
much  if  I  affirm  that,  at  the  time  when  I 
entered  Parliament,  the  choice  of  a 
Speaker  was  a  matter  comparatively  easy  ; 
and  the  demands  made  upon  him,  though 
even  then  very  great,  yet  were  demands 
which  might  have  been  satisfied  by  not 
a  very  large  proportion,  perhaps,  but  yet 
by  an  appreciable  proportion  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  sat  on  the  Benches  of  the 
House.  One  hbtorical  incident  which 
illustrates  the  change  which  I  refer  to  is 
this — that  within  the  last  100  years 
Members  were  chosen  to  the  Sjpeakership 
at  a  venr  early  period  of  their  life.  It 
is  now  &lt  that,  among  the  essential  con- 
ditions of  that  Office,  independently  of 
all  other  gifts,  a  large  experience — a 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


great  Parliamentary  knowledge,  founded 
upon  experience  and  even  habit,  are 
among  the  primary  and  indispensable 
qualifications  for  fiUing  the  Chair.  In 
truth.  Sir,  the  demands  on  our  Speaker 
have  reached  a  point  at  which  I  will 
venture  to  say  they  will  admit  of  no 
further  augmentation ;  for  if  it  were  to 
happen  that  changes  in  the  habit  of 
mind,  of  thought,  and  of  speech,  and  of 
conduct  in  this  House  became  less  favour- 
able than  hitherto  they  have  happily  been 
to  the  authority  of  the  Chair — if,  also, 
there  were  to  be  any  weakening  of  that 
strong  and  powerful  alliance  in  which 
the  mass  of  the  House  habitually  stands 
with  the  occupant  of  the  Chair — then  I 
do  believe  that  the  strongest  mind,  that 
the  firmest  nerve,  that  the  best  inten- 
tions, that  the  most  distinguished  talents 
must  necessarily  fail  under  the  burden 
that  in  such  case  would  necessarily  lie 
on  the  Speaker.  But,  Sir,  I  feel  that,  in 
this  instance,  that  is  not  the  case.  In 
the  few  words  that  have  been  spoken 
to-day  by  way  of  protest  on  behau  of  a 
particular  Party — a  third  Party — in  this 
House,  I  did  not  read  any  more  than 
what  was  felt  to  be,  by  the  person  who 
spoke  them,  the  reluctant  fulfilment  of 
what  was  to  him  a  conscientious  duty.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  it  may  have  occurred 
to  that  hon.  Gentleman,  as  it  will  have 
occurred  to  others,  that  the  relations  in 
which  he  and  his  Party  have  stood  to 
the  Chair  on  some  occasions  have  been 
strained  relations,  and  relations  in  which 
it  was  hardly  within  the  compass  of 
human  possibility  that  perfect  satisfac- 
tion comd  be  given  to  the  individuals 
immediately  concerned,  and  perfect  satis- 
faction given  to  the  general  obligations 
of  the  Speaker.  But,  Sir,  I  wish  to  say 
that,  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  X 
did  not  detect — I  do  not  read  in  it — any 
indication  of  a  disposition  to  relax  the 
duties  incumbent  upon  himself  and  upon 
other  Members  of  this  House  towards 
the  Chair;  rather  I  recog^nize  in  it  an 
acknowledgment  of  those  duties ;  and  I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  circumstances 
in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  now  ap- 
pears may  render  it,  perhaps,  more  easy 
for  him  to  conduct  his  relations  with  the 
Chair  in  future  contingencies  than  it  has 
been  in  the  past.  But,  Sir,  one  thing  I 
wish  to  say,  and  for  the  purpose  of  say- 
inff  it  I  was  especially  aesirous  to  rise. 
AUusion  has  been  made,  and  has  been 
very  properly  made,  to  the  change  in 
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the  oompoaition  of  this  House  brought 
about  by  the  important  Acts  for  the  ex- 
tendon  of  the  Franchise  and  for  the 
Bedistribution  of  Seats.     I  remember, 
Sir,  very  well,  at  the  time  of  the  first 
Beform  Bill,  there  were  great  and  per> 
haps  not  unreasonable  apprehensions  in 
the  mind  of  the  Goyernment  of  the  day 
— the  Ghoremment  of  Lord  Grey — as  to 
the    increased     difficulties    which    the 
Speaker  might  find  in  controlling  the 
debates  and  proceedings  of  the  House 
of  Commons,    in  consequence    of    the 
very  Jarge  number  of  new   Members 
elected,   and  to    a  certain  amount  of 
change  in  the  circumstances  and  classes 
to  which  those  new  Members  belonged. 
Happily,    Sir,    in  effect,   the  practical 
result  was  entirely  to  dissipate  those 
apprehensions.        I      have      carefully 
watched,  from  time  to  time,  what  the 
effects    have    been    of   the    successive 
widenings  of  the  popular  basis  of  this 
House ;  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  that  those  classes  of 
Members  which  have  been  introduced 
into  the  House  in  consequence  of  that 
widening    of    the    basis    have    borne, 
and   will    bear,    no     disadvantageous 
oompariflon  in  respect   of  conduct,   in 
respect    of    submission   to   the    Ohair, 
ana  in  respect  of  disposition  to  support 
the  Chair,  and  to  observe  in  all  par- 
ticulars the  order  and  the  courtesies  of 
this  House — will  bear  no  unfavourable 
comparison  with  the  class  who,  up  to  the 
year  1832,  had  almost  a  monopoly  of  the 
House.    Sir,  it  is  not  necessary  to  dwell 
upon  the  particular  qualities  which  are 
now  so  urgently  necessary  in  the  Speaker, 
and  which  have  been  so  admirably  stated 
by  those  who  have  preceded  me.    I  will 
only  observe  this — that  it  is  quite  con- 
ceivable that  there  might  be  in  this 
House    Gentlemen   with    qualifications 
not  only  good,  not  only  high,  but  abso- 
lutely incomparable  for  many  of  the 
purposes  which  it  is  the  business  of  the 
Speaker  to  serve,  and  yet  who  might  be 
totally  disqualified  for  the  satisfactory 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  that  Office'; 
because,  Sir,  it  is  in  the  combination  of 
a  great  number  of  qualities,  a  num- 
ber of  qualities  not  easy  to  unite  to- 
gether,  often  apt  to  run  in  different 
directions — it  is  m  that  combination  and 
in  that  happy  balance  that  alone  can  be 
found  that  sum  of  qualifications  accord- 
ing to  which  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair 
wUl  give  satisfaction  or  will  not  give 


satisfaction.  Sir^  the  House  believed, 
when  you  were  chosen,  that  we  had 
found  in  you  that  happy  balance  and 
that  combination  which  would  enable 
you  to  deserve  and  to  win  their  confi- 
dence. Your  name  gave  you  a  favour- 
able introduction  to  the  notice  of  the 
House;  but  your  name,  at  the  same 
time,  heightened  the  expectations  and 
heightened  the  demands  which  were 
made  upon  your  mind  and  your  powers. 
You  now,  however,  have  no  longer  to 
rest  upon  your  name,  or  to  depend  upon 
anticipations  alone.  In  looking  to  your 
past,  Sir,  I  feel  the  most  confident  ex- 
pectations of  your  future.  It  is  with 
these  expectations  that  I  venture  to  con- 
gratulate the  House  upon  the  thorough 
harmony  of  to-day's  proceedings ;  and  I 
venture  to  congratulate  you.  Sir,  upon 
having  again  received,  in  so  marked  a 
manner,  one  of  the  highest  honours  that 
can  be  conferred  upon  a  British  citizen, 
in  the  ascription  to  you  of  the  great 
Office  you  have  again  been  elected^  to 
hold,  and  the  conferring  of  which[,Offioe 
is,  above  all  things,  the  note,  the  stamp, 
and  the  seal  of  your  possessing  the 
thorough  and  unbounded  confidence  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  :  I 
beg  to  move  that  this  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Mr.  Speaker  Elect  put  the  Question, 
which,  being  agreed  to, — 

The  House  was  adjourned  accordingly, 
and  Mr.  Speaker  Elect  went  away  with 
the  Mace  before  him. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Three  o'clock  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE     OP     LORDS, 

Wednesday^  \^th  January^  1886. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

The  Lords  Commissioners  —  namely, 
The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Halsbury) ; 
The  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(Viscount  Cranbrook);  The  Earl  op 
Iddesleigh  (First  Lord  of  the  Treasury) ; 
The  Earl  op  Coventry  (Captain  of  the 
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Corps  of  Oendemen  at  Arms) ;  and  The 
Viscount  BABBnraTON  (Captain  of  the 
Yeomen  of  the  Guard) — being  in  their 
Eobes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  placed 
between  the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack, 
commanded  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 
Black  Bod  to  let  the  Commons  know 
''The  Lords  Commissioners  desire  their 
immediate  Attendance  in  this  House.'' 

And  the  Commons  being  at  the  Bar ; 

SPEAKER  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

pbesented  and  appkoved. 

The  Eight  Honourable  AETHUR 
WELLESLEY  PEEL,  Speaker  Elect, 
said — 

**My  Lords, 

'^  I  have  to  acquaint  your  Lordships, 
that  in  obedience  to  Her  Majesty's 
commands,  Her  Majesty's  most  faithful 
Commons  have,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
imdoubted  rights  and  privileges,  pro- 
ceeded to  the  Election  of  a  Speaker,  and 
that  their  choice  has  fallen  upon  myself, 
and  I  now  present  myself  at  your  Lord- 
ships' Bar,  and  humbly  submit  myself 
for  Her  Majesty's  gracious  approba- 
tion." 

Then  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR 
said — 

**Mr.  Peel, 

"We  are  commanded  to  assure  you 
that  Her  Majesty  is  so  fully  satisfied 
of  your  zeal  for  the  public  service,  and 
of  your  ample  sufficiency  to  discharge 
the  arduous  duties  which  Her  faithful 
Commons  have  selected  you  to  dis- 
charge, that  She  does  most  readily  ap- 
prove and  confirm  you  as  their  Speaker." 

Then  Mr.  SPEAKER  said— 
"My  Lords, 

"I  submit  myself  with  all  humility 
and  gratitude  to  Her  Majesty's  gracious 
commands.  It  is  now  my  duty,  in  the 
name  and  on  behalf  of  the  Commons  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  to  lay  claim  by 
humble  Petition  to  Her  Majesty,  to  all 
their  iindoubted  rights  and  privileges ; 
especially  to  freedom  of  speech  in  de- 
bate; to  freedom  &om  arrest  of  their 
persons  and  servants ;  and,  particularly, 
to  free  access  to  Her  Majesty  whenever 
occasion  shall  require,  and  that  the 
most  favourable  construction  shall  be 
put  upon  all  their  proceedings.    As  for 


myself,  I  pray  that  if  any  error  shall  be 
committed  it  may  be  imputed  to  myself, 
and  not  to  Her  Majesty's  faithful  Com* 
mens." 

Then  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR 
said, 

"Mr.  Speaker, 

'*  We  have  it  further  in  command  to 
inform  you  that  Her  Majesty  does  most 
readily  confirm  all  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges which  have  ever  been  granted  to 
or  conferred  upon  the  Commons  by  any 
of  Her  Royal  Predecessors. 

'•With  respect  to  yourself,  Sir,  though 
Her  Majesty  is  sensible  that  you  stand 
in  no  need  of  such  assurance,  Her 
Majesty  will  ever  put  the  most  favour- 
able construction  upon  your  words  and 
actions." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 


repkesentative  peer  for 

IRELAND. 

Writs  and  Returns  electing  the  Vis- 
count Bangor  a  Representative  Peer  for 
Ireland  in  the  room  of  the  late  Earl  of 
Erne,  deceased,  with  the  Certificate  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Lreland 
annexed  thereto :  Delivered  (on  oath), 
and  Certificate  read. 

Several  Lords — ^took  the  Oath. 

House  adjourned  at  Four 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Two  o'clock. 


^  ^*w^  N/S^^i^ii^WSi^ 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  13M  January ,  1886. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

The  House  being  met,  and  Mr. 
Speakeb  Elect  having  taken  the  Chair, 
a  Message  was  delivered  by  the  Qen- 
tleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod : 

"Mb.  Speaker, 

"  The  Lords,  authorized  by  virtue  of 
Her  Majesty's  Commission,  desire  the 
immediate  attendance  of  this  Honourable 
House  in  the  House  of  Peers.*' 
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Aooordingly,  Mr.  Speaker  Elect,  with 
the  House,  went  up  to  the  House  of 
Peers,  where  he  was  presented  to  the 
said  Lords  Commissioners  for  the  Eoyal 
Approbation. 

Then  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  one 
of  the  said  Lords  Commissioners,  signi- 
fied Her  Majesty's  approbation  of  Mr. 
Speaker  Elect. 

The  House  being  returned ; — 

Mr.  speaker  said :  I  have  to  re- 
port to  the  House  that,  in  the  House  of 
reers,  Her  Majesty,  by  Her  Royal 
Commissioners,  has  been  pleased  to  ap- 
prove the  choice  made  of  myself  for  the 
Office  of  your  Speaker,  and  that  I  have, 
in  your  name  and  on  your  behalf,  laid 
claim  by  humble  Petition  to  Her  Majesty 
to  all  your  ancient  Rights  and  Privileges — 
freedom  of  speech  in  debate,  freedom 
from  arrest  of  your  person  and  servants, 
and,  particularly,  of  free  access  to  Her 
Majesty  whenever  occasion  may  require, 
and  that  the  most  favourable  construction 
shall  be  placed  upon  all  your  proceedings. 
All  these.  Her  Majesty,  by  Her  Commis- 
sioners, has  been  pleased  to  grant  and 
confirm,  in  as  ample  a  manner  as  the^^ 
have  ever  been  granted  and  confirmed 
by  Her  Majesty,  or  by  any  of  Her  Royal 
Predecessors. 

It  is  my  duty  again  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  high  honour  they  have 
done  me  in  electing  me  to  the  Chair  of 
this  House.  I  have  now  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  first  duty  of  its  Members 
is  to  take  the  Oath  according  to  the  form 
prescribed  by  law. 

And  thereupon  Mr.  Speakeb,  first  alone, 
standing  upon  the  upper  step  of  the 
Ohair,  took  and  subscribed  the  Oath. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  (MR. 
BRADLAUGH). 

Mb.  SPEAKER,  again  rising,  said : 
Before  hon.  Members  come  to  the  Table 
to  take  the  Oaths  it  is  my  duty  to  inform 
the  House  that  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  in  respect  to  the  proceeding  as 
affecting  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh).  I  have  thought  it  my  duty, 
under  the  very  exceptional  circumstances 
of  the  moment,  and  inasmuch  as  by  the 
nature  of  the  case  there  can  be  no  de- 


bate, to  put  the  House  in  poasession  of 
the  main  facts  of  this  letter ;  and  also  of 
another  notice  or  letter  which  I  have  re- 
ceived from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Raikes),  signed  by  himself 
and  by  another  hon.  Member  of  this 
House,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Honiton 
Division  of  the  County  of  Devon  (Sir 
John  Kennaway).  The  letter  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  con- 
tains an  historical  retrospect  of  the  case 
which  I  do  not  propose  to  read  to  the 
House.  It  is,  as  far  as  I  know,  a  state- 
ment of  mere  facts,  and  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  put  the  House  in  possession  of 
those  facts.  The  letter  concludes  by 
putting  an  important  question,  which  it 
is  my  duty,  I  think,  to  read  in  the  very 
words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
used.    It  is  as  follows : — 

'*  It  will  thui  be  seen  that  the  Hoase  of  Com- 
mons consistently,  and  notwithstanding  new 
writs  and  fresh  elections  of  ^,  Bradlaugh,  has 
refused  to  permit  him  to  repeat  words  which  in 
his  casii  would  be  simply  an  act  of  profanation. 
The  Court  of  Appeal  has  decided,  by  a  judgment 
which  the  Uouse  of  Commons  coula  not  but 
recognize,  that  ^Ir.  Bradlaugh  was  incapable  of 
taking  an  Oath.  [CriV»  of  "  No !  "]  No  ono 
doubts  his  identity ;  and  I  am  advised  that,  as  a 
matter  of  law,  a  state  of  facts  once  established 
is  presumed  to  exist  until  the  contrary  is  proved. 
[(7ri>#  o/ "  No !  "]  Until  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  fully  constituted,  any  action  by  tho 
House  is  difficult,  if  not  impossible.  I  there- 
fore respectfully  submit  for  your  consideration, 
in  view  of  the  /acts  to  which  I  have  deemed  it 
my  duty  to  direct  your  attention,  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  not  bepermitted  to  go  through 
the  form  of  taking  the  Oath  without  an  oppor- 
tunity being  afiforded  to  the  House  of  expressing 
its  opinion  upon  a  proceeding  which  I  believe, 
if  fully  constituted,  it  would,  decline  to  sanc- 
tion. 

I  have  the  honour  to  remain. 

Sir, 

Itour  obedient  servant, 

M.  E.  Hicks-Bbach.'* 

The  other  notice  to  which  I  have  referred 
as  proceeding  from  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Honiton  Division 
of  the  County  of  Devon,  containiug  also 
an  historical  retrospect  of  the  case,  and 
differs  very  slightly  indeed  foom  the 
letter  which  I  have  just  read,  except  in 
calling  my  attention  to  the  fact  of  the 
appearance  of  a  newspaper  styled  The 
National  Eeformer  of  January  10,  1886. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Eaikes) 
and  his  Colleague  conclude  with  a  pro- 
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test,  and  ask  my  opinion  tipon  a  point 
of  Order.  I  have  said  that  I  deemed  it 
my  duty,  under  exceptional  and  extra- 
ordinary circumstances,  to  place  these 
letters  before  the  House ;  and  I  think  it 
may  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
that  I  should,  before  the  House  is  con- 
sti  fluted  and  before  hon.  Members  come 
to  the  Table  to  take  their  Oaths,  state 
my  view — a  view  arrived  at  after  full 
consideration — of  what  ought  to  be  my 
conduct  in  the  course  of  these  proceed- 
ings. It  will  be  observed  that  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  Eight  honourable 
Gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  referred 
allude  to  proceedings  in  a  former  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  in  no  case  cited  does  the 
Speaker  take  original  and  independent 
authority  upon  himself.  It  is  always  by 
the  action  of  the  House,  in  consequence 
of  something  that  has  occurred  during 
that  Parliament.  We  are  assembled  in 
a  new  Parliament.  I  know  nothing  of 
the  Eesolutions  of  the  past.  They  have 
lapsed,  they  are  void,  they  are  of  no 
effect  in  reference  to  this  case.  It  is  the 
light,  the  legal  statutable  obligation,  of 
Members  when  returned  to  this  House, 
to  come  to  this  Table,  and  take  the  Oath 
prescribed  by  Statute.  I  have  no  au- 
thority, I  have  no  right,  original  or 
delegated,  to  interfere  between  an  hon- 
ourable Member  and  his  taking  of  the 
Oath.  I  have  been  further  asked  whether, 
when  the  House  is  completed,  and  after 
a  quorum  has  been  constituted,  it  would 
be  competent  for  a  Motion  to  be  made 
intervening  between  the  honourable 
Member  for  Northampton  and  his  taking 
of  the  Oath  ?  I  have  come  clearly,  and 
without  hesitation,  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  neither  be  my  duty  to  prohibit 
the  honourable  Gentleman  from  coming 
nor  to  permit  a  Motion  to  be  made  standing 
between  him  and  his  taking  of  the  Oath. 
The  honourable  Member  takes  that 
Oath  under  whatever  risks  may  attach 
to  him  in  a  Oourt  of  Law.  But  it  is  not 
for  me,  I  respectfully  say  it  is  not  for 
the  House,  to  enter  into  any  inquisition 
as  to  what  may  be  the  opinions  of  a 
Member  when  he  comes  to  the  Table  to 
take  the  Oath.  I  am  bound,  and  the 
House  is  bound,  by  the  forms  of  this 
House,  and  by  the  legal  obligation  and 
rights  of  Members.  If  a  Member  comes 
to  this  Table  and  offers  to  t^e  the  Oath, 
I  know  of  no  right  whatever  to  intervene 
between  him  and  the  performance  of  a 
leg^  and  statutable  duty. 

Mr,  Speaker 


The  CH  ANOELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
ask,  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to 
be  permitted  to  make  one  observation 
—rCriMo/''' Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  if  he  has 
any  objection  to  my  decision,  a  debate 
cannot  now  be  initiated.  No  doubt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rises  to  a  point  of 
Order. 

The  OH  ANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
understand.  Sir,  your  answer  to  the 
question  which  I  have  ventured  to  put 
to  you  to  be  that  you'will  neither  inter- 
vene yourself  in  the  matter,  nor  will  you 
permit  the  intervention  of  any  other 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  with  a  Mo- 
tion.    However  much  I,   Sir,   or  any 

other  Member  of  this  House [  Cries 

0/'*  Order!"! 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  distinction 
I  wish  to  draw  between  calling  my  at- 
tention to  a  point  of  Order  and  making 
a  speech.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  be  in  Order  in  making  a 
speech,  seeing  that  he  has  not  yet,  him- 
self, taken  the  Oath. 

The  following  is  the  Entry  in  Votes 
of  the  Letters  referred  to  by  the 
Speaker : — 

January  12th  1886. 

Sir, 

I  beg  respectfully  to  place  before  you  the 

following  statement  with  regard  to  Mr.  Charles 

Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Burgesses  elected  to  serre 

in  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton. 

On  the  3rd  of  May  1880,  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
having  then  been  elected  as  Member  for  the  tame 
Borough,  claimed  to  be  allowed  to  afiirm  instead 
of  taking  the  Oath,  by  virtue  of  an  Act  which 
gives  that  power  to  witnesses  who  have  no 
religious  belief.  .  The  question  was  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons :  who  re- 
ported, that  the  power  claimed  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  does  not  exist  in  respect  of  the  Parliamen- 
tary Oath.  On  the  2l8t  May,  Mr.  Bradlangh 
claimed  to  take  and  suhscribe  the  Oath,  and  was 
in  the  act  of  doing  so,  when  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  interposed  with  a  Motion  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  not  be  allowed  to  take  tho 
Oath.  To  this  Motion  an  Amendment  wa^ 
moved  and  carried  that  it  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  facts  and  oiroiun« 
stances,  and  as  to  the  right  of  the  House  to  re- 
fuse to  allow  the  0«Uh  to  bo  administered  to 
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Mr.  Bradlaugh.    On  tho  16th  of  Jane  the  Com- 
mittee reported  as  to  the  right  and  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  to  refuse  to  allow  the  form  of  the 
Oath  prescribed  to  be  taken  by  duly  elected 
Members  to  be  taken  by  them,  that  there  is  and 
must  be  an  inherent  power  in  the  House  to  re- 
quire that  the  Law  by  which  the  Proceedings  of 
tho  House  and  its  Members  in  reference  to  the 
taking  of  the  Parliamentary  Oath  is  regulated, 
bo  duly  observed ;  that,  by  making  the  claim  to 
affirm,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  Tolantarily  brought  to 
tho  notice  of  the  House  that  on  several  occa- 
sions he  had  been  permitted  to  affirm  in  a  Court 
of  Justice,  under  the  Evidence  Act  Amendment 
Act,  1869-70;  in  order  to  enable  him  to   do 
which,  a  Judge  of  the  Court  must  have  been 
satisfied  that  an  Oath  was  not  binding  upon  Mr. 
Bradlaagh's  conscience.    The  Committee  fur- 
ther reported  that,  under  the  circumstances,  the 
compliance  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  not  be  the 
taking  of  an  Oath  within  the  true  meaning  of 
the  Statutes,  29  Vict.  sect.  19,  and  31  and  32 
Vict.  cap.  72,  and  that  therefore  the  House  can, 
and  in  tho  opinion  of  the  Committee  ought  to, 
prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  going  through  this  form. 
On  the  2l8t  June  it  was  moved  by  Mr.  Labou- 
chero  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  admitted  to  make 
an  affirmation  or  declaration  instead  of  the 
Oath.    To  this  an  Amendment  was  moved  by 
Sir   H.  Giffiiird,  which  was  carried,  that  Mr^ 
Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  take  the  Oath  or 
make  the  declaration.    On  the  31st  March  1881, 
judgment  was  delivered  by  the  Court  of  Appeal 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  a  person  who,  by  wan^ 
of  religious  belief,  was  not  entitled  by  the  Par- 
liamentary Oaths  Act  or  the  Promissory  Oaths 
Act  to  make  or  subscribe  an  Affirmation.     On 
the    26th  April   1881,  Mr.   Bradlaugh  again 
claimed  to  take  and  subscribe  the  Oath :  and  the 
House  resolved  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  per- 
mitted to  go  through  the  form  of  repeating  the 
words  of  the  Oath.    On  the  7th  Feb.  1882,  Mr* 
Bradlaugh  came  to  the  Table  to  take  and  sub- 
scribe the  Oath :  the  House  again  resolved  that 
he  be  not  permitted.    On  the  2l8t  Feb.   1852^ 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  advanced  to  the  Table  and  read 
from  a  paper  the  words  of  the  Oath,  and  having 
kissed  a  copy  of  the  New  Testamant  signed  the 
paper.    On  the  22nd  Feb.  the  House  resolved 
that    Mr.    Bradlaugh   having    disobeyed    the 
Orders  of  the  House  and  having  in  contempt  of 
the  authority  of  the  House  irregularly  and  con- 
tumaciously pretended  to  take  and  subscribe  the 
Oath,  be  expelled  the  House  ;  and  a  new  Writ 
was  ordered  to  be  issued  for  the  Borough  of 
Northampton.    On  the  6th  of  March  the  HouSq 
reaffirmed  the  Resolution  of  the  7th  February, 
and  directed  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  per- 


mitted to  go  through  the  form  of  taking  the 
Oath.    On  the  4th  May  1883,  the  House  resolved 
that  Mr.   Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  go 
through  the  form  of  repeating  the  words  of  the 
Oath.    On  the  11th  February  1884,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh advanced  to  the  Table,  proceeded  to 
read  from  a  paper  the  words  of  the  Oath,  and 
having  kissed  a  book,  signed  the  paper  and  left 
the  same  on  the  Table.    The  House  resolved 
that  Mr.   Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  go 
through  the  form  of  taking  the  Oath.    On  the 
21st  February  the   same  Resolution  was  re- 
affirmed.   In  the  month  of  June  1884,  the  case 
Att.-Gl.  V.  Bradlaugh  was  tried  at  Bar,  before 
Lord  Coleridge  C.J.,  Grove  J.,  Huddleston  B., 
and   a  Special  Jury.    The  Jury  find  amongf 
other  things  that  on  the  11th  February  1884, 
Mr.   Bradlaugh  had  no  belief  in  a  Supreme 
Being,  and  was  a  person  upon  whose  conscience 
an  Oath,  as  an  Oath,  had  no  binding  force  ;  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  full  cognizance 
and  notice  of  these  matters,  in  consequence  of. 
the  avowal  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.    In  December 
1 884,  an  application  for  a  new  trial,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  verdict  was  against  the  evidence 
was  refused,  both  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Division 
and  in  the  Court  of  Appeal.    In  Jan.  1885  an 
appeal  was  heard,  and  judgment  was  given  for 
the  Attomey-Genl.  on  the  merits,  on  the  ground 
that  a  Member  of  Parliament  who  does  not  be- 
lieve in  the  existence  of  a  Supreme  Being,  and 
upon  whom  an  Oath,  as  an  Oath,  has  no  bind- 
ing effect,  is,  owing  to  his  want  of  religious  be- 
lief, incapable  by  Law  of  making  and  subscrib- 
ing the  Oath  of  Allegiance  appointed  by  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  as  amended  by  the 
Promissory  Oaths  Act. 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons consistently,  and  notwithstanding  new 
writs  and  fresh  elections  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  has 
refused  to  permit  him  to  repeat  words  which  in 
his  case  would  be  simply  an  act  of  profanation. 
The  Court  of  Appeal  has  decided,  by  a  judg- 
ment which  the  House  of  Commons  could  not 
but  recognize,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  waa  inca- 
pable of  taking  an  Oath.  No  one  doubts  his 
identity  ;  and  I  am  advised  that,  as  a  matter  of 
law,  a  state  of  facts  once  established  is  pre- 
sumed to  exist  until  the  contrary  is  proved. 
Until  the  House  of  Commons  is  fully  consti- 
tuted, any  action  by  the  House  is  difficult,  if 
not  impossible.  I  therefore  respectfully  submit 
for  your  consideration,  in  view  of  the  facts  to 
which  I  have  deemed  it  my  duty  to  direct  your 
attention,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not  be 
permitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  taking  the 
Oath  without  an  opportunity  being  afforded  to 
the  House  of  expressing  its  opinion  upon   a. 
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proceeding  which  I  believe,  if  fully  constituted, 
it  would  decline  to  sanction. 

I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 
Sir, 
Your  obedient  servant, 

M.  E.  Hicks-Beacu. 
The  Right  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of 
The  House  of  Commons. 


To  the  Speaker  Elect. 


Sir, 


House  of  Commons, 
Jan.  12,  1886. 


We,  the  undersigned,  being  Members  of  the 
present  House  of  Commons,  direct  your  atten- 
tion to  the  facts  and  circumstances  following : 
—That  Charles  Bradlaugh,  of  20,  Circus  Road, 
St.  John's  Wood,  London,  has  been  returned 
by  the  Borough  of  Northampton  as  one  of  the 
Members  to  represent  the  said  Borough  in  the 
present  Parliament. 

That  the  said  Charles  Bradlaugh  is  the  same 
person  who  was  elected  to  serve  in  Parliament 
by  the  same  constituency  in  the  late  Parlia- 
ment. 

That  the  said  Charles  Bradlaugh  was  then, 
and  is  now,  avowedly  an  Atheist,  and  is  thereby 
disqualified  from  taking  the  Oath  of  Allegiance, 
or  making  an  Affirmation,  in  the  form  set  forth 
in  «*  The  Parliamentary  Oaths  Act,  1866." 

That,  since  the  last  General  Election,  and 
under  date  January  10th  of  this  year,  1886,  the 
said  Charles  Bradlaugh  has  caused  to  be  printed 
and  published  in  a  Newspaper '*' printed  and 
published  by  Charles  Bradlaugh,  of  20,  Circus 
Road,  London,  K.W.,  and  by  Annie  Besant,  of 
19,  Avenue  Road,  London,  N.W.,  at  69,  Fleet 
Street,  E.C*,  the  following  notice :— "  The  full 
legal  responsibility  for  everything  which  ap- 
pears in  these  columns  rests  on  ISIr.  Bradlaugh 
and  Mrs.  Besant  as  Editors  and  Publishers  of 
the  paper.  For  the  opinions  expressed  in  all 
signed  articles  the  writers  are  morally  respon- 
sible. The  editorial  policy  of  the  paper  is 
Republican,  Atheistic,  and  Malthusian,  but  all 
opinions  are  freely  admitted,  provided  only  that 
they  be  expressed  reasonably  and  in  proper 
language."  This  notice  appeared  in  **The 
National  Reformer,"  January  10th,  1886.  A 
copy  of  the  Newspaper  containing  the  notice 
above  written  is  herewith  enclosed. 

We  now  state,  for  your  information,  that  the 
late  House  of  Commons  repeatedly  refused  to 
allow  the  said  Charles  Bradlaugh  to  sit  and 
vote  therein,  in  consequence  of  his  incapacity 
to  take  the  Parliamentary  Oath  of  Allegiance, 
or  make  an  Affirmation.    The  Journals  of  this 


House  show  that  the  said  Charles  Bradlaugh 
was  not  allowed  to  sit  and  vote  in  the  House 
on  the  following  dates :  June  22, 1880 ;  April  9, 
1881 ;  April  26,  1881 ;  May  10, 1881 ;  Augusts, 
1881 ;  February  7,  1882 ;  February  22,  1882  ; 
March  6, 1882 ;  June  22, 1882  ;  May  4,  1883  ; 
February  11, 1884  ;  February  21, 1884  ;  July  6, 
1885.  In  the  year  1884  the  Attorney  General 
filed  an  information  under  the  Crown  Suits  Acts 
to  recover  penalties  from  Charles  Bradlaugh  for 
having  sat  and  voted  in  the  House  of  Commons 
without  first  having  made  and  subscribed  tho 
Oath  under  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Act. 
After  a  trial  by  a  jury,  judgment  was  given 
against  the  Defendant.  On  appeal,  a  Divisional 
Court  gave  judgment  against  the  Defendant. 
Subsequently,  on  the  28th  of  January  1835, 
tho  Court  of  Appeal,  consisting  of  tho  Master 
of  the  Rolls  and  Lords  Justices  Cotton  and 
Lindley  after  argument  decided  that  the  De- 
fendant, Charles  Bradlaugh,  was  liable  to  pay 
the  said  penalties.  In  giving  judgment,  tho 
Master  of  the  Rolls  said,  'Hhat  the  I<aw  on 
this  point  had  been  clearly  settled  for  years, 
and  it  had  been  decided  that  any  person  whose 
mind  was  in  that  state  could  not  be  a  witness 
in  any  case  or  under  any  circumstances  becauso 
ho  could  not  take  an  Oath.  Whatever  words, 
or  whatever  forms  a  man  might  use  or  go 
through,  if  his  conscience  was  not  bound  by 
them  he  was  incapable  by  the  Law  of  England 
of  taking  an  Oath.  In  his  opinion,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  belief  of  the  Defendant  was  an  issue 
of  fact  which  must  be  decided  by  the  Jury  in 
precisely  the  same  way  as  they  decided  other 
issues  of  fact,  and  any  evidence  relevant  to 
that  issue  was  admissible. 

'*  It  was  said  that  the  House  of  Commons 
must  have  a  knowledge  of  the  state  of  mind  of 
the  person  pretending  to  take  the  Oath  at  tho 
time  he  took  it;  but,  in  his  opinion,  if  the 
Hoiise  of  Commons  had  no  knowledge  whatever 
that  the  person  pretending  to  take  the  Oath  had 
no  belief  in  the  existence  of  a  Supreme  Being, 
or  that  his  conscience  was  not  bound  by  tho 
Oath,  if  it  should  subsequently  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Attorney  General  that  tho 
Member  having  gone  through  the  form  of 
taking  the  Oath  did  not  regard  himself  as 
bound  by  it,  it  would  be  his  duty  to  commence 
proceedings  against  him  under  this  statute. 

"  He  hoped  it  would  be  thoroughly  under- 
stood from  the  Judgment  of  that  Court,  that  it 
was  impossible  by  an  artifice,  by  any  subter- 
fuge, by  any  daring,  or  by  any  force,  for  any 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  avoid  or 
eTade  the  penal  consequences  of  this  statute, 
and  that  any  such  Member  who  should  tako 
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His  seat  without  taking  the  Oath  within  the 
m wining  of  the  Act  would  be  liable  to  the 
poialtics  imposed  by  the  statute,  even  if  the 
House  of  Commons  itself  were  not  only  to 
refuse  him  leave  to  be  sworn  bat  were  actually 
to  pass  a  Besolntion  permitting  him  to  be 
■worn.  As  long  as  the  Defendant  remained  in 
his  presoit  state  of  mind,  he  wonld  be  inca- 
pable of  taking  the  Oath  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Act ;  and,  if  he  took  his  seat  without  taking 
the  Oath,  he  would  be  liable  to  the  penalties 
imposed.'*  Against  this  decision  the  Defendant 
has  appealed,  and  that  Appeal  is  now  pending 
in  the  House  of  Lords. 

In  the  event  of  Charles  Bradlaugh  presenting 
himself  to  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  or  to 
make  an  Affirmation,  as  prescribed  by  the  Par- 
liamentary Oaths  Act,  1866,  we  submit  that  he 
is  not  entitled  to  take  the  said  Oath  or  to 
Afi&rm ;  that  he  is  disqualified  because  of  the 

fms^  and  circumstances  hereinbefore    stated 

> 

and  which,  as  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, we  now  formally  bring  under  your 
notice  as  Speaker  thereof:  and  we  protest 
against  the  said  Oath  being  administered  to  the 
said  Charles  Bradlaugh,  or  his  being  allowed  to 
make  an  Affirmation,  pending  judgment  on  his 
Appeal  by  the  House  of  Lords,  or  until  this 
House  shall  have  had  an  opportunity  of  delibe- 
rating and  resolving  on  the   question  raised 

herein. 

Hexry  Cecil  Raikes, 

Member  for  Cambridge  University. 

Jomr  H.  Kbnnawat, 

Member  for  the  Honiton  Division  of 
the  County  of  Devon. 

Then  several  other  Members  took  and 
subscribed  the  Oath ;  and  several  other 
Members  made  and  subscribed  the 
AfiBrmation  required  by  Law. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Five  o'clock  till  Two 

o'clock  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursdatfj  lith  January^  1886. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Chester— Took 
the  Oath  for  the  first  time. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Southwell— Took 
the  Oath  for  the  first  time. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock,  to 
Tuesday  next,  Two  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  lAth  January^  1886. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Several  other  Members  took  and  sub- 
scribed the  Oath,  and  one  other  Member 
made  and  subscribed  the  Affirmation 
according  to  Law. 

Notice  hem^  taken  that  the  Honour- 
able Robert  Torrens  O'Neill,  returned 
as  Member  for  Mid-Antrim,  was  by  a 
clerical  error  described  in  the  Betum  as 
the  Honourable  Edward  O'Neill,  and 
Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Member  for  West 
Down,  having  stated  on  his  own  know- 
ledge that  i£e  names  of  the  Member 
for  Mid-Antrim  were  Robert  Torrens 
O'NeiU ; 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
do  attend  the  House  forthwith  with  the 
Betum  for  Mid-Antrim,  and  amend  the 
same  by  striking  out  the  word  "Edward," 
and  inserting  the  words  "Bobert  Tor- 


rens." 

And  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  attended 
and  amended  the  said  Beturn  accord- 
ingly. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Three  o'clock  till  Two 

o'clock  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  I5th  January,  1886. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Several  Members  took  and  subscribed 
the  Oath. 

ReBolved,  That  this  House  will,  at  the 
rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Wednesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
— {Mr.  Aker 8' Douglas.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

after  Three  o'clock  till 

Wednesday  next. 
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HOUSE     OP     L0BD8, 
Tuesday y  I9lh  January,  1886. 


Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

SAT  FIRST. 

Tho  Earl  of  Wilton— after  the  death 
of  his  brother. 

The  Duke  of  Newcastle— after  the 
death  of  his  father. 

The  Marquess  of  Abercom— after  the 
death  of  his  father. 

NEW  PEERS. 

Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  Baronet,  having 
been  created  Baron  Deramore  of  Belvoir 
in  the  county  of  Down — Was  (in  the 
usual  manner)  introduced. 

Garnet  Joseph  Baron  Wolseley,  G.  0.  B . , 
G.C.M.G.,  General  and  General  Officer 
Commanding -in -Chief  the  Forces  in 
Egypt,  having  been  created  Viscount 
Wolseley  of  Wolseley  in  the  county  of 
Stafford — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 

Henry  John  Montagu -Douglas-Scott, 
commonly  called  Lord  Henry  John 
Montagu -Douglas -Scott,  having  been 
created  Baron  Montagu  of  BeauLieu  in 
the  county  of  Southampton — Was  (in 
the  usual  manner)  introdaced. 

The  Eight  Honourable  Charles  John 
Baron  Colville  of  Culross  in  that  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  called  Scotland, 
K.T.,  having  been  created  Baron  Col- 
ville of  Culross  in  the  county  of  Perth 
— Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

Iloufle  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock,  to  Thursday 

next,  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday ,  20th  January ,  1886. 


Tho  House  met  at  Two  of  tho  clock. 

Several  other  Members  took  and  sub- 
scribed the  Oath. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Four  o'clock  tiU  To-morrow. 


HOUSE     OP     LORDS, 

Thursday,  2\st  January ,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public   Biu^^Ftnt  Rcadhtg^ 
Parish  Churches*  (6). 

Prayebs. 

Several  Lords— Took  tho  Oath. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Viscount  Halifax — after  tho  death 
of  his  father. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

The  Queen  being  seated  on  the 
Throne,  and  the  Commons  being  at  the 
Bar,  with  their  Speaker,  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  taking  directions  from  Her 
Majesty,  delivered  Her  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, as  follows: — 

"  J[fy  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 
"My  relations  with  other  Powers 
continue  to  be  of  a  friendly  character. 
"The  diflference  which  existed, 
when  I  last  addressed  you,  between 
my  Government  and  that  of  Russia,  on 
the  subject  of  the  boundaries  of  Af- 
ghanistan, has  been  satisfactorily  ad- 
justed. In  pursuance  of  a  Convention 
which  will  be  laid  before  you,  the 
English  and  Russian  Commissioners, 
with  the  full  concurrence  of  my  ally, 
the  Amir  of  Afghanistan,  have  been 
engaged  in  demarcating  the  frontier  of 
that  country.  I  trust  that  their  work, 
which  is  already  far  advanced,  may 
tend  to  secure  the  continuance  of  peace 
in  Central  Asia. 

"  A  rising  in  Eastern  Roumclia  has 
given  expression  to  the  desire  of  the  in- 
habitants for  a  change  in  the  political 
arrangements  under  which  they  were 
placed  by  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  My 
object,  in  the  negotiations  which  have 
followed,  has  been  to  bring  them,  ac- 
cording to  their  wish,  under  the  rule 
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of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  while  main- 
tainiog  unimpaired  the  essential  rights 
of  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Sultan. 

"  Under  a  Convention  which  has 
been  concluded  with  theOttoman  Porte, 
Commissioners  have  been  appointed  on 
behalf  of  England  and  Turkey  to  con- 
fer with  His  Highness  the  Khedive, 
and  to  report  upon  the  measures  re- 
quired for  securing  the  defence  of  Egypt 
and  the  stability  and  eflSciency  of  the 
Government  in  that  country. 

"  Greatly  to  my  regret,  I  was  com- 
pelled in  the  month  of  November  to 
declare  war  against  Theebaw,  the  Bang 
of  Ava.  Acts  of  hostility  on  his  part 
against  my  subjects  and  the  interests 
of  my  Empire  had,  since  his  accession, 
been  deliberate  and  continuous.  These 
had  necessitated  the  withdrawal  of  my 
Eepresentativefromhis^Court;  and  my 
demandsfor  redress  were  systematically 
evaded  and  disregarded.  An  attempt 
to  confiscate  the  property  of  my  sub- 
jects trading  under  agreement  in  his 
dominions,  and  a  refusal  to  settle  the 
dispute  by  arbitration,  convinced  me 
that  the  protection  of  British  life  and 
property,  and  the  cessation  of  dan- 
gerous anarchy  in  Upper  Burmah, 
could  only  be  effected  by  force  of  arms. 
The  gallantry  of  my  European  and 
Indian  forces,  under  Lieutenant-Ge- 
neral  Sir  Harry  Prendergast,  rapidly 
brought  the  country  under  my  power, 
and  I  have  decided  that  the  most  cer- 
tain method  of  insuring  peace  and 
order  in  those  regions  is  to  be  found 
in  the  permanent  incorporation  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Ava  with  my  Empire. 
Papers  on  this  subject  will  be  imme- 
diately laid  before  you. 

"  The  time  which  has  elapsed  since 
I  assumed  the  direct  government  of 
India  makes  it  desirable  that  the  ope- 
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ration  of  the  Statutes  by  which  that 
change  was  effected  should  be  care- 
fully investigated.  I  commend  this 
important  matter  to  your  earnest  atten- 
tion. 

"  A  protracted negotiationrespecting 
the  rights  of  the  Kepublic  of  France 
on  the  coasts  of  Newfoundland  under 
the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  has  been  brought 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  by  an 
Agreement,  which  will  be  laid  before 
you  and  before  the  Legislature  of  New- 
foundland as  soon  as  it  assembles.  An 
Agreement  has  also  been  made  with 
Spain,  securing  to  this  country  all 
commercial  rights  granted  to  Germany 
in  the  Caroline  Islands. 

"Your  consent  will  be  asked  to 
legislative  measures  rendered  neces- 
sary by  a  Convention  on  the  subject  of 
International  Copj  right  to  which  I 
have  agreed. 

"  Q-entlemen  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mans, 

"  The  Estimates  for  the  expenditure 
of  the  ensuing  year,  which  have  been 
framed  with  a  due  regard  to  efficiency 
and  economy,  will  be  submitted  to  you. 

**  My  Lords,  and  Oentlemen, 
"  I  regret  to  say  that  no  material 
improvement  can  be  noted  in  the  con- 
dition of  trade  or  agriculture.  I  feel 
the  deepest  sympathy  for  the  great 
number  of  persons,  in  many  voca- 
tions of  life,  who  are  suffering  under 
a  pressure,  which  I  trust  will  prove  to 
be  transient. 

"  I  have  seen  with  deep  sorrow  the 
renewal,  since  I  last  addressed  you,  of 
the  attempt  to  excite  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  hostility  against  the  Legislative 
Union  between  that  country  and  Great 
Britain.  I  am  resolutely  opposed  to 
any  disturbance  of  that  fundamental 
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law,  and  in  resisting  it  I  am  convinced 
that  I  shall  be  heartily  supported  by 
my  Parliament  and  my  people. 

"  The  social  no  less  than  the  mate- 
rial condition  of  that  country  engages 
my  anxious  attention.  Although  there 
has  been  during  the  last  year  no 
marked  increase  of  serious  crime,  there 
is  in  many  places  a  concerted  resistance 
to  the  enforcement  of  legal  obligations ; 
and  I  regret  that  the  practice  of  or- 
ganized intimidation  continues  to  exist. 
I  have  caused  every  exertion  to  be 
used  for  the  detection  and  punishment 
of  these  crimes :  and  no  eflfort  will  be 
spared  on  the  part  of  my  Government 
to  protect  my  Irish  subjects  in  the 
exercise  of  their  legal  rights  and  the 
enjoyment  of  individual  liberty.  If, 
as  my  information  leads  me  to  appre- 
hend, the  existing  provisions  of  the 
law  should  prove  to  be  inadequate  to 
cope  with  these  growing  evils,  I  look 
with  confidence  to  your  willingness  to 
invest  my  Government  with  all  neces- 
sary powers. 

"  Bills  will  be  submitted  to  you  for 
transferring  to  representative  Councils 
in  the  counties  of  Great  Britain  local 
business  which  is  now  transacted  by  the 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  and  other 
authorities.  A  measure  for  the  reform 
of  county  government  in  Ireland  is  also 
in  preparation.  These  measures  will 
involve  the  consideration  of  the  present 
incidence  of  local  burdens. 

"  A  Bill  for  facilitating  the  sale  of 
glebe  lands,  in  a  manner  adapted  to  the 
wants  of  the  rural  population,  will  also 
be  submitted  to  you  ;  as  also  Bills  for 
removing  the  difficulties  which  prevent 
the  easy  and  cheap  transfer  of  land ; 
for  mitigating  the  distressed  condition 
of  the  poorer  classes  in  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland ; 


for  the  more  efiiectual  prevention  of 
accidents  in  mines ;  for  extending  the 
powers  of  the  Bailway  Commission  in 
respect  to  the  regulation  of  rates ;  and 
for  the  codification  of  the  criminal  law. 

'^  I  trust  that  results  beneficial  to 
the  cause  of  education  may  issue  from 
a  Eoyal  Commission,  which  I  have 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Education  Acts. 

"  The  prompt  and  eflfective  dispatch 
of  the  important  business  which,  in 
an  ever-growing  proportion,  falls  to 
you  to  transact,  will,  I  doubt  not, 
occupy  your  attention. 

^^  In  these  and  in  all  other  matters 
pertaining  to  your  high  functions,  I 
earnestly  commend  you  to  the  keeping 
and  guidance  of  Almighty  God." 

Then  Her  Majesty  retired. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

NEW  PEER. 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh — Was 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced  by 
virtue  of  a  Patent  dated  the  thirteenth 
day  of  January  1 876,  his  father,  tho  first 
Baron  (Earl  of  Erne  in  the  Peerage  of 
Ireland,  a  representative  Peer  for  Ire- 
land), who  was  created  by  such  Patent, 
never  having  taken  his  seat  as  Lord 
Fermanagh. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
Bill,  proformdf  read  1\ 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 

MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  The 
LoBD  Ghakoellob. 

The  Duke  of  ABEBOOEN  (who  wore 
the  uniform  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Donegal)  said :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  pro- 
pose that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  in  reply  to  the 
Oracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  and 
in  doiog  this  I  have  to  crave  that  indul- 
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of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  while  main- 
taining unimpaired  the  essential  rights 
of  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Sultan. 

"  Under  a  Convention  which  has 
been  concluded  with  the  Ottoman  Porte, 
Commissioners  have  been  appointed  on 
behalf  of  England  and  Turkey  to  con- 
fer with  His  Highness  the  Khedive, 
and  to  report  upon  the  measures  re- 
quired for  securing  the  defence  of  Egypt 
and  the  stability  and  eflSciency  of  the 
Grovemment  in  that  country. 

"  Greatly  to  my  regret,  I  was  com- 
pelled in  the  month  of  November  to 
declare  war  against  Theebaw,  the  King 
of  Ava.  Acts  of  hostility  on  his  part 
against  my  subjects  and  the  interests 
of  my  Empire  had,  since  his  accession, 
been  deliberate  and  continuous.  These 
had  necessitated  the  withdrawal  of  my 
Representative  from  his^Court;  and  my 
demands  for  redress  were  systematically 
evaded  and  disregarded.  An  attempt 
to  confiscate  the  property  of  my  sub- 
jects trading  under  agreement  in  his 
dominions,  and  a  refusal  to  settle  the 
dispute  by  arbitration,  convinced  me 
that  the  prot<5ction  of  British  life  and 
property,  and  the  cessation  of  dan- 
gerous anarchy  in  Upper  Burmah, 
could  only  be  effected  by  force  of  arms. 
The  gallantry  of  my  European  and 
Indian  forces,  under  Lieutenant-Ge- 
neral  Sir  Harry  Prendergast,  rapidly 
brought  the  country  under  my  power, 
and  I  have  decided  that  the  most  cer- 
tain method  of  insuring  peace  and 
order  in  those  regions  is  to  be  found 
in  the  permanent  incorporation  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Ava  with  my  Empire. 
Papers  on  this  subject  will  be  imme- 
diately laid  before  you. 

"  The  time  which  has  elapsed  since 
I  assumed  the  direct  government  of 
India  makes  it  desirable  that  the  ope- 
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ration  of  the  Statutes  by  which  that 
change  was  effected  should  be  care- 
fully investigated.  I  commend  this 
important  matter  to  your  earnest  atten- 
tion. 

"  A  protracted  negotiation  respecting 
the  rights  of  the  Republic  of  France 
on  the  coasts  of  Newfoundland  under 
the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  has  been  brought 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  by  an 
Agreement,  which  will  be  laid  before 
you  and  before  the  Legislature  of  New- 
foundland as  soon  as  it  assembles.  An 
Agreement  has  also  been  made  with 
Spain,  securing  to  this  country  all 
commercial  rights  granted  to  Germany 
in  the  Caroline  Islands. 

"  Your  consent  will  be  asked  to 
legislative  measures  rendered  neces- 
sary by  a  Convention  on  the  subject  of 
International  Copj  right  to  which  I 
have  agreed. 

"  Cfentlemen  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mans, 

"  The  Estimates  for  the  expenditure 
of  the  ensuing  year,  which  have  been 
framed  with  a  due  regard  to  efficiency 
and  economy,  will  be  submitted  to  you. 

"  Mij  Lords,  and  Oentlemerij 
"  I  regret  to  say  that  no  material 
improvement  can  be  noted  in  the  con- 
dition of  trade  or  agriculture.  I  feel 
the  deepest  sympathy  for  the  great 
number  of  persons,  in  many  voca- 
tions of  life,  who  are  suffering  under 
a  pressure,  which  I  trust  will  prove  to 
be  transient. 

"  I  have  seen  with  deep  sorrow  the 
renewal,  since  I  last  addressed  you,  of 
the  attempt  to  excite  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  hostility  against  the  Legislative 
Union  between  that  country  and  Great 
Britain.  I  am  resolutely  opposed  to 
any  disturbance  of  that  fundamental 
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Tolt  against  the  law,  and  to  the  cruelty 
and  perseoation  practised  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland.  I  regret  to  say  that  capital  is 
no  longer  being  invested  in  that  country, 
trade  is  at  a  standstill,  property  is  with- 
out security,  and  in  some  parts  of  Ire- 
land even  life  is  insecure,  and  the  coun- 
try is  gradually  sinking  into  ruin.  Her 
Majesty  adds  that  although  there  has 
been  during  the  past  year  no  marked 
increase  of  serious  crime,  there  is  in 
many  places  a  concerted  resistance  to 
the  enforcement  of  legal  obligations. 
The  first  part  of  this  statement,  my 
Lords,  is  satisfactory;  but  the  latter 
part  shows  that  the  spirit  of  lawlessness 
and  intimidation  pervades  the  country. 
The  unwritten  law  of  the  National 
League  is  often  stronger  than  the  law 
of  the  land.  No  one  living  out  of  Ire- 
land  can  adequately  realize  the  power 
and  tyranny  of  the  National  League. 
New  branches  are  being  formed  in  all 
directions,  and  having  originated  in  the 
South  have  now  penetrated  into  Ulster. 
Like  an  octopus  with  its  large  out- 
spreading arms,  it  is  drawing  everything 
into  its  power.  ** Boycotting,"  which  is 
the  League's  machinery,  is  the  most 
cruel  system  of  persecution  that  could 
be  devised.  Bespectable  merchants  and 
tradesmen  have  been  ruined  by  it; 
whole  families  have  been  nearly  starved 
by  it.  I  could  mention  a  case  where  a 
National  schoolmistress  was  '*  Boycot- 
ted" because  her  father,  a  postmaster, 
permitted  letters  containing  writs  to  pass 
through  his  office;  blacksmiths  have 
been  **  Boycotted"  for  shoeing  the  horses 
of  "Boycotted"  persons.  Commercial 
travellers  are  sometimes  "Boycotted" 
for  going  to  the  wrong  hotel.  But,  my 
Lords,  if  this  practice  of  "Boycotting" 
is  cruel  to  the  living,  what  can  be  said 
of  it  when  it  is  applied  to  the  dead? 
There  are  even  cases  in  which  the 
friends  of  a  dead  man,  who  when  alive 
had  been  "Boycotted,"  cannot  procure 
a  coffin  in  which  to  bury  him,  and 
where  the  parish  priest,  through  fear, 
has  declined  to  perform  the  bunal  rites. 
There  are  many  courageous  and  brave 
men,  chiefly  Homan  Catholics,  who  have 
resisted  and  are  still  resisting  this  out- 
rageous persecution ;  but  by  the  igno- 
rant it  is  thought  to  be  of  no  use  resist- 
ing, since  the  Nationalist  Party  would 
be  sure  eventually  to  have  their  own 
way.  It  may  be  asked  how  it  is  that, 
in  such  a  state  of  things,  we  do  not 
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hear  the  appeals  of  the  sufferers  ?  But 
to  whom  could  these  appeals  be  made  ? 
The  authorities  when  applied  to  in  many 
cases  reply  that  they  have  no  power  to 
interfere,  as  no  breach  of  the  law  has 
taken  place.  If  they  write  to  the  local 
Press  of  Ireland  their  appeals  do  not 
extend  beyond  the  shores  of  that  coun- 
try. If  they  could  appeal  to  the  people 
of  England,  who  are  always  sensible  to 
injustice  and  to  the  wrongs  of  others, 
their  appeal  would,  I  feel  sure,  not  be  in 
vain.  Her  Majesty  further  declares 
that  no  effort  will  be  spared  on  the  part 
of  her  Government  to  protect  her  sub- 
jects in  the  enjoyment  of  their  legal 
rights,  and  that  if  the  existing  pro- 
visions are  not  sufficient,  further  ne- 
cessary powers  will  be  applied  for. 
I  assume,  though  with  much  regret, 
that  these  powers  will  be  necessary; 
and  if  enforced,  many  a  man  now  a 
slave  under  the  laws  of  the  National 
League  will  become  free  under  the  law 
of  the  land.  It  is  manifest  that, 
although  the  extended  franchise  has 
conferred  privileges  and  benefits  upon 
tens  of  thousands  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, it  cannot  be  said  to  have  conferred 
unmixed  benefit  upon  the  country  at 
large ;  for  it  has  given  unlimited  power 
to  a  large  section  of  the  people  in  Ire- 
land who  are  hostile  to  the  connection 
between  the  two  countries.  This  Con- 
stitutional power,  however,  when  sup- 
ported by  unconstitutional  agencies,  will 
have  to  be  dealt  with. 

If  not  wearying  your  Lordships,  I 
should  like  to  refer  to  the  paramount 
importance  of  that  portion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech  which  alludes 
to  the  Union  between  England  and  Ire- 
land. For  the  first  time  in  the  history 
of  the  Empire  a  doubtful  voice  has  been 
raised  by  a  responsible  statesman  as  to 
the  advisability  of  maintaining  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire.  Far  better  would 
it  have  been  if  that  voice  had  never 
been  raised,  for  it  has  only  been  re- 
echoed back  in  dismay  and  distrust  by 
those  whom  it  intended  to  persuade.  In 
the  history  of  a  nation  there  are  periods 
when  a  momentous  question  has  to  be 
considered ;  when  the  circumstances  are 
such  as  call  for  a  decision ;  and  when 
upon  that  decision  depends  whether  that 
nation  is  to  survive  in  undiminished 
power  or  sink  in  disaster  and  disgrace. 
Such  a  time  has  now,  I  think,  arrived^ 
and  such  a  question  is  now  before  the 
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people  of  Great  Britain.  The  question 
of  the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire 
has  been  discassed  by  many  from  the 
point  of  view  of  English  advantage 
alone,  and  by  others  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  advantage  of  Ireland ;  but 
small  weight  has  been  given  to  the 
claims  of  the  loyal  minority  in  that 
country.  Have  the  people  of  Scotland, 
who  foUow  with  affection  their  kith  and 
kin  to  every  distant  quarter  of  the 
globe,  realized  the  fact  that  within  20 
or  30  miles  of  their  own  shore  there  is  a 
loyal  population — Irishmen,  no  doubt, 
but  of  Scottish  descent — one  with  them 
in  language,  in  customs,  and,  in  religion 
—  a  population  which  at  the  present 
moment  is  in  serious  peril,  struggling 
for  its  very  existence  against  those  who 
regard  them  as  enemies  and  aliens? 
Moreover,  have  the  people  of  England 
realized  that  a  largo  portion  of  the 
population  of  Ireland  which  is  of  their 
own  race  and  creed  has,  through  good 
and  evil  report,  alike  in  weal  and  woe, 
for  more  than  two  centuries  maintained 
their  loyalty  to  England,  has  been  a 
connecting  link  between  England  and 
Ireland,  and  has,  no  doubt,  largely  con- 
tributed to  the  well-being  of  both  coun- 
tries? There  is  again,  in  Ireland,  a 
considerable  Boman  Catholic  element, 
who  have  always  clung  to  the  Union  as 
their  only  protection  against  the  never- 
ending  experiments  of  schemers  and 
dreamers  who  in  many  ways  endea- 
voured to  upset  the  existing  state  of 
things.  To  sacrifice  them  would  be 
even  more  disgraceful.  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  are  doomed  to  witness  such  an 
act  of  treachery.  Is  Scotland,  is  Eng- 
land, prepared  to  abandon  to  the  faction 
of  treason  and  disloyalty  those  who  so 
loyally  and  so  devotedly  have  clung  to 
them  for  so  many  years — those  who  for 
so  long  have  been  their  staunchest 
friends  and  allies  ?  I  believe  that  such 
a  thing  is  not  possible.  Such  a  proceed- 
ing would  be  contrary  to  all  the  tradi- 
tions of  British  statesmanship,  would 
shatter  confidence  in  British  honour,  and 
would  ultimately  lead  to  the  ignominious 
fall  of  the  greatest  Empire  the  world  has 
ever  seen.  It  would,  indeed,  be  a  dan- 
gerous thing  to  allow  the  formation  of 
a  hostile  Gt>vemment  at  England's  very 
door;  but  it  would  be  still  more  dan- 

gerous  to  show  to  the  world  that  Eng- 
md  has  betrayed  her  staunchestfriends, 
who  put  their  confidence  in  her  in  vain. 


I  do  not  believe  that  any  British  states- 
man, whether  he  be  Conservative,  Libe- 
ral, or  Radical,  whether  he  holds  the 
institutions  and  obligations  of  the  past 
in  high  repute  or  low  repute,  would  be 
tempted  to  sanction  the  dismemberment 
of  the  Empire  for  the  sake  of  Party  exi- 
gencies. Were  he  to  do  so,  he  would  no 
longer  deserve  to  be  classed  as  a  states- 
man or  a  leader  of  the  people  of  this 
great  country.  Having  the  privilege  of 
living  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  where  at 
present  there  is  peace  and  quietude,  I 
sympathize  with  those  in  the  South, 
though  unable  to  help  them  without  the 
authority  and  support  of  the  law.  Her 
Majesty  has  plainly  indicated  the  course 
that  will  be  pursued.  The  Loyalists  will 
be  supported,  and  those  who  are  weak 
and  trodden  down  by  others.  Lawless- 
ness and  intimidation  will  not  be  allowed 
to  reign  supreme.  The  issue  must  soon 
be  decided,  and  the  British  nation  must 
be  at  once  awakened  to  the  danger  that 
threatens  it.  Then  it  will  be  seen  whe- 
ther England  and  Scotland  aro  true  to 
the  past  or  false  to  the  future.  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  move  this  humble  Ad- 
dress in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne. 

Most  Gracious  Sovereign, 

**  We,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
subjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in 
Parliament  assembled,  beg  leave  to  offer  our 
humble  thanks  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  gracious 
Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has  addressed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

**"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Your  Majesty's  relations  with 
other  Powers  continue  to  be  of  a  friendly 
character. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  difference  which  existed,  when  Your 
Majesty  last  addressed  us,  between  Your  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  that  of  Russia,  on  the 
subject  of  the  boundaries  of  Afghanistan,  has 
been  satisfactorily  adjusted,  and  that,  in  pur- 
suance of  a  Convention  which  will  be  laid 
before  us,  the  English  and  Kussian  Commis- 
sioners, with  the  full  concurrence  of  Your  Ma- 
jesty's ally,  the  Amir  of  Afghanistan,  have  been 
engaged  in  demarcating  the  frontier  of  that 
country.  "We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  Your 
Majesty  trusts  that  their  work  may  tend  to 
secure  the  continuance  of  peace  in  Central  Asia. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming U8  that  a  rising  in  Eastern  Eoumelia 
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has  g;iTCii  eTprcsuon  to  the  detire  of  tho  in-  under  tho  Treaty  of  TJtrccht  has  "bfea  Irongbt 

habitnntfl  for  a  chango  in  the  politicnl  Htrange-  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  by  an  AfiTocment 

incnta  nndor  which  thoy  wore  placed  by  the  which  will  bo  laid  before  ui,  nud  before  tho 

Treaty   of   Berlin,   nnd  that  Your   MajeBty's  Legislature   of    Nenfonndland   as  soon   as  it 

object,  in  the  negofintiong  which  have  followed,  nascmbles  ;  nnd  that  an  Agreement  has   also 

Iina   been  to  bring  them,  ncoordiDg  to   their  been  made  with  Sjiain,  securing  to  this  country 

wish,  nnder  tho  mio  of  the  I'rincc  of  Bulgsria,  all  commotcial  rights  granted  to  Germany  in  tho 

while    maintaining  unimpaired    tho    esacntiul  Caroliuo  lalnnds. 

riichts  of  Ilis  Imperial  MnicBty  tho  Sultan.  li  »'    <.      <  t     .>      <    i-        i<  -    . 

"  r  J     J  1.  \\u  humbly  thank  lour  Majesty  for  in- 

"Wo  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us  forming  us  that  our  consent  will  be  asked  to 

that  nndor  a  ConTontioD  concluded  with  the  legislative  measures  rendurcd  necessary  by  a 

Ottoman    Porto,  .  Commissioners    have    been  Convention  on   tho  subject    of    Inti.*mational 

appointed  on  behalf  of  England  and  Turkey  Copyright  to  whioh  Your  Majesty  has  agreed, 
to  confer  with  Ilia  Uighncas  tho  Khedive,  and 

to  report  upon  tho  moaaures  required  for  sceur-        "  ^^  <=  ''^"^  ""'>  ^^ETct  that  no  material  i,n- 

ing  tho  defence  of  Egj-pt  and  tho  atabilily  and  provoment  can  bo  noted  in  tho  condition  of  trade 

efficiency  of  tho  government  in  that  counlrv.  °"'  "BTiculturo,  and  wo  thank  Your  M..ju^ty  for 

informing   ua  that    Your    JIajeaty    fucla   tbo 

"  Wo  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in-  deepest  aympathy  for  Iho  groat  nunilier  of  per- 
forming us  that,  greatly  to  your  regret.  Your  eons,  in  many  vocations  of  lite,  who  arc  sutfer- 
Majcsty  wb«  compelled,  in  the  month  of  Novem-  ing  under  a  pressure,  which  Your  Majesty  trusts 
bar,  to  declare  war  against  Theebaw,  tho  King  will  prove  to  bo  transient. 
of  Av«;    that  acts   of  hostility  on  his   part        ., ,„■     .       i,     ,v     i    ■.-        ir  -    .     *      ■ 

, ,    ,         .  ,.     ■  .       .      I  "0  Iiumbly  thank  1  our  Jrajosty  for  in- 

againlt  your  sabjccta  and  tho  intorcati  of  your  ,  ,•.•,■        >r  -    .     ■  ..i 

Z?     .     i   ,     .        ,  .  ,         ,  ...  '    .  formnig  ua  that  lour  Majesty  has  seen  with 

Emnire  had.  BinCB  his  accession,  boon  deliberate  .  .  ,.,.,, 

(■newal,  since  lour  Majesty 


Empire  had,  aince  his  accession,  been  deliberate 
and  continuoiia  ;  that  these  had  necesaitated  tho 
withdrawal  of  your  Representative  from  his 
Court ;  and  that  your  demands  for  redress  were 
syatematically  evaded  and  disregarded.  We 
thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  ua  that  an 
attempt  to  conBscate  tho  property  of  your  sub- 


laat  addressed  us,  of  tho  nlti'mpt  to  excite  tho 
people  of  Ireland  to  hostility  against  tbo  legis- 
lative Union  between  that  country  and  Great 
Britain ;  that  Your  Jlnjesty  is  resolutely 
opposed  to  any  disturbance  of  that  fundamental 
law,  and  that,  in  resisting  it,  Your  M.ijcst.v  i 


iBct«  trading  under  agreement  in  his  dominions,  .       ,,.,,.        ,,  .    .        ■„  ,     .       ,-, 

■■    ,          ,      ,  ■        ,1.   .1.    J-      IV,       v._  convinced  that  lour  Jlajesty  will  be  heartily 

and  a  refusal  to   sBttlo  the  dispute  by  arbitra-  n    i-         .       i                   i 

Hoc,  ™,m.rf  Yo.,  JI.j..ly  th.t  11.  ,nl.c-  ■"PI>«rt"l  %  JO"  P..-b.mml  .nd  ym  poo,],, 

tion  of  British  lite  and  property,  and  the  ccssa-  »  w,,  t|,,ink  Your  Mnjcaty  for  informing  na 

tion  of  dangerous  anarchy  in  Upper  Burmahi  that  tho  social  no  leas  tlian  tlic  mntcrail  condi- 

conldonlybn  effected  by  force  of  arms.    Wo  tionof  thatoountiycngagesyouranviousatton- 

leam  with  satiafaetion  that  the  gallantry  of  tion  ;  that  allbough  there  hna  been  during  tho 

Your  Majesty's  European  and  Indian  forces,  i^jt  year  no  marked  incrcaao  of  serious  crime, 

undw  Lieutenant-Goneral  Sir  Harrj-  Prender-  (hero  is  in  many  places  a  coneortod  resistance  to 

east,  rapidly  brought  tho  country  under  your  the  enforcement  of  legal  obligations;  and  that 

power.andwohumbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  your   Mnjestv  tegreU   that    tho    pruolico    of 

infotining  us  that  Your  Majesty  has  decided  that  organised  intimidation  continuea  to  e: 


the  most  certain  method  of  insuring  peace  and 


humbly  thank  Your  Maioaty  for  informing  u 


order  in  those  regions  is  to  be  ftund  in  tho    ^^^j  your  Majesty  has  caused  every  e 

permanent   incorporation  of  tho  Kingdom  of  ^  ^^^  j^^  ^^^^  detection  and  punishment  of 

Ava  with  year  Empire.  Uj,,^  ^^-^^^^ .  tj,„t  ^o  effort  will  bo  spared  on  tlie 

"WathankT."our  Majesty  for  informing  us  part  of  your  Government  to  protect  your  Irish 

that  the  time  which  has   elapsed  since  Your  subjects  in  the  exercise  of  their  legalrights  and 

Majesty  asaiiined  tbo  direct  government  of  India  the  enjoyment  of  individual  liberty;  and  Hint 

makes  it  desirable  that  tho   operation  of  the  if,  na  your  information  lends  Your  Majesty  to 

Statutes  by  which  that  change   was  effected  apprehend,  the  existing  provisions  of  tho  law 

■honld  be  carefully  investigated,  and  for  com-  should  prove  to  be  inadequate  to  cope  withtheso 

(Bonding  this  important  matter  to  our  earnest  growing  ovils,  Your  Majcaty  looks  with  conli- 

ftttention.  donee  to  our" willingness  toinvestyour  Govern- 

«  We  learn  with  w^tisfacUon  that  a  protracted  ■»«*'  '^"'  ^'^  BOces«»ry  powers. 

negotiation  respecting  the  rights  of  the  Be-  "We  join  with  Your Majestylntrustingtbat 

pnblieof  FtanoeontliecoutiofKewIiraiidlaad  nmlti  beneflcial  to  the  causa  of  education  may 
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iMue  from  a  Royal  Commission  which  Yoar 
ICajesty  has  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Education  Acts. 


*■  We  hnmbly  assure  your  Majesty  that  our 
carefnl  consideration  shall  bo  given  to  the  sub- 
jects which  Your  Majesty  has  recommended  to 
our  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which  may 
be  submitted  to  us  ;  and  we  earnestly  trust  that, 
with  regard  to  these  and  all  other  matters  per- 
taining to  our  functions,  the  keeping  and 
guidance  of  Almighty  God  may  be  vouchsafed 

to  OS." 

Thr  Eabl  of  SCAEBROUGH  (who 
was  attired  in  a  Yeomanry  uniform) 
said :  My  Lords,  I  beg  to  socond  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  in  the 
few  remarks  I  have  to  make  I  must  ask 
your  Lordships  to  extend  to  mo  the  in- 
dulgence usually  granted  to  one  in  my 
position  addressing  your  Lordships' 
House  for  the  first  time.  In  tho  first 
place,  I  humbly  beg  to  give  expression 
to  the  very  groat  satisfaction  which  I 
feel,  and  which  I  am  convinced  is  felt 
not  merely  by  every  Member  of  the 
House,  but  throughout  the  whole  country, 
at  the  presence  of  Her  Majesty  at  the 
ceremonial  of  to-day ;  and  I  venture  to 
hope  that  on  further  occasions  of  the 
same  natiire  Her  Majesty  may  bo  en- 
abled and  may  see  fit  to  afford  similar 
cause  for  congratulation,  and  eo  receive 
fresh  proof  of  the  feelings  of  loyalty  and 
devotion  to  the  Crown  which  are  so 
deeply  rooted  in  the  hearts  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  and  which  always  find 
ready  expression  on  the  appearance  of 
Her  Majesty  in  person  among  her 
people. 

Your  Lordships  will  agree  that  tho 
{Speech  from  the  Throne  brings  to  the 
notice  of  Parliament  questions  of  the 
utmost  gravity  and  importance — ques- 
tions the  treatment  and  discussion  of 
which  I  may  say  without  exaggeration 
will  be  looked  forward  to  by  the  whole 
country  with  tho  utmost  anxiety;  and 
this  being  tho  case,  I  think  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  are  to  be  congratulated 
on  the  plain  and  bold  statement  of  the 
general  line  of  policy  they  intend  to 
pursue.  By  so  dearly  foreshadowing 
their  intentions,  they  enable  the  country 
the  more  readily  and  easily  to  compre- 
hend the  course  they  propose  to  take, 
and  thus  allay  to  a  great  extent  all  feel- 
ings of  uncertainty  which  may  have 
eziaftod,  and  at  the  same  time  tend  to 
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increase  public  confidence  in  their  ad- 
ministration of  affairs. 


In  reference  to  foreign  affairs  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  I  cannot  help  noticing 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  one 
great  advantage  over  tho  late  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect.  They  can  come 
and  meet  Parliament  with,  so  to  speak, 
a  clean  bill  of  health  in  respect  to  their 
management  of  affairs  abroad.  They 
have  had  dangers  to  encounter,  and 
difficulties  to  avoid  ;  but  they  have  no 
long  talc  of  disaster  and  defeat  to  ac- 
count for — no  disappointments  resulting 
from  an  unfortunate  foreign  policy  to 
explain  away.  In  proof  of  this,  your 
Lordships  will  observe  the  satisfactory 
reference  to  foreign  affairs  made  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  the  wel- 
come statement  that  the  relations  of 
this  country  with  Foreign  Powers  con- 
tinue to  be  of  a  friendly  character. 

In  respect  to  the  definition  of  tho 
Afghan  Frontier,  it  seems  to  me,  my 
Lords,  that  the  grave  cause  for  anxiety 
which  existed  last  summer  in  reference 
to  this  question  has  entirely  disappeared  ; 
and  I  look  upon  the  statement  that  the 
settlement  of  the  boundaries  of  the 
country  are  very  far  advanced  towards 
completion  as  an  assurance  of  tho 
continuance  of  the  peace  in  Central 
Asia. 

In  Eastern  Europe  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  conjunction  with  the 
other  Great  Powers,  have  been  success- 
ful in  their  endeavour  to  localize  the 
disturbances  which  have  broken  out, 
and  which  were  the  outcome  of  a  rising 
in  Eastern  Houmolia  owing  to  tho  wish 
of  the  inhabitants  to  come  under  the 
rule  of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria.  In  con- 
nection with  that  question,  I  must  say 
I  think  that,  in  coming  to  an  agreement 
with  Prince  Alexander,  the  Porte  is 
pursuing  a  very  wise  policy,  for  thereby 
the  Sultan  not  only  gains  a  very  useful 
Ally,  but  there  seems  to  be  every  reason 
to  hope  that  it  will  have  the  effect  of 
inducing  the  Government  of  Greece  and 
Servia  to  withdraw  from  the  somewhat 
adventiirous  policy  they  have  hitherto 
adopted. 

The  Convention  which  has  been  con- 
cluded between  this  country  and  the 
Porte  in  reference  to  Egypt  is,  I  think, 
of  more  importance  than  at  first  sight 
appears  ;  for  it  not  only  empowers  Her 
Majesty's   Government    to    assist   the 
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Khodive  in  the  establishment  of  a  Go- 
yernment  on  a  firm  and  satisfactory 
basis,  but  by  obtaining  the  direct  au- 
thority of  the  Sultan  it  appears  to  me 
to  very  materially  lesson  the  difficulties 
we  have  hitherto  had  to  contend  with  in 
dealing  with  a  race  of  people  who  are 
so  very  largely  influenced  by  a  religion 
different  from  our  own — the  religion  of 
which  the  Sultan,  as  we  know,  is  ac- 
knowledged the  head.  I  hope  that  the 
severe  lesson  administered  to  the  Arabs 
in  their  advance  northwards  by  our 
own  troops  on  the  frontier  may  give  the 
Khedive's  Government  time  and  oppor- 
tunity to  so  organize  and  develop  their 
own  resources  as  will  enable  them  ulti- 
mately to  cope  by  themselves  with  any 
dangers  that  may  threaten  them  from 
without. 

The  reference  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
to  recent  events  which  have  taken  place 
in  Burmah  gives  reason  for  the  annexa- 
tion of  that  country.  It  is  most  satis- 
factory to  note  that  the  restoration  of 
order,  and  the  gradual  settlement  of  the 
country,  is  progressing  smoothly  and 
quietly,  and  thattheloss  of  life  incurred 
by  our  troops  in  the  operations  which 
took  place  has  been  extremely  small.  I 
believe  that  the  Papers  on  this  subject 
about  to  be  laid  before  the  House  will 
show  that  in  assuming  control  over  that 
country  the  Government  have  only  done 
what  was  wise  and  necessary  under  the 
circumstances,  and  that  there  is  every 
reason  to  hope  that  one  immediate 
result  of  that  policy  will  be  a  very  large 
increase  to  our  trade  in  that  part  of  the 
world,  and  also  that  security  will  soon 
bo  afforded  to  merchants  and  others  who 
have  dealings  in  that  and  adjoining 
countries — a  security  which  did  not 
exist  while  the  country  was  under 
Native  rule.  It  seems  to  me  at  the 
present  time,  when  we  hear  so  much  of 
commercial  depression,  that  the  prospect 
of  the  opening  up  of  new  trade  routes 
towards  China  and  the  consequent  de- 
velopment of  trade  in  that  direction  is 
cause  for  very  great  satisfaction. 

The  mention  of  trade  brings  me  to  a 
clause  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  which 
cannot  bo  regarded  as  satisfactory — 
namely,  the  continued  deplorable  con* 
dition  of  trade  and  agriculture,  and  for 
which  it  seems  there  is  no  present 
remedy.  But  I  think,  by  at  once  insti- 
tuting an  inquiry  into  the  causes  and 
origin  of  this  depreBsion,  the  Govem- 
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ment  have  given  proof  of  their  anxiety 
to  grapple  with  the  question,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, put  an  end  to  the  present  lament- 
able state  of  affairs.  I  have  every  con- 
fidence, my  Lords,  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  do  their  utmost  in  this 
direction. 

The  measure  which  the  Government 
intend  to  introduce  to  facilitate  the  sale 
of  glebe  lands  will,  I  think,  if  passed, 
prove  a  great  boon  to  the  clergy,  for  it 
will  enable  them,  if  they  so  wish,  to  get 
rid  of  land,  which,  instead  of  being  a 
source  of  income,  has,  in  many  cases, 
become  an  encumbrance,  and  which,  by 
reason  of  their  position  as  clergjiuen, 
they  may  frequently  be  unable  to  turn 
to  the  best  account.  It  will  also  en- 
courage and  give  an  opening  to  those  of 
the  population  who  wish  to  become  pos- 
sessors of  allotments,  for  it  will  tend  to 
develop  the  system  by  throwing  land 
into  the  market  which  is,  as  a  rule, 
peculiarly  suitable  for  the  purpose. 

I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  ask  that  further  powers 
shall  bo  given  to  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners to  deal  with  the  j^resent  system 
of  railway  rates.  I  hope  some  means 
may  be  found  to  reduce  the  great  ad- 
vantage which  at  present  rests  with  the 
foreigner,  and  that  in  future  the  rating 
of  goods  may  be  regulated  more  on  a 
scale  in  accordance  with  the  distance  the 
goods  have  travelled,  and  so  far  render 
the  competition  between  ourselves  and 
the  foreigner  fair  and  equal  in  this 
respect. 

The  noble  Duke  who  moved  the 
Address  has  drawn  your  Lordships'  par- 
ticular attention  to  the  critical  state  of 
affairs  in  Ireland ;  and  I  will  not,  there- 
fore, revert  further  to  that  subject,  be- 
yond merely  expressing  my  earnest 
approval  of  the  terms  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  expressed  their  determi- 
nation firmly  and  unflinchingly  to  up- 
hold the  law  and  protect  life  in  that 
country ;  and  it  is  most  satisfactory  to 
gather,  as  I  do  from  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  that  no  amount  of 
threats  or  pressure  put  upon  them  by 
the  Separatist  Party  will  induce  the 
Government  to  alter  in  the  slightest 
degree  their  resolution  to  set  their  faces 
resolutely  against  any  line  of  action  that 
may  tend  to  weaken  the  foundation  on 
which  the  Union  of  the  two  countries  is 
based ;  and,  further,  that  they  will  up- 
hold that  Union  at  whatever  cost.    My 
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Lords,  1  heartily  approve  of  that  policy, 
and  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  it  expresses 
the  general  feeling  and  common  sense  of 
both  countries. 

It  is  apparent  to  me  that  it  is  impos- 
aible  to  forestall  with  any  degree  of 
certainty  at  all  what  courso  events  may 
take  politically  during  the  next  few 
months,  or  even  weeks ;  but  of  this  I 
Uiiak  there  is  no  doubt—that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  have  an  undivided 
Party  at  their  back.  They  are  not 
harassed  by  divided  counsels.  They  in- 
tend, I  trust,  to  carry  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  affairs  so  long  as  they  may  be 
able,  and  so  long  as  they  deem  it  expe- 
dient for  the  good  of  the  country  that 
they  should  do  so.  I  therefore  think  it 
is  not  unreasonable  to  hope  that,  with  a 
display  of  moderation  and  forbearance 
on  all  sides,  and  an  absence  of  all  factious 
opposition,  the  Government  may  be  en- 
abled, to  carry  out  its  policy,  and,  in 
spite  of  many  difficulties,  to  accomplish 
much  good  and  useful  work  during  the 
Session.  I  venture  further  to  hope  that 
this  the  first  Session  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, which  by  reason  of  the  great 
measure  of  Eeform  recently  passed  may 
be  expected  to  express  more  accurately 
than  ever  before  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  may  be  charac- 
terized by  a  determination  on  all  sides 
to  deal  with  the  questions  of  national 
and  vital  importance  which  will  speedily 
come  before  them  in  the  broadest  pos- 
sible spirit,  irrespective  of  Party  con- 
siderations, and  having  for  their  one 
aim  and  object,  always  before  them,  the 
welfare  and  prosperity  of  the  country 
and  the  unity  of  the  Empire.  I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion  that  an  humble  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  Her  Majesty. — 
[^See  paffe  42.] 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  offer  my  congratulations  to  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  upon  his  having 
had  the  good  fortune,  of  which  I  have 
had  my  share  during  the  past  five  years, 
to  secure  twro  noble  Peers  to  do  what 
seems  an  easy,  but  which  is  really  a 
difficult  thing — namely,  to  move  and 
second  the  Address  in  answer  to  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  Though,  of 
coarse,  I  do  not  particularly  like  the 
criticisms  which  they  pass  on  my  con- 
dnet  of  foreign  affairs  during  the  last 
Administration,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  cordial  reception  given  to  their 
speeches  appears  to  me  to  be  fully  de- 


served. I  entirely  agree  with  what  the 
noble  Earl  who  seconded  the  Address 
stated  as  to  the  satisfaction  which  we 
all  feel  that,  notwithstanding  the  severe 
character  of  the  weather,  Her  Majesty 
was  able  to  open  the  new  Parliament  in 
person.  I  believe  it  was  a  most  auspi- 
cious moment  for  Her  Majesty  "to  do  so 
after  the  great  Reform  Bill  joined  in  by 
both  political  Parties,  which  has  ex- 
tended, and  I  believe  strengthened,  the 
bases  of  our  representative  institutions. 
I  own  I  am  not  a  little  surprised  that  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  there  is 
no  allusion  to  the  return  by  greatly  en- 
larged constituencies  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  My  Lords,  short 
as  the  Recess  was,  grave  events  have 
occurred  at  home  and  abroad ;  and  before 
I  refer  to  them  I  am  sure  your  Lord- 
ships will  allow  me  to  express  my  sor- 
row at  the  numerous  losses  which  this 
House  itself  has  sustained.  I  remem- 
ber no  time  so  short  when  the  losses 
have  been  so  numerous.  It  is  impossible 
that  a  great  Assembly  like  this  should 
not  feel  the  void  created  by  the  death  of 
three  public  men  of  such  high  character 
as  the  Duke  of  Somerset,  the  Duke  of 
Abercorn,  and  Lord  Halifax ;  of  an 
eminent  and  successful  philanthropist, 
such  as  Lord  Shaftesbury;  of  such  a 
popular  man  of  letters  as  Lord  Hough- 
ton, and  of  such  distinguished  Pre- 
lates as  those  who  have  passed  away 
from  us,  and  also  of  two  brothers,  one  a 
most  brilliant  soldier  (Lord  Strathnaim), 
and  the  other  a  valued  and  esteemed 
servant  of  this  House  (Sir  William 
Rose).  It  may  be  convenient  that  I 
should  repeat  the  statement  which,  as 
long  as  I  can  remember,  *^has  been  made 
by  the  occupant  of  the  seat  from  which 
I  have  risen — namely,  that  I  have  no 
intention  of  moving  any  Amendment  on 
this  occasion,  and  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  dispense  with  my  giving  the 
obvious  reasons  which  have  been  so 
often  given  why  I  should  not  take  that 
course.  I  sometimes  felt  that  it  was  an 
act  of  some  self-restraint  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  to  follow  that  custom ;  but  I 
own  that  I  feel  it  a  great  relief  to  be 
able  to  avail  myself  of  it  when  I  regard 
the  immense  majority  arrayed  against 
me.  But  even  with  this  majority  the 
noble  Marquess  does  not  seem  to  be 
perfectly  satisfied,  for  he  has  added  to 
it  an  average  of  one  Peer  and  a  third 
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per  month  ;  and  if  he  remains  in  Office 
the  10  years  which  he  once  intimated, 
wo  shall  have  160  excellent  new  Conser- 
vative Peers  to  help  us  in  our  work. 
I  do  not  intend  to  delay  your  Lordships. 
As  to  the  dejiression  in  trade  and  agri- 
culture, I  do  not  projiose  to  say  anything 
against  the  statement  in  the  lioyal 
Speech.  It  does  not  remove  the  melan- 
choly fact  that  this  depression  eecms 
common  to  all  countries  in  the  world. 
I  read  at  tho  end  of  last  Session  a  rather 
sanguine  letter  from  tho  noble  Marquess 
— which  he  had  directed  to  be  written — 
in  which  he  assured  his  correspondent 
that  there  was  every  prospect  under  a 
Conservative  Government  that  there 
would  be  a  return  of  commercial  pro- 
sperity before  the  end  of  the  year.  [The 
Marquess  of  Sausluky  dissented.]  The 
noble  Marquess  shakos  his  head,  and  I 
think  it  is  very  possible  indeed  that  he 
did  not  write  the  letter  himself,  but  one 
of  his  numerous  Private  Secretaries. 
With  regard  to  the  measures  promised 
in  the  Speech,  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  refer  to  their  objects  in  detail. 
The  value  of  these  objects  will  entirely 
depend  upon  the  way  in  which  they  are 
treated  in  the  Bills,  and  wo  cannot 
judgo  of  their  merits  until  the  measures 
are  actually  before  us.  I  am  anxious  to 
refer  to  the  numerous  and  lengthy  para- 
graphs with  regard  to  foreign  affairs.  I 
have  seen  what  looks  like  a  Foreign 
Office  eommuniqui  in  The  Times  of  this 
morning.  I  am  Eorry  I  have  not  had 
time  to  read  it ;  but  if  I  had,  perhaps  it 
would  have  prevented  mo  committing 
some  blunders  in  stating  my  views. 
There  is  one  omission  which  I  ex- 
pected. It  was  rumoured  the  other 
day  tliat  Samoa  had  been  annexed  by 
the  German  Government.  Wo  all  know 
tho  interest  which  Germany  has  in  that 
island  ;  but  I  felt  sure  when  I  saw 
the  statement  that  it  was  not  a  fact,  or 
that  it  had  been  done  by  an  individual 
officer,  and  would  bo  disowned  by 
the  German  Chancellor.  I  am  glad  to 
learn  that  that  is  tho  case.  Tho  next 
point  on  which  I  wish  to  congratulate 
tho  noble  Marquess  is  tho  arrangement 
between  England,  Germany,  and  Spain 
with  regard  to  the  Caroline  Islands ;  I 
consider  that  a  good,  satisfactory,  and 
sensible  arrangement.  I  must  also  con- 
gratulate him  as  to  the  arrangement  with 
France  on  the  subject  of  the  Nowfound- 
lemd  fisheries.    I  felt  sure  that  a  proper 
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settlement  would  be  arrived  at  under 
Sir  Clare  Ford  and  Mr.  Pennell  Ford, 
who  have  for  nearly  three  years  con- 
ducted the  negotiations  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  other  question  relates  to  Bur- 
mah.  The  reference  in  tho  Eoyal  Speech 
to  Burmah  is  tho  longest  and  most  argu- 
mentative paragraph  I  have  ever  seen 
in  a  Speech  from  the  Throne.  T  do  not 
know  whether  it  indicates  that  there  are 
any  doubts  in  the  mind  of  the  noblo 
Marquess  as  to  what  has  been  done. 
There  were  good  reasons  why  tho  Go- 
vernment should  not  have  been  precipi- 
tate ;  but  the  fact  that  the  act  was  carried 
out  by  Lord  Dufferin  strengthens  the 
Government  very  much  in  the  course 
they  have  taken.  Nothwithstanding  tho 
length  of  tho  paragraph,  it  would  bo 
satisfactory  if  the  noble  Marquess  would 
give  us  a  few  more  details  as  to  this 
business.  As  to  what  constituted  tho 
casus  hellij  and  what  have  been  tho 
reasons  for  annexation  and  against  a 
Protectorate,  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Eipon)  made  some  observations 
some  time  ago  not  approving  tho  course 
taken ;  and  during  the  last  few  days  many 
persons  of  great  oxpericnco  and  know- 
ledge have  expressed  doubts  whether  tho 
commercial  advantages  alluded  to  are 
likely  to  be  as  great  as  expected,  and 
whether  there  will  not  bo  administrativo 
and  pohtical  disadvantages  and  a  drain 
of  money  and  men  from  India — a  drain 
which  is  exactly  what  India  should  net 
be  called  upon  at  this  timo  to  undergo. 
I  trust,  however,  these  apprehensions  will 
not  be  realized.  Then,  as  to  tho  posi- 
tion of  Afghanistan,  I  am  glad  that  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  have  been  ablo 
to  announce  what  appears  to  bo  a  final 
settlement.  Just  before  we  left  Office 
we  had  communications  from  the  Eussian 
Government  stating  the  agreement  and 
understanding  at  which  we  had  arrived. 
This  seemed  to  us  to  be  a  limited  and 
restricted  i>roposal ;  but  I  was  assured 
by  tho  Eussian  Ambassador  that  the 
answer  was  meant  to  be  an  agreement 
with  us.  Tho  adverse  vote  in  the  House 
of  Commons  was  taken  the  next  day, 
our  resignation  was  announced  the  day 
after,  and  a  subsequent  communication 
from  the  Eussian  Government,  whether 
post  hoc  ov propter  hoc^  arrived,  declining 
to  accept  our  interpretation.  Since  tht  n 
both  Governments  have,  by  mutual  con- 
cessions, arrived  at  an  agreement  at 
which  I  shall  not  cavil,  if  the  Govern- 
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aient  have  been  advised  that  it  is  a  suf- 
ficient lino,  and  if  Lord  Dufferin  and 
the  Ameer  are  of  the  same  opinion. 
Next,  witli  regard  to  the  subject  of 
Egypt,  and  tlie  Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff,  I  must  bo  allowed  to  say 
that  there  were  some  obvious  objoctions 
to  that  appointment.  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  is  a  very  clever  man ;  he  is 
a  man  of  tbo  world  ;  he  has  done  good 
service  in  Koumelia  in  preparing  the 
Constitution,  which  I  believe  is  only 
too  elaborate.  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
succeeded  in  negotiating  an  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention  on  the  subject 
of  Egypt.  Now,  wo  were  always  of 
opinion  that  it  was  desirable  in  the  in- 
terests of  Egypt  to  remain  connected 
with  the  Turkish  Empire,  with  the 
guarantee  that  that  Empire  enjoys  from 
Europe.  We  always  thought  it  right  to 
pay  every  mark  of  respect  and  honour  to 
the  present  Sultan  as  Sovereign  of  tbo 
country.  We  thought  also  that  it  was 
most  desirable  to  come  into  communica- 
tion with  the  Turkish  Government  with 
regard  to  the  best  mode  of  establishing 
an  Army  in  Egypt,  which  should  not 
affect  the  independence  of  Egypt,  or 
the  safety  of  the  Khedive.  What  we 
were  above  all  very  shy  of  was  to  allow 
the  Sultan  to  interfere  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  finances  of  Egypt.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  appear  to  have 
boon  more  easy  on  these  points,  and 
by  this  means  obtained  the  Conven- 
tion ;  but  I  am  afraid  that,  up  to  this 
time,  the  Anglo-Turkish  Convention  has 
not  had  much  effect.  There  is  another 
question  alluded  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  to  which  both  the  Mover 
and  the  Seconder  of  the  Address  have 
referred — I  mean  with  regard  to  the 
Balkan  Provinces.  Four  months  ago  the 
revolution  at  Pbilippopolis,  conducted 
with  skill  and  decision,  astonished 
Europe ;  not  that  people  were  unpre- 
pared to  believe  that  the  fictitious  separa- 
tion of  those  Provinces  by  the  Berlin 
Treaty  was  likely  to  come  to  a  very  early 
end,  and  there  was  subsequent  evidence 
that  that  attempt  would  be  made  ;  still 
at  the  precise  moment  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  revolution  was  a  surprise. 
I  have  an  idea  that  if  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  remained  in  power  we  should 
have  heard  a  great  many  complaints. 
We  should  have  been  told  that  we  were 
too  late  io  prevent  nnnecessarv  effusion 
of  Bulgarian  and  Servian  blood,  and 


that  we  had  not  succeeded  in  obtaining 
the  co-operation  of  European  Powers  in 
time.  Since  the  noble  Marquess  made 
his  declaration  at  Newport  with  refer- 
ence to  his  policy  in  Bulgaria  and  Rou- 
melia — I  will  not  examine  too  closely 
into  the  consistency  of  some  of  the  argu- 
ments he  used— we  have  seen  an  official 
despatch  to  Rome  on  the  subject,  and  I 
must  point  out  that  there  is  a  great  dif- 
ference in  the  policy  which  was  an- 
nounced at  Newport  and  the  policy  laid 
down  in  the  despatch.  The  result, 
however,  of  the  revolution  and  the  sub- 
sequent war  between  Servia  and  Bul- 
garia has  been  to  constitute  a  great 
military  and  political  position  for  the 
Prince  of  Bulgaria  and  almost  financial 
ruin  to  Greece,  Turkey,  Servia,  and  the 
Provinces  themselves.  Now,  I  hope  that 
what  can  be  done  will  be  done  to  effect  a 
satisfactory  settlement,  and  that  the  noble 
Marquess  may  be  able  to  assure  us  that 
peace  may  be  assured  at  an  early  date. 
And  now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to  that  part 
of  the  Queen's  Speech  which  was  so 
ably  dealt  with  by  the  noble  Duke — 
I  refer  to  the  subject  of  Ireland.  I  do 
not  know  if  the  noble  Marquess  will 
excuse  me  if  I  say  that  the  two  para- 
graphs on  this  subject  are  drawn  in 
somewhat  vague  and  involved  language. 
I  do  not  believe  that  these  are  the  words 
that  were  first  drafted  by  so  excellent  a 
writer  as  the  noble  Marquess.  To  me  the 
paragraph  looks  much  more  as  if  it  were 
the  combined  literary  effort  of  a  Cabinet 
declared  to  be  united,  but  possibly,  on 
this  occasion,  not  exactly  of  the  same 
mind  and  view.  I  see  in  The  Times  of 
this  morning  references  to  the  prece- 
dents of  1833  and  1834  in  the  time  of 
Lord  Grey.  In  1833  Ireland  was  in  the 
most  fearful  state — much  more  fearful 
than  it  has  ever  been  since  that  timo 
till  the  present  moment.  Lord  Grey's 
policy  in  that  crisis  may  have  been  good, 
or  it  may  have  been  bad ;  but,  at  all 
events,  it  was  a  strong  policy  expressed 
in  very  clear  and  decisive  language. 
He  proposed  the  strongest  Coercion  Bill 
that  has  ever  been  applied  to  Ireland 
in  modern  years,  accompanying  that 
with  a  declaration  as  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  Union.  In  the  Speech  before  us, 
however,  we  have  an  abstract  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  Union  ;  but  there  is  not 
the  slightest  declaration  as  to  how  it  is 
to  be  maintained.  And  with  regard  to 
precautionary  measures  to  strengthen 
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iho  hands  of  tho  Goyernmont,  that  is 
put  entirely  in  a  conditional  and  hypo- 
thetical manner.  As  to  any  measures 
of  a  conciliatory  character,  it  is  put  in 
this  form— not  that  the  Government 
have  got  a  measure,  but  that  they  are 
preparing  a  measure  which  may  come  on 
after  Procedure  and  after  Local  Govern- 
mont  in  England  have  been  dealt  witb. 
Now,  my  Lords,  to  every  one  of  your 
Lordships,  I  suppose,  the  state  of  Ire- 
land has  been  a  nightmare  for  some 
months  past,  if  tbut  term  can  be  ap2)Iied 
to  a  subject  that  has  occupied  our 
thoughts  by  day  as  well  as  by  night. 
I  have  no  official  knowledge.  All  that 
I  havo  gathered  about  Ireland  is  from 
private  correspondence,  from  news- 
papers, and  from  private  conversation. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  impression 
is  completely  confirmed  by  the  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Duke  when  ho  moved 
the  Address  this  evening.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  statement  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  is  a  gloomy  description  of  Ire- 
land. But  if  things  in  this  world  go 
by  comparison,  I  say  it  is  positively 
cheerful  in  comparison  with  the  black 
descriptions  we  havo  had  about  that 
country  from  so  many  sources.  I  can- 
not help  feeling  grateful  as  an  indi- 
vidual that  I  havo  no  share  in,  or  re- 
sponsibility with,  the  Government  at 
tnis  moment.  That  responsibility  was 
immensely  increased  by  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  adopted 
when  they  formed  a  Government.  Va- 
rious reasons  were  given  for  that  policy. 
It  was  announced  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess that  it  was  impossible  to  strengthen 
tne  hands  of  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  order  in  Ireland, 
because  you  had  lately  extended  the 
franchise  in  Ireland.  Why,  you  might 
just  as  well  say  that,  because  the  con- 
stituencies in  England  and  Scotland  had 
been  largely  increased,  therefore  you 
might  do  away  with  the  laws  against 
murder  or  arson.  In  the  House  of 
Commons  the  reason  put  forward  was 
a  very  different  one.  The  Leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons  put  it  entirely 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Government, 
and  said  that,  after  careful  deliberation 
and  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  they  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  renewal  of  excep- 
tional powers  was  not  required.  Speak- 
ing, I  think,  at  Sheffield,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 

Earl  Qranvilh 


Randolph  Churchill)  said  that,  before 
taking  Office,  a  decision  had  been  como  to 
by  the  noble  Marquess  and  a  few  of  his 
political  Friends,  subject  to  any  official 
information  he  might  subsequently  re- 
ceive, to  form  a  Government  which 
would  dispense  with  all  repressive  legis- 
lation for  Ireland.  That  decision  was 
very  well  received  by  all  classes  in  this 
country ;  and  such  a  decision  was  sure 
to  be  well  received  when  a  Government, 
on  their  own  responsibility,  state  that 
they  think  such  a  course  can  bo  safely 
followed.  The  noble  Lord  added  that 
the  Irish  Peers  sitting  in  this  House, 
when  they  heard  that  announcement  of 
policy,  were  perfectly  silent;  and  ho 
mentioned  tho  sources  from  which  tho 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land was  received.  I  see  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  taking  notes. 
The  noble  Lord  referred  to  him,  in  terms 
which  I  entirely  endoreo,  as  being  the 
most  experienced,  wise,  and  cautious,  of 
modern  Irishmen.  Well,  the  noble 
Marquess  formed  a  Government,  Par- 
liament met,  and  day  by  day  *' Boy- 
cotting'*  increased,  and  still  continued 
to  increase.  The  noble  Marquess  said 
publicly  at  Newport  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, there  was  no  law  which  could  bo 
applied  to  that  offence,  and  that  it  was 
a  thing  which  would  find  its  own  level. 
That  was  an  encouragement  to  **  Boy- 
cotters  '*  when  they  found  that  nothing 
could  be  done  ;  and  now  the  question  is. 
What  have  the  Government  in  view  at 
the  present  moment  ?  Are  they  able,  or 
are  they  not  ablo,  to  say  whether,  by 
enforcing  the  law,  they  can  put  an  end 
to  the  state  of  things  described  by  the 
noble  Duke  ?  They  must  have  mado 
up  their  minds  by  this  time.  I  pre- 
sume that  during  the  past  six  months 
they  have  been  exercising  their  powers 
to  put  an  end  to  this  state  of  things  ; 
and  if  they  havo  not  succeeded  in 
putting  an  end  to  it,  what  possible  good 
is  there  in  saying  that  if  they  get  cer- 
tain information,  and  if  certain  circum- 
stances arise,  they  have  no  doubt  Par- 
liament will  be  willing  to  give  them 
the  necessary  powers?  Is  this  the 
proper  manner  of  dealing  with  a  vital 
question?  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
described  tho  condition  of  Ireland  when 
the  late  Government  left  Office,  and  I 
cannot  conceive  a  greater  compliment 
than  he  paid  to  my  noble  Friend  near 
mo  (Earl  Spencer).    He  described  the 
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itite  of  Ireland  as  ezoellent;  he  said 
fiiat  ibe  diminution  of  orioie  was  most 
gratifying^  and  that  crime  was  de- 
ereasing  every  day,  and  he  said,  further, 
that  Ireland  was  almost  in  a  state  of 
normal  quiet.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  in  a  state  of  normal  quiot ;  but, 
at  all  events,  its  condition  was  a  very 
great  contrast  indeed  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land as  it  is  at  the  present  moment. 
8ince  then  we  have  heard  of  the  resig- 
nation of  Lord  Camaryon,  who,  I 
regret,  is  not  here  to-day.  It  api)ear8 
that  while  the  noble  Marquess  spoke 
cheerfully  of  a  long  tenure  of  Office  the 
noble  Earl  seem  to  have  calculated  that 
dx  months  would  be  sufficient  to  hold 
one  of  the  most  responsible  positions 
under  the  Crown.  Lord  Carnarvon  was 
to  be  exactly  six  months— and  no  longer 
— ^Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  Well, 
then,  why  was  his  resignation  announced 
only  three  or  four  days  before  the  meet- 
ing of  Parliament,  and  how  was  it  that 
the  Government  had  no  plan  for  re- 
placing him  ?  And  the  difficulty  became 
the  greater  to  my  mind  when  I  saw  the 
statement  that  the  Chief  Secretary  also 
had  resigned.  That  statement  remained 
uncontradicted  for  a  time,  and  then  it 
was  stated  not  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  resigned,  but  that  the 
report  was  premature.  That  does  not 
enlighten  us  as  to  the  means  by  which 
order  and  peace  would  be  re-established 
in  Ireland.  The  whole  thing  seems  to 
be  in  a  state  of  chaos.  Then  take  an- 
other point.  Great  hopes  were  held  out 
to  Ireland  of  concessions.  On  the  9th 
of  November  the  noble  Marquess  spoke 
of  large  organic  changes.  He  did  not 
refer  to  little  questions,  such  as  he  is 
contemplating  now — namely,  the  trans- 
fer of  duties  from  one  set  of  men  to 
another  —  which,  as  I  know,  is  en- 
tirely repudiated  alike  by  Loyalists 
and  Pamellites  in  Ireland ;  but  he 
talked  of  great  organic  changes.  He 
said — 

*<  With  regard  to  large  organic  questions  I 
hare  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  have  said.  The 
traditions  of  our  Party  are  known.  The  inte- 
grity of  the  Empire  is  more  precious  to  us  than 
any  posaeMion  that  we  can  have.  TVe  are  bound 
by  motives  not  only  of  expediency,  not  only  of 
legal  principle,  bat  by  motives  of  honour  to 

{>rotect  the  minority,  if  such  exist,  who  have 
alien  into  unpopularity  and  danger  because 
they  have  followed,  or  been  the  instruments  of, 
the  policy  England  has  deliberately  elected  to 
pursue ;  and  within  those  lines  every  English 
Government,  and  I  will  say  the  present  Govern- 


ment, is  bound  to  do  all  that  it  possibly  can  to 
give  prosperity,  contentment,  and  happiness  to 
the  Irish  people," 

What  was  the  efifect  of  that  declaration 
of  the  noble  Marquess  ?  The  majority 
of  the  Irish  electors  voted  for  the  Con- 
servative Party,  to  whose  principles 
they  were  opposed;  and  was  it  to  be 
thought  that  they  were  not  influenced 
by  that  declaration  ?  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Government  have  no  policy. 
They  have  put  into  the  mouth  of  the 
Queen  a  statement  that  the  Legislative 
Union  is  to  be  maintained;  but  they 
give  us  no  inkling  whatever  how  that 
Union  is  to  be  maintained.  They  leave 
us  practically  without  any  knowledge 
what  they  will  do  if  things  in  Ireland 
go  on  as  at  present,  or  by  what  method 
they  intend  to  conciliate  the  Irish 
people.  Lord  Carnarvon,  speaking  on 
the  30th  December,  1880,  said — 

'*  I  will  not  disguise  my  opinion  that  the  first 
and  paramount  duty  which  a  civilized  Govern- 
ment owes  to  its  people  is  the  enforcement  of 
law  and  order  ;  for  law  and  order  are  the  first 
reasons  for  which  Kings  reign  and  Parliaments 
are  assembled,  and  civilized  communities  exist ; 
and  when  life  and  property  are  not  safe  I  fail 
to  see  what  useful  purpose  a  Government 
fulfils.'' 

These  are  not  my  words,  but  with  some 
addition  I  could  readily  adopt  them. 
They  are  the  words  of  Lord  Carnarvon 
rebuking  Mr.  Bright  for  advising  con- 
ciliation. What  we  want  to  know  is, 
what  is  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY,  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
(Prime  Minister)  :  My  first  duty,  my 
Lords,  before  replying  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville),  is  to  ex- 
press how  heartily  I  feel  with  him  in  the 
happy  and  eloquent  eulogy  which  he 
passed  on  the  Members  this  House  has 
lately  lost.  He  is  right  in  saying  that 
we  have  never,  as  far  as  my  memory 
serves,  had  to  deplore  so  many  losses, 
or  to  feci  so  great  and  so  keen  an  in- 
terest in  the  rising  talent  in  this  House, 
which  may  bo  called  upon  to  replace  the 
gifts  of  those  now  unhappily  absent. 
My  Lords,  the  speeches  which  we  have 
heard  from  my  two  noble  Friends  behind 
me  encourages  us  in  the  hope  that  we 
shall  not  look  in  vain  to  that  source  of 
supply.  The  noble  Earl  the  Seconder 
of  the  Address  is  absolutely  new  to 
Parliamentary  life.  I  am  sure  those 
who  heard  him  will  feel  that  he  brings 
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has  given  expression  to  the  desire  of  the  in-  [  under  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  has  been  brought 


habitants  for  a  change  in  the  political  arrange- 
ments under  which  they  were  placed  by  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  and  that  Your  Majesty's 
object,  in  the  negotiations  which  have  followed, 
has  been  to  bring  them,  according  to  their 
wish,  under  the  rule  of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria, 
while  maintaining  unimpaired  the  essential 
rights  of  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Sultan. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  under  a  Convention  concluded  with  the 
Ottoman  Porte,  .  Commissioners  have  been 
appointed  on  behalf  of  England  and  Turkey 
to  confer  with  His  Highness  the  Khedive,  and 
to  report  upon  the  measures  required  for  secur- 
ing the  defence  of  Eg^t  and  the  stability  and 
efficiency  of  the  government  in  that  country. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that,  greatly  to  your  regret,  Your 
Majesty  was  compelled,  in  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber, to  declare  war  against  Theebaw,  the  King 
of  Ava;  that  acts  of  hostility  on  his  part 
against  your  subjects  and  the  interests  of  your 
Empire  had,  since  his  accession,  been  deliberate 
and  continuous ;  that  these  had  necessitated  the 
withdrawal  of  your  Representative  from  his 
Court ;  and  that  your  demands  for  redress  were 
systematically  evaded  and  disregarded.  We 
thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us  that  an 
attempt  to  confiscate  the  property  of  your  sub- 
jects trading  under  agreement  in  his  dominions, 
and  a  refusal  to  settle  the  dispute  by  arbitra- 
tion, convinced  Your  Majesty  that  the  protec- 
tion of  British  life  and  property,  and  the  cessa- 
tion of  dangerous  anarchy  in  Upper  Burmah» 
could  only  be  effected  by  force  of  arms.  We 
learn  with  satisfaction  that  the  gallantry  of 
Yoor  Majesty's  European  and  Indian  forces, 
under  Lieutenant-General  Sir  Harry  Prender- 
gast,  rapidly  brought  the  country  under  your 
power,  and  we  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for 
informing  us  that  Your  Majesty  has  decided  that 
the  most  certain  method  of  insuring  peace  and 
order  in  those  regions  is  to  be  found  in  the 
permanent  incorporation  of  the  Kingdom  of 
Ava  with  your  Empire. 

"  We  thankTYour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  time  which  has  elapsed  since  Your 
Majesty  assumed  the  direct  government  of  India 
makes  it  desirable  that  the  operation  of  the 
Statutes  by  which  that  change  was  effected 
Bhoold  be  carefully  investigated,  and  for  com- 
mending this  important  matter  to  our  earnest 
attention. 

**  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  a  protracted 
negotiation  respecting  the  rightf  of  the  Re- 
public of  France  on  the  coasti  of  Newfoundland 


to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  by  an  Agreement 
which  will  be  laid  before  us,  and  before  the 
Legislature  of  Newfoundland  as  soon  as  it 
assembles ;  and  that  an  Agreement  has  also 
been  made  with  Spain,  securing  to  this  country 
all  commercial  rights  granted  to  Germany  in  the 
Caroline  Islands. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  our  consent  will  bo  asked  to 
legislative  measures  rendered  necessary  by  a 
Convention  on  the  subject  of  International 
Copyright  to  which  Your  Majesty  has  agreed. 

"  Wo  learn  with  regret  that  no  material  im- 
provement can  be  noted  in  the  condition  of  trade 
or  agriculture,  and  we  thank  Your  Majesty  for 
informing  us  that  Your  Majesty  feels  the 
deepest  sympathy  for  the  great  number  of  per- 
sons, in  many  vocations  of  life,  who  are  suffer- 
ing under  a  pressure,  which  Your  Majesty  trusts 
will  prove  to  be  transient. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
formnig  us  that  Your  Majesty  has  seen  with 
deep  sorrow  the  renewal,  since  Your  Majesty 
last  addressed  us,  of  the  attempt  to  excite  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  hostility  against  the  Legis- 
lative Union  between  that  country  and  Great 
Britain ;  that  Your  Majesty  is  resolutely 
opposed  to  any  disturbance  of  that  fundamental 
law,  and  that,  in  resisting  it.  Your  Majesty  is 
convinced  that  Your  Majesty  will  be  heartily 
supported  by  your  Parliament  and  your  people. 

"  Wo  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  social  no  less  than  the  matcrail  condi- 
tion of  that  country  engages  your  anxious  atten- 
tion ;  that  although  there  has  been  during  the 
last  year  no  maiked  increase  of  serious  crime, 
there  is  in  many  places  a  concerted  resistance  to 
the  enforcement  of  legal  obligations ;  and  that 
Your  Majesty  regrets  that  the  practice  of 
organized  intimidation  continues  to  exist.  We 
humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  ua 
that  Your  Majesty  has  caused  every  exertion  to 
be  used  for  the  detection  and  punishment  of 
these  crimes ;  that  no  effort  will  be  spared  on  the 
part  of  your  Government  to  protect  your  Iriah 
subjects  in  the  exercise  of  their  legal  rights  and 
the  enjoyment  of  individual  liberty ;  and  that 
if,  as  your  information  leads  Your  Migwty  to 
apprehend,  the  existing  provisions  of  the  law 
should  prove  to  be  inadequate  to  cope  with  these 
growing  evils,  Your  Majesty  looks  with  confi- 
dence to  our'willingness  to  invest  your  Gorem- 
ment  with  all  necessary  powers. 

"  We  join  with  Your  Migesty  in  trusting  that 
results  beneficial  to  the  cause  of  education  may 


45 


Majesty^ 8  Most 


iasae  from  a  Boyal  CommiBsion  which  Yoar 
Majesty  has  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Education  Acts. 
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We  humbly  assure  your  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  sub- 
jects which  Your  Majesty  has  recommended  to 
our  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which  may 
be  submitted  to  us ;  and  we  earnestly  trust  that, 
with  regard  to  these  and  all  other  matters  per- 
taining to  our  functions,  the  keeping  and 
guidance  of  Almighty  God  may  bo  vouchsafed 


to  us. 


ft 


Thb  Eabl  of  SCAEBROUGH  (who 
was  attired  in  a  Yeomanry  uaiform) 
said:  My  Lords,  I  beg  to  second  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  in  the 
few  remarks  I  have  to  make  I  must  ask 
your  Lordships  to  extend  to  me  the  in- 
dulgence usually  granted  to  one  in  my 
position  addressing  your  Lordships' 
House  for  the  first  time.  In  the  first 
place,  I  humbly  beg  to  give  expression 
to  the  very  great  satisfaction  which  I 
feel,  and  which  I  am  convinced  is  felt 
not  merely  by  every  Member  of  the 
House,  but  throughout  the  whole  country, 
at  the  presence  of  Her  Majesty  at  the 
ceremonial  of  to-day ;  and  I  venture  to 
hope  that  on  further  occasions  of  the 
same  nature  Her  Majesty  may  be  en- 
abled and  may  see  fit  to  afford  similar 
cause  for  congratulation,  and  so  receive 
fresh  proof  of  the  feelings  of  loyalty  and 
devotion  to  the  Crown  which  are  so 
deeply  rooted  in  the  hearts  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  and  which  always  find 
ready  expression  on  the  appearance  of 
Her  Majesty  in  person  among  her 
people. 

Your  Lordships  will  agree  that  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  brings  to  the 
notice  of  Parliament  questions  of  the 
utmost  gravity  and  importance — ques- 
tions the  treatment  and  discussion  of 
which  I  may  say  without  exaggeration 
will  be  looked  forward  to  by  the  whole 
country  with  the  utmost  anxiety;  and 
this  being  the  case,  I  think  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  are  to  be  congratulated 
on  the  plain  and  bold  statement  of  the 
general  line  of  policy  they  intend  to 
pursue.  By  so  clearly  foreshadowiug 
their  intentions,  they  enable  the  country 
the  more  readily  and  easily  to  compre- 
hend the  course  they  propose  to  take, 
and  thus  allay  to  a  great  extent  all  feel- 
ings of  uncertainty  which  may  have 
and  at  the  same  time  tend  to 
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increase  public  confidence  in  their  ad- 
ministration of  affairs. 

In  reference  to  foreign  affairs  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  I  cannot  help  noticing 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  one 
great  advantage  over  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect.  They  can  come 
and  meet  Parliament  with,  so  to  speak, 
a  clean  bill  of  health  in  respect  to  their 
management  of  affairs  abroad.  They 
have  had  dangers  to  encounter,  and 
difficulties  to  avoid ;  but  they  have  no 
long  talc  of  disaster  and  defeat  to  ac- 
count for — no  disappointments  resulting 
from  an  unfortunate  foreign  policy  to 
explain  away.  Li  proof  of  this,  your 
Lordships  wUl  observe  the  satisfactory 
reference  to  foreign  affairs  made  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throre,  and  the  wel- 
come statement  that  the  relations  of 
this  country  with  Foreign  Powers  con- 
tinue to  be  of  a  friendly  character. 

Li  respect  to  the  definition  of  the 
Afghan  Frontier,  it  seems  to  me,  my 
Lords,  that  the  grave  cause  for  anxiety 
which  existed  last  summer  in  reference 
to  this  question  has  entirely  disappeared  ; 
and  I  look  upon  the  statement  that  the 
settlement  of  the  boundaries  of  the 
country  are  very  far  advanced  towards 
completion  as  an  assurance  of  the 
continuance  of  the  peace  in  Central 
Asia. 

In  Eastern  Europe  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  conjunction  with  the 
other  Great  Powers,  have  been  success- 
ful in  their  endeavour  to  localize  the 
disturbances  which  have  broken  out, 
and  which  were  the  outcome  of  a  rising 
in  Eastern  Boumelia  owing  to  the  wish 
of  the  inhabitants  to  come  under  the 
rule  of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria.  In  con- 
nection with  that  question,  I  must  say 
I  think  that,  in  coming  to  an  agreement 
with  Prince  Alexander,  the  Porte  is 
pursuing  a  very  wise  policy,  for  thereby 
the  Sultan  not  only  gains  a  very  useful 
Ally,  but  there  seems  to  be  every  reason 
to  hojpe  that  it  will  have  the  effect  of 
inducmg  the  Government  of  Greece  and 
Servia  to  withdraw  from  the  somewhat 
adventiirous  policy  they  have  hitherto 
adopted. 

The  Convention  which  has  been  con- 
cluded between  this  country  and  the 
Porte  in  reference  io  Egypt  is,  I  think, 
of  more  importance  than  at  first  sight 
appears ;  for  it  not  only  empowers  Her 
Majesty's   Government    to   assist   the 
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Khediye  in  tho  establishment  of  a  Go- 
yernment  on  a  firm  and  satisfactory 
basis,  but  by  obtaining  the  direct  au- 
thority of  the  Sultan  it  appears  to  me 
to  very  materially  lesson  the  difficulties 
we  have  hitherto  had  to  contend  with  in 
dealing  with  a  race  of  people  who  are 
so  very  largely  influenced  by  a  religion 
different  from  our  own — tho  religion  of 
which  the  Sultan,  as  we  know,  is  ac- 
knowledged the  head.  I  hope  that  the 
severe  lesson  administered  to  the  Arabs 
in  their  advance  northwards  by  our 
own  troops  on  the  frontier  may  give  the 
Khedive's  Government  time  and  oppor- 
tunity to  so  organize  and  develop  their 
own  resources  as  will  enable  them  ulti- 
mately to  cope  by  themselves  with  any 
dangers  that  may  threaten  them  from 
without. 

The  reference  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
to  recent  events  which  have  taken  place 
in  Burmah  gives  reason  for  the  annexa- 
tion of  that  country.  It  is  most  satis- 
factory to  note  that  the  restoration  of 
order,  and  the  gradual  settlement  of  the 
country,  is  progressing  smoothly  and 
quietly,  and  thattheloss  of  life  incurred 
by  our  troops  in  the  operations  which 
took  place  has  been  extremely  small.  I 
believe  that  the  Papers  on  this  subject 
about  to  be  laid  before  the  House  will 
show  that  in  assuming  control  over  that 
country  the  Government  have  only  done 
what  was  wise  and  necessary  imder  the 
circumstances,  and  that  there  is  every 
reason  to  hope  that  one  immediate 
result  of  that  policy  will  be  a  very  large 
increase  to  our  trade  in  that  part  of  the 
world,  and  also  that  security  will  soon 
bo  afforded  to  merchants  and  others  who 
have  dealings  in  that  and  adjoining 
countries — a  security  which  did  not 
exist  while  the  country  was  under 
Native  rule.  It  seems  to  me  at  the 
present  time,  when  we  hear  60  much  of 
commercial  depression,  that  the  prospect 
of  the  opening  up  of  new  trade  routes 
towards  China  and  the  consequent  de- 
velopment of  trade  in  that  direction  is 
cause  for  very  great  satisfaction. 

The  mention  of  trade  brings  me  to  a 
clause  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  which 
cannot  be  regarded  as  satisfactory — 
namely,  the  continued  deplorable  con- 
dition of  trade  and  agriculture,  and  for 
which  it  seems  there  is  no  present 
remedy.  But  I  think,  by  at  once  insti- 
tuting an  inquiry  into  the  causes  and 
origin  of  this  depression,  the  Govern- 
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ment  have  given  proof  of  their  anxiety 
to  grapple  with  tho  question,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, put  an  end  to  the  present  lament- 
able state  of  affairs.  I  have  every  con- 
fidence, my  Lords,  that  the  Govorn- 
mont  will  do  their  utmost  in  this 
direction. 

The  measure  which  the  Government 
intend  to  introduce  to  facilitate  the  sale 
of  glebe  lands  will,  I  think,  if  passed, 
prove  a  great  boon  to  the  clergy,  for  it 
will  enable  them,  if  they  so  wish,  to  get 
rid  of  land,  which,  instead  of  being  a 
source  of  income,  has,  in  many  cases, 
become  an  encumbrance,  and  which,  by 
reason  of  their  position  as  clergymen, 
they  may  frequently  be  unable  to  turn 
to  the  best  account.  It  will  also  en- 
courage and  give  an  opening  to  those  of 
the  population  who  wish  to  become  pos- 
sessors of  allotments,  for  it  will  tend  to 
develop  the  system  by  throwing  land 
into  the  market  which  is,  as  a  rule, 
peculiarly  suitable  for  the  purpose. 

I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  ask  that  further  powers 
shall  be  given  to  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners to  deal  with  the  present  system 
of  railway  rates.  I  hope  some  means 
may  be  found  to  reduce  the  great  ad- 
vantage which  at  present  rests  with  the 
foreigner,  and  that  in  future  the  rating 
of  goods  may  be  regulated  more  on  a 
scale  in  accordance  with  the  distance  the 
goods  have  travelled,  and  so  far  render 
the  competition  between  ourselves  and 
the  foreigner  fair  and  equal  in  this 
respect. 

The  noble  Duke  who  moved  the 
Address  has  drawn  your  Lordships'  par- 
ticular attention  to  the  critical  state  of 
affairs  in  Ireland ;  and  I  will  not,  there- 
fore, revert  further  to  that  subject,  be- 
yond merely  expressing  my  earnest 
approval  of  the  terms  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  expressed  their  determi- 
nation firmly  and  unflinchingly  to  up- 
hold the  law  and  protect  life  in  that 
country ;  and  it  is  most  satisfactory  to 
gather,  as  I  do  from  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  that  no  amount  of 
threats  or  pressure  put  upon  them  bj 
the  Separatist  Party  will  induce  the 
Government  to  alter  in  the  slightest 
degree  their  resolution  to  set  their  facea 
resolutely  against  any  line  of  action  that 
may  tend  to  weaken  the  foundation  on 
which  the  Union  of  the  two  countries  ia 
based ;  and,  further,  that  they  will 
hold  that  Union  at  whatever  cost. 
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liords,  I  heartily  approve  of  that  policy, 
and  it  is  my  firm,  belief  that  it  expresses 
tho  general  feeling  and  common  sense  of 
both  countries. 

It  is  apparent  to  me  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  forestall  with  any  degree  of 
certainty  at  all  what  course  events  may 
take  politically  during  the  next  few 
months,  or  even  weeks ;  but  of  this  I 
think  there  is  no  doubt—that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  have  an  undivided 
Party  at  their  back.  They  are  not 
harassed  by  divided  counsels.  They  in- 
tend, I  trust,  to  carry  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  affairs  so  long  as  they  may  be 
able,  and  so  long  as  they  deem  it  expe- 
dient for  the  good  of  the  country  that 
they  should  do  so.  I  therefore  think  it 
is  not  unreasonable  to  hope  that,  with  a 
display  of  moderation  and  forbearance 
on  all  sides,  and  an  absence  of  all  factious 
opposition,  the  Government  may  be  en- 
abled to  carry  out  its  policy,  and,  in 
spite  of  many  difficulties,  to  accomplish 
much  good  and  useful  work  during  the 
Session.  I  venture  further  to  hope  that 
this  the  first  Session  of  the  new  Farlia- 
menty  which  by  reason  of  the  great 
measure  of  Eeform  recently  passed  may 
be  expected  to  express  more  accurately 
than  ever  before  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  may  be  charac- 
terized by  a  determination  on  all  sides 
to  deal  with  the  questions  of  national 
and  vital  importance  which  will  speedily 
come  before  them  in  the  broadest  pos- 
sible spirit,  irrespective  of  Party  con- 
siderations, and  having  for  their  one 
aim  and  object,  always  before  them,  the 
welfare  and  prosperity  of  the  country 
and  the  unity  of  the  Empire.  I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion  that  an  humble  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  Her  Majesty. — 
[Seepage  42.] 

Earl  GEANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  offer  my  congratulations  to  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  upon  his  having 
had  the  good  fortune,  of  which  I  have 
bad  my  share  during  the  past  five  years, 
to  secure  two  noble  Peers  to  do  what 
seems  an  easy,  but  which  is  really  a 
difficult  thing — namely,  to  move  and 
second  the  Address  in  answer  to  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  Though,  of 
course,  I  do  not  particularly  like  the 
criticisms  which  they  pass  on  my  con- 
duct of  foreign  affairs  during  the  last 
Adminifltration,  I  am  bound  to  say 
tliat  the  cordial  reception  given  to  their 
speeches  appears  to  me  to  be  fully  de- 


served.  I  entirely  agree  with  what  the 
noble  Earl  who  seconded  the  Address 
stated  as  to  the  satisfaction  which  we 
all  feel  that,  notwithstanding  the  severe 
character  of  the  weather.  Her  Majesty 
was  able  to  open  the  new  Parliament  in 
person.  I  believe  it  was  a  most  auspi- 
cious moment  for  Her  Majesty 'to  do  so 
after  the  great  Eeform  Bill  joined  in  by 
both  political  Parties,  which  has  ex- 
tended, and  I  believe  strengthened,  the 
bases  of  our  representative  institutions. 
I  own  I  am  not  a  little  surprised  that  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  there  is 
no  allusion  to  the  return  by  greatly  en- 
larged constituencies  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  My  Lords,  short 
as  the  Eecess  was,  grave  events  have 
occurred  at  home  and  abroad ;  and  before 
I  refer  to  them  I  am  sure  your  Lord- 
ships will  allow  me  to  express  my  sor- 
row at  the  numerous  losses  which  this 
House  itself  has  sustained.  I  remem- 
ber no  time  so  short  when  the  losses 
have  been  so  numerous.  It  is  impossible 
that  a  great  Assembly  like  this  should 
not  feel  the  void  created  by  the  death  of 
three  public  men  of  such  high  character 
as  the  Duke  of  Somerset,  the  Duke  of 
Abercorn,  and  Lord  Halifax ;  of  an 
eminent  and  successful  philanthropist, 
such  as  Lord  Shaftesbury;  of  such  a 
popular  man  of  letters  as  Lord  Hough- 
ton, and  of  such  distinguished  Pre- 
lates as  those  who  have  passed  away 
from  us,  and  also  of  two  brothers,  one  a 
most  brilliant  soldier  (Lord  Strathnairn), 
and  the  other  a  valued  and  esteemed 
servant  of  this  House  (Sir  William 
Eose).  It  may  be  convenient  that  I 
should  repeat  the  statement  which,  as 
long  as  I  can  remember,  '^has  been  made 
by  the  occupant  of  the  seat  from  which 
I  have  risen — namely,  that  I  have  no 
intention  of  moving  any  Amendment  on 
this  occasion,  and  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  dispense  with  my  giving  the 
obvious  reasons  which  have  been  so 
often  given  why  I  should  not  take  that 
course.  I  sometimes  felt  that  it  was  an 
act  of  some  self-restraint  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  to  follow  that  custom ;  but  I 
own  that  I  feel  it  a  great  relief  to  be 
able  to  avail  myself  of  it  when  I  regard 
the  immense  majority  arrayed  against 
me.  But  even  with  this  majority  the 
noble  Marquess  does  not  seem  to  be 
perfectly  satisfied,  for  he  has  added  to 
it  an  average  of  one  Peer  and  a  third 
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per  month  ;  and  if  he  remains  in  Office 
the  10  years  which  he  once  intimated, 
we  shall  have  160  excellent  new  Conser- 
vative Peers  to  help  us  in  our  work. 
I  do  not  intend  to  delay  your  Lordships. 
As  to  the  depression  in  trade  and  agri- 
culture, I  do  not  propose  to  say  anything 
against  the  statement  in  the  Royal 
Speech.  It  does  not  remove  the  melan- 
choly fact  that  this  depression  eeoms 
common  to  all  countries  in  the  world. 
I  read  at  the  end  of  last  Session  a  rather 
sanguine  letter  from  the  noble  Marquess 
— which  ho  had  directed  to  be  written — 
in  which  he  assured  his  correspondent 
that  there  was  every  prospect  under  a 
Conservative  Government  that  there 
would  be  a  return  of  commercial  pro- 
sperity before  the  end  of  the  year.  [The 
Marquess  of  Salisbuby  dissented.]  The 
noble  Marquess  shakes  his  head,  and  I 
think  it  is  very  possible  indeed  that  he 
did  not  write  the  letter  himself,  but  one 
of  his  numerous  Private  Secretaries. 
With  regard  to  the  measures  promised 
in  the  Speech,  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  refer  to  their  objects  in  detail. 
The  value  of  these  objects  will  entirely 
depend  upon  the  way  in  which  they  are 
treated  in  the  Bills,  and  we  cannot 
judge  of  their  merits  until  the  measures 
are  actually  before  us.  I  am  anxious  to 
refer  to  the  numerous  and  lengthy  para- 
graphs with  regard  to  foreign  affairs.  I 
have  seen  what  looks  like  a  Foreign 
Office  eommuniqui  in  T/ie  Times  of  this 
morning.  I  am  Borry  I  have  not  had 
time  to  read  it ;  but  if  I  had,  perhaps  it 
would  have  prevented  me  committing 
some  blunders  in  stating  my  views. 
There  is  one  omission  which  I  ex- 
pected. It  was  rumoured  the  other 
day  that  Samoa  had  been  annexed  by 
the  German  Government.  We  all  know 
the  interest  which  Germany  has  in  that 
island  ;  but  I  felt  sure  when  I  saw 
the  statement  that  it  was  not  a  fact,  or 
that  it  had  been  done  by  an  individual 
officer,  and  would  be  disowned  by 
the  German  Chancellor.  I  am  glad  to 
learn  that  that  is  the  case.  The  next 
point  on  which  I  wish  to  congratulate 
the  noble  Marquess  is  the  arrangement 
between  England,  Germany,  and  Spain 
with  regard  to  the  Caroline  Islands ;  I 
consider  that  a  good,  satisfactory,  and 
sensible  arrangement.  I  must  also  con- 
gratulate him  as  to  the  arrangement  with 
France  on  the  subject  of  the  Newfound- 
land fisheries.    I  felt  sure  that  a  proper 

Uarl  GranvilU 


settlement  would  be  arrived  at  under 
Sir  Clare  Ford  and  Mr.  Pennell  Ford, 
who  have  for  nearly  three  years  con- 
ducted  the  negotiations    on  the    sub- 
ject.    The  other  question  relates  to  Bur- 
mah.    The  reference  in  the  Royal  Speech 
to  Burmah  is  the  longest  and  most  argu- 
mentative paragraph  I  have  ever  seen 
in  a  Speech  from  the  Throne.     T  do  not 
know  whether  it  indicates  that  there  are 
any  doubts  in  the  mind  of  the  noblo 
Marquess  as  to  what  has  been  done. 
There  were  good  reasons  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  have  been  precipi- 
tate ;  but  the  fact  that  the  act  was  carried 
out  by  Lord  Dufferin  streng^ens  the 
Government  very  much  in  the  course 
they  have  taken.     Nothwithstanding  the 
length  of  the  paragraph,  it  would  bo 
satisfactory  if  the  noble  Marquess  would 
give  us  a  few  more  details  as  to  this 
business.    As  to  what  constituted   tho 
casus  belli,   and    what    have  been  the 
reasons  for  annexation  and  against  a 
Protectorate,  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Eipon)  made  some  observations 
some  time  ago  not  approving  the  coarse 
taken ;  and  during  the  last  few  days  many 
persons  of  great  experience  and  know- 
ledge have  expressed  doubts  whether  the 
commercial  advantages  alluded  to  are 
likely  to  be  as  great  as  expected,  and 
whether  there  will  not  be  administrative 
and  political  disadvantages  and  a  drain 
of  money  and  men  from  India — a  drain 
which  is  exactly  what  India  should  not 
be  called  upon  at  this  time  to  undergo. 
I  trust,  however,  these  apprehensions  will 
not  be  realized.    Then,  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  Afghanistan,  I  am  glad  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  been  able 
to  announce  what  appears  to  be  a  final 
settlement.    Just  before  we  left  Office 
we  had  communications  from  the  Bussiao 
Government  stating  the  agreement  and 
understanding  at  which  we  had  arrived. 
This  seemed  to  us  to  be  a  limited  and 
restricted  proposal ;  but  I  was  assured 
by  the  Bu&sian  Ambaesador  that  the 
answer  was  meant  to  be  an  agreement 
with  us.    The  adverse  vote  in  the  House 
of  Commons  was  taken  the  next  day, 
our  resignation  was  announced  the  day 
after,  and  a  subsequent  communication 
from  the  Eusdan  Government,  whether 
pott  hco  or  propter  hoc,  arrived,  declining 
to  accept  our  interpretation.     Since  then 
both  Governments  have,  by  mutual  oon- 
oessions,   arrived  at  an  agreement  at 
which  I  shall  not  cavil,  if  the  Govern- 
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ment  have  been  advised  that  it  is  a  suf- 
ficient line,  and  if  Lord  Dufferin  and 
the  Ameer  are  of  the  same  opinion. 
Next,  with  regard  to  the  subject  of 
Egypt,  and  the  Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff,  I  must  be  allowed  to  say 
that  there  were  some  obvious  objections 
to  that  appointment.  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  is  a  very  clever  man ;  he  is 
a  man  of  the  world ;  ho  has  done  good 
service  in  Boumelia  in  preparing  the 
Constitution,  which  I  believe  is  only 
too  elaborate.  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
succeeded  io  negotiating  an  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention  on  the  subject 
of  Egypt.  Now,  wo  were  always  of 
opinion  that  it  was  desirable  in  the  in- 
terests of  Egypt  to  remain  connected 
with  the  Turkish  Empire,  with  the 
guarantee  that  that  Empire  enjoys  from 
Europe.  We  always  thought  it  right  to 
pay  every  mark  of  respect  and  honour  to 
the  present  Sultan  as  Sovereign  of  the 
country.  We  thought  also  that  it  was 
ni09t  desirable  to  come  into  communica- 
tion with  the  Turkish  Government  with 
regard  to  the  best  mode  of  establishing 
an  Army  in  Egypt,  which  should  not 
affect  the  independence  of  Egypt,  or 
the  safety  of  the  Khedive.  What  we 
were  above  all  very  shy  of  was  to  allow 
the  Sultan  to  interfere  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  finances  of  Egypt.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  appear  to  have 
been  more  easy  on  these  points,  and 
by  this  means  obtained  the  Conven- 
tion ;  but  I  am  afraid  that,  up  to  this 
time,  the  Anglo-Turkish  Convention  has 
not  had  much  effect.  There  is  another 
question  alluded  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracioufl  Speech  to  which  both  the  Mover 
and  the  Seconder  of  the  Address  have 
referred — I  mean  with  regard  to  the 
Balkan  Provinces.  Four  months  ago  the 
reyolution  at  Philippopolis,  conducted 
with  skill  and  decision,  astonished 
Europe ;  not  that  people  were  unpre- 
pared to  believe  that  the  fictitious  separa- 
tion of  those  Provinces  by  the  Berlin 
Treaty  was  likely  to  come  to  a  very  early 
end,  and  there  was  subsequent  evidence 
that  that  attempt  would  be  made ;  still 
at  the  precise  moment  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  revolution  was  a  surprise. 
I  have  an  idea  that  if  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  remained  in  power  we  should 
have  heard  a  great  many  complaints. 
We  should  have  been  told  that  we  were 
too  late  to  prevent  unnecessary  effusion 
of  Bulgarian  and  Servian  blood,   and 


that  we  had  not  succeeded  in  obtaining 
the  co-operation  of  European  Powers  in 
time.  Since  the  noble  Marquess  made 
his  declaration  at  Newport  with  refer- 
ence to  his  policy  in  Bulgaria  and  Rou- 
molia — I  will  not  examine  too  closely 
into  the  consistency  of  some  of  the  argu- 
ments he  used— we  have  seen  an  official 
despatch  to  Rome  on  the  subject,  and  I 
must  point  out  that  there  is  a  great  dif- 
ference in  the  policy  which  was  an- 
nounced at  Newport  and  the  policy  laid 
down  in  the  despatch.  The  result, 
however,  of  the  revolution  and  the  sub- 
sequent war  between  Servia  and  Bul- 
garia has  been  to  constitute  a  great 
military  and  political  position  for  the 
Prince  of  Bulgaria  and  almost  financial 
ruin  to  Greece,  Turkey,  Servia,  and  the 
Provinces  themselves.  Now,  I  hope  that 
what  can  be  done  will  be  done  to  effect  a 
satisfactory  settlement,  and  that  the  noble 
Marquess  may  be  able  to  assure  us  that 
peace  may  be  assured  at  an  early  date. 
And  now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to  that  part 
of  the  Queen's  Speech  which  was  so 
ably  dealt  with  by  the  noble  Duke — 
I  refer  to  the  subject  of  Ireland.  I  do 
not  know  if  the  noble  Marquess  will 
excuse  me  if  I  say  that  the  two  para- 
graphs on  this  subject  are  drawn  in 
somewhat  vague  and  involved  language. 
I  do  not  believe  that  these  are  the  words 
that  were  first  drafted  by  so  excellent  a 
writer  as  the  noble  Marquess.  To  me  the 
paragraph  looks  much  more  as  if  it  were 
the  combined  literary  effort  of  a  Cabinet 
declared  to  be  united,  but  possibly,  on 
this  occasion,  not  exactly  of  the  same 
mind  and  view.  I  see  in  The  Times  of 
this  morning  references  to  the  prece- 
dents of  1833  and  1834  in  the  time  of 
Lord  Grey.  In  1833  Ireland  was  in  the 
most  fearful  state — much  more  fearful 
than  it  has  ever  been  since  that  time 
till  the  present  moment.  Lord  Grey's 
policy  in  that  crisis  may  have  been  good, 
or  it  may  have  been  bad;  but,  at  all 
events,  it  was  a  strong  policy  expressed 
in  very  clear  and  decisive  language. 
He  proposed  the  strongest  Coercion  Bill 
that  has  ever  been  applied  to  Ireland 
in  modern  years,  accompanying  that 
with  a  declaration  as  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  Union.  In  the  Speech  before  us, 
however,  we  have  an  abstract  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  Union ;  but  there  is  not 
the  slightest  declaration  as  to  how  it  is 
to  be  maintained.  And  with  regard  to 
precautionary  measures  to  strengthen 
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the  hands  of  the  GovernmGnt,  that  is 
put  entirely  in  a  conditional  and  hypo- 
thetical manner.  As  to  any  measures 
of  a  conciliatory  character,  it  is  put  in 
this  form— not  that  the  Government 
have  got  a  measure,  but  that  they  are 
preparing  a  measure  which  may  come  on 
after  Procedure  and  after  Local  Govern- 
ment in  England  have  been  dealt  with. 
Now,  my  Lords,  to  every  one  of  your 
Lordships,  I  suppose,  the  state  of  Ire- 
land has  been  a  nightmare  for  some 
months  past,  if  that  term  can  be  apx)lied 
to  a  subject  that  has  occupied  our 
thoughts  by  day  as  well  as  by  night. 
I  have  no  official  knowledge.  All  that 
I  have  gathered  about  Ireland  is  from 
private  correspondence,  from  news- 
papers, and  from  'private  conversation. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  impression 
is  completely  confirmed  by  the  statement 
made  by  the  n^le  Duke  when  he  moved 
the  Address  this  evening.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  statement  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  is  a  gloomy  description  of  Ire- 
land. But  if  things  in  this  world  ( go 
by  comparison,  I  say  it  is  positively 
cheerful  in  comparison  with  the  black 
descriptions  we  have  had  about  that 
country  from  so  many  sources.  I  can- 
not help  feeling  grateful  as  an  indi- 
vidual that  I  have  no  share  in,  or  re- 
sponsibility with,  the  Government  at 
this  moment.  That  responsibility  was 
immensely  increased  by  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  adopted 
when  they  formed  a  Government.  Va- 
rious reasons  were  given  for  that  policy. 
It  was  announced  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess that  it  was  impossible  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  order  in  Ireland, 
because  you  had  lately  extended  the 
franchise  in  Ireland.  Why,  you  might 
just  as  well  say  that,  because  the  con- 
stituencies in  England  and  Scotland  had 
been  largely  increased,  therefore  you 
might  do  away  with  the  laws  against 
murder  or  arson.  In  the  House  of 
Commons  the  reaeon  put  forward  was 
a  very  different  one.  The  Leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons  put  it  entirely 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Government, 
and  said  that,  after  careful  deliberation 
and  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  they  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  renewal  of  excep- 
tional powers  was  not  required.  Speak- 
ing, I  think,  at  Sheffield,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
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Eandolph  Churchill)  said  that,  before 
taking  Office,  a  decision  had  been  come  to 
by  the  noble  Marquess  and  a  few  of  his 
political  Friends,  subject  to  any  official 
information  he  might  subsequently  re- 
ceive, to  form  a  Government  which 
would  dispense  with  all  repressive  legis- 
lation for  Ireland.  That  decision  was 
very  well  received  by  all  classes  in  this 
country ;  and  such  a  decision  was  sure 
to  be  well  received  when  a  Government, 
on  their  own  responsibility,  state  that 
they  think  such  a  course  can  bo  safely 
followed.  The  noble  Lord  added  that 
the  Irish  Peers  sitting  in  this  House, 
when  they  heard  that  announcement  of 
policy,  were  perfectly  silent;  and  ho 
mentioned  the  sources  from  which  the 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land was  received.  I  see  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  taking  notes. 
The  noble  Lord  referred  to  him,  in  terms 
which  I  entirely  endorse,  as  being  the 
most  experienced,  wise,  and  cautious,  of 
modern  Irishmen.  Well,  the  noble 
Marquess  formed  a  Government,  Par- 
liament met,  and  day  by  day  **  Boy- 
cotting" increased,  and  still  continued 
to  increase.  The  noble  Marquess  said 
publicly  at  Newport  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, there  was  no  law  which  could  be 
applied  to  that  offence,  and  that  it  was 
a  thing  which  would  find  its  own  level. 
That  was  an  encouragement  to  ''Boy- 
cotters  '*  when  they  found  that  nothing 
could  be  done  ;  and  now  the  question  is. 
What  have  the  Government  in  view  at 
the  present  moment  ?  Are  they  able,  or 
are  they  not  able,  to  say  whether,  by 
enforcing  the  law,  they  can  put  an  end 
to  the  state  of  things  described  by  the 
noble  Duke?  They  must  have  made 
up  their  minds  by  this  time.  I  pre* 
sume  that  during  the  past  six  months 
they  have  been  exercising  their  powers 
to  put  an  end  to  this  state  of  things  ; 
and  if  they  have  not  succeeded  in 
putting  an  end  to  it,  what  possible  good 
is  there  in  saying  that  if  they  get  cer- 
tain information,  and  if  certain  circum- 
stances arise,  they  have  no  doubt  Par- 
liament will  be  willing  to  give  thorn 
the  necessary  powers?  Is  this  the 
proper  manner  of  dealing  with  a  vital 
question?  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
described  the  condition  of  Ireland  when 
the  late  Government  left  Office,  and  I 
cannot  conceive  a  greater  compliment 
than  he  paid  to  my  noble  Friend  near 
mo  (Earl  Spencer).    He  described  the 
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Btate  of  Ireland  as  excellent;  he  said 
that  the  diminution  of  orime  was  most 
g^tifying,    and    that    crime  was  de- 
creasing every  daj^  and  he  said,  further, 
that  Ireland  was  almost  in  a  state  of 
normal  quiet.     I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  in  a  state  of  normal  quiefc ;  but, 
at  all  events,  its  condition  was  a  very 
great  contrast  indeed  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land as  it  is  at  the  present  moment. 
Since  then  we  have  heard  of  the  resig- 
nation   of   Lord    Carnarvon,    who,    I 
regret,  is  not  here  to-day.     It  appears 
that  while  the  noble  Marquess  spoke 
cheerfully  of  a  long  tenure  of  Office  the 
noble  Earl  seem  to  have  calculated  that 
six  months  would  be  sufficient  to  hold 
one  of  the  most  responsible  positions 
under  the  Crown.    Lord  Carnarvon  was 
to  be  exactly  six  months— and  no  longer 
— Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.     Well, 
then,  why  was  his  resignation  announced 
only  three  or  four  days  before  the  meet- 
ing of  Parliament,  and  how  was  it  that 
the  Qovernment  had  no  plan  for  re- 
placing him  ?  And  the  difficulty  became 
the  grater  to  my  mind  when  I  saw  the 
statement  that  the  Chief  Secretary  also 
had  resigned.  That  statement  remained 
uncontradicted  for  a  time,  and  then  it 
was  stated  not  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  resigned,  but  that  the 
report  was  premature.    That  does  not 
enlighten  us  as  to  the  means  by  which 
order  and  peace  would  be  re-established 
in  Ireland.    The  whole  thing  seems  to 
be  in  a  state  of  chaos.    Then  take  an- 
other point.    Great  hopes  were  held  out 
to  Ireland  of  concessions.     On  the  9th 
of  November  the  noble  Marquess  spoke 
of  large  organic  changes.     He  did  not 
refer  to  little  questions,  such  as  he  is 
contemplating  now — namely,  the  trans- 
fer of  duties  from  one  set  of  men  to 
another  —  which,    as  I  know,    is    en- 
tirely  repudiated    alike    by    Loyalists 
and    Pamellites    in    Ireland ;   but  he 
talked  of  great  organic  changes.     He 
said — 

"  ^^h  regard  to  large  organic  questions  I 
htLxe  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  have  said.  The 
traditions  of  our  Party  are  known.  The  inte- 
grity of  the  Empire  is  more  precious  to  us  than 
any  poMession  that  we  can  have.  We  are  bound 
hy  motives  not  only  of  expediency,  not  only  of 
legal  principle,  but  by  motives  of  honour  to 
protect  the  minority,  u  such  exist,  who  have 
fallen  into  unpopuhmty  and  danger  because 
they  hare  followM,  or  been  the  instruments  of, 
the  policy  England  has  deliberately  elected  to 
pnnoe ;  and  within  those  lines  eyery  English 
Goremment,  and  I  will  say  the  present  Govern- 


ment, is  bound  to  do  all  that  it  possibly  can  to 
give  prosperity,  contentment,  and  happiness  to 
the  Irish  people," 

What  was  the  effect  of  that  declaration 
of  the  noble  Marquess  ?  The  majority 
of  the  Irish  electors  Toted  for  the  Con- 
servative Party,  to  whose  principles 
they  were  opposed;  and  was  it  to  be 
thought  that  they  were  not  influenced 
by  that  declaration  ?  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Government  have  no  policy. 
They  have  put  into  the  mouth  of  the 
Queen  a  statement  that  the  Legislative 
Union  is  to  be  maintained;  but  they 
give  us  no  inkling  whatever  how  that 
Union  is  to  be  maintained.  They  leave 
us  practically  without  any  knowledge 
what  they  will  do  if  things  in  Ireland 
go  on  as  at  present,  or  by  what  method 
they  intend  to  conciliate  the  Irish 
people.  Lord  Carnarvon,  speaking  on 
the  30th  December,  1880,  said — 

•*  I  will  not  disguise  my  opinion  that  the  first 
and  paramount  duty  which  a  civilized  Govern- 
ment owes  to  its  people  is  the  enforcement  of 
law  and  order  ;  for  law  and  order  are  the  first 
reasons  for  which  Kiugs  reign  and  Parliaments 
are  assembled,  and  civilized  communities  exist ; 
and  when  life  and  property  are  not  safe  I  fail 
to  see  what  useful  purpose  a  Government 
fulfils." 

These  are  not  my  words,  but  with  some 
addition  I  could  readily  adopt  them. 
They  are  the  words  of  Lord  Carnarvon 
rebuking  Mr.  Bright  for  advising  con- 
ciliation. What  we  want  to  know  is, 
what  is  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 
The  Makqxtess  of  SALISBURY,  Se- 

ORETAEY  of  StATE  for  FoREION  AfPAIBS, 

(PaiME  Ministeb)  :  My  first  duty,  my 
Lords,  before  replying  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville),  is  to  ex- 
press how  heartily  I  feel  with  him  in  the 
happy  and  eloquent  eulogy  which  he 
passed  on  the  Members  this  House  has 
lately  lost.  He  is  right  in  saying  that 
we  have  never,  as  far  as  my  memory 
serves,  had  to  deplore  so  many  losses, 
or  to  feel  so  great  and  so  keen  an  in- 
terest in  the  rising  talent  in  this  House, 
which  may  be  called  upon  to  replace  the 
gifts  of  tiiose  now  unhappily  absent. 
My  Lords,  the  speeches  which  we  have 
heard  from  my  two  noble  Friends  behind 
me  encourages  us  in  the  hope  that  we 
shall  not  look  in  vain  to  that  source  of 
supply.  The  noble  Earl  the  Seconder 
of  the  Address  is  absolutely  new  to 
Parliamentary  life.  I  am  sure  those 
who  heard  him  will  feel  that  he  brings 
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the  hands  of  the  Government,  that  is 
put  entirely  in  a  conditional  and  hypo- 
thetical manner.  As  to  any  measures 
of  a  conciliatory  character,  it  is  put  in 
this  form— not  that  the  Government 
have  got  a  measure,  but  that  they  are 
preparing  a  measure  which  may  come  on 
after  Procedure  and  after  Local  Govern- 
ment in  England  have  been  dealt  with. 
Now,  my  Lords,  to  every  one  of  your 
Lordships,  I  suppose,  the  state  of  Ire- 
land has  been  a  nightmaro  for  some 
months  past,  if  that  term  can  be  applied 
to  a  subject  that  has  occupied  our 
thoughts  by  day  as  well  as  by  night. 
I  have  no  official  knowledge.  All  that 
I  have  gathered  about  Ireland  is  from 
private  correspondence,  from  news- 
papers, and  from  private  conversation. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  impression 
is  completely  confirmed  by  the  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Duke  when  he  moved 
the  Address  this  evening.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  statement  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  is  a  gloomy  description  of  Ire- 
land. But  if  things  in  this  world  i  go 
by  comparison,  I  say  it  is  positively 
cheerful  in  comparison  with  the  black 
descriptions  we  have  had  about  that 
country  from  so  many  sources.  I  can- 
not help  feeling  grateful  as  an  indi- 
vidual that  I  have  no  share  in,  or  re- 
sponsibility with,  the  Government  at 
tnis  moment.  That  responsibility  was 
immensely  increased  by  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  adopted 
when  they  formed  a  Government.  Va- 
rious reasons  were  given  for  that  policy. 
It  was  announced  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess that  it  was  impossible  to  stroDg^hen 
tne  hands  of  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  order  in  Ireland, 
because  you  had  lately  extended  the 
franchise  in  Ireland.  Why,  you  might 
just  as  well  say  that,  because  the  con- 
stituencies in  England  and  Scotland  had 
boon  largely  increased,  therefore  you 
might  do  away  with  the  laws  against 
murder  or  arson.  In  the  House  of 
Commons  the  reason  put  forward  was 
a  very  different  one.  The  Leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons  put  it  entirely 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Government, 
and  said  that,  after  careful  deliberation 
and  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  they  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  renewal  of  excep- 
tional powers  was  not  required.  Speax- 
ing,  I  think,  at  Sheffield,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 

Earl  Oratwilh 


Eandolph  Churchill)  said  that,  before 
taking  Office,  a  decision  had  been  come  to 
by  the  noble  Marquess  and  a  few  of  bis 
political  Friends,  subject  to  any  official 
information  he  might  subsequently  re- 
ceive, to  form  a  Government  which 
would  dispense  with  all  repressive  legis- 
lation for  Ireland.  That  decision  was 
very  well  received  by  all  classes  in  this 
country ;  and  such  a  decision  was  sure 
to  be  well  received  when  a  Government, 
on  their  own  responsibility,  state  that 
they  think  such  a  course  can  bo  safely 
followed.  The  noble  Lord  added  that 
the  Irish  Peers  sitting  in  this  House, 
when  they  heard  that  announcement  of 
policy,  were  perfectly  silent;  and  ho 
mentioned  the  sources  from  which  tho 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land was  received.  I  see  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  taking  notes. 
The  noble  Lord  referred  to  him,  in  terms 
which  I  entirely  endorse,  as  being  the 
most  experienced,  wise,  and  cautious,  of 
modern  Irishmen.  Well,  the  noble 
Marquess  formed  a  Government,  Par- 
liament met,  and  day  by  day  **  Boy- 
cotting" increased,  and  still  continued 
to  increase.  The  noble  Marquess  said 
publicly  at  Newport  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, there  was  no  law  which  could  be 
applied  to  that  offence,  and  that  it  was 
a  thing  which  would  find  its  own  level. 
That  was  an  encouragement  to  *'  Boy- 
cotters  "  when  they  found  that  nothing 
could  be  done  ;  and  now  the  question  is. 
What  have  the  Government  in  view  at 
the  present  moment  ?  Are  they  able,  or 
are  they  not  able,  to  say  whether,  by 
enforcing  the  law,  they  can  put  an  end 
to  the  state  of  things  described  by  the 
noble  Duke?  They  must  have  made 
up  their  minds  by  this  time.  I  pre- 
sume that  during  the  past  six  months 
they  have  been  exercising  their  powers 
to  put  an  end  to  this  state  of  things  ; 
and  if  they  have  not  succeeded  in 
putting  an  end  to  it,  what  possible  good 
is  there  in  saying  that  if  they  get  cer- 
tain information,  and  if  certain  circum- 
stances arise,  they  have  no  doubt  Par- 
liament will  be  willing  to  give  them 
the  necessary  powers?  Is  this  the 
proper  manner  of  dealing  with  a  vital 
question?  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
described  the  condition  of  Ireland  when 
the  late  Government  left  Office,  and  I 
cannot  conceive  a  greater  compliment 
than  he  paid  to  my  noble  Friend  near 
me  (Earl  Spencer).    He  described  the 


67 


Jfq/esiffU  Most 


{  Janfabt  21,  1886  f  Qramm  Speech. 


68 


state  of  Ireland  as  excellent;  he  said 
that  the  diminution  of  orime  was  most 
gratifying,    and    that    crime  was  de- 
creasing every  day,  and  he  said,  further, 
that  Ireland  was  almost  in  a  state  of 
normal  quiet.     I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  in  a  state  of  normal  quiet ;  but, 
at  all  erents,  its  condition  was  a  very 
great  contrast  indeed  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land as  it  is  at  the  present  moment. 
Since  then  we  have  heard  of  the  resig- 
nation   of   Lord    Oamarvon,    who,    I 
regret,  is  not  here  to-day.     It  appears 
that  while  the  noble  Marquess  spoke 
cheerfully  of  a  long  tenure  of  Office  the 
noble  Earl  seem  to  have  calculated  that 
six  months  would  be  sufficient  to  hold 
one  of  the  most  responsible  positions 
under  the  Grown.    Lord  Carnarvon  was 
to  be  exactly  six  months  ~ and  no  longer 
— ^Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.     Well, 
then,  why  was  his  resignation  announced 
only  three  or  four  days  before  the  meet- 
ing of  Parliament,  and  how  was  it  that 
the  Government  had  no  plan  for  re- 
placing him  ?  And  the  difficulty  became 
the  greater  to  my  mind  when  I  saw  the 
statement  that  the  Chief  Secretary  also 
had  resigned.  That  statement  remained 
uncontradicted  for  a  time,  and  then  it 
was  stated  not  that  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  had  not  resigned,  but  that  the 
report  was  premature.    That  does  not 
enlighten  us  as  to  the  means  by  which 
order  and  peace  would  be  re-established 
in  Ireland.     The  whole  thing  seems  to 
be  in  a  state  of  chaos.    Then  take  an- 
other point.    Great  hopes  were  held  out 
to  Ireland  of  concessions.     On  the  9th 
of  November  the  noble  Marquess  spoke 
of  large  organic  changes.     He  did  not 
refer  to  little  questions,  such  as  he  is 
contemplating  now — namoly,  the  trans- 
fer of  duties  from  one  set  of  men  to 
another  —  which,    as  I  know,    is    en- 
tirely  repudiated    alike    by    Loyalists 
and    Pamellites    in    Ireland ;   but  he 
talked  of  great  organic  changes.     He 
said — 

'*  With  regard  to  large  organic  questions  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  have  said.  The 
traditions  of  onr  Party  are  known.  The  inte- 
grity of  the  Empire  is  more  precious  to  ns  than 
any  possession  that  we  can  have.  We  are  bound 
by  motives  not  only  of  expediency,  not  only  of 
legal  principle,  but  hj  motives  of  honour  to 
protect  the  minority,  if  such  exist,  who  have 
fallen  into  onpopnlEoity  and  danger  because 
they  have  followed,  or  been  the  instruments  of, 
the  policy  England  has  deliberately  elected  to 
pursue ;  and  within  those  lines  every  English 
Goremment,  and  I  wiU  say  the  present  Qovem- 


nient,  is  bound  to  do  all  that  it  possibly  can  to 
give  prosperity,  contentment,  and  happiness  to 
the  Irish  people,*' 

What  was  the  efifect  of  that  declaration 
of  the  noble  Marquess  ?  The  majority 
of  the  Irish  electors  voted  for  the  Con- 
servative Party,  to  whose  principles 
they  were  opposed;  and  was  it  to  be 
thought  that  they  were  not  influenced 
by  that  declaration  ?  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Government  have  no  policy. 
They  have  put  into  the  mouth  of  the 
Queen  a  statement  that  the  Legislative 
Union  is  to  be  maintained;  but  they 
give  us  no  inkling  whatever  how  that 
Union  is  to  be  maintained.  They  leave 
us  practically  without  any  knowledge 
what  they  will  do  if  things  in  Ireland 
go  on  as  at  present,  or  by  what  method 
they  intend  to  conciliate  the  Irish 
people.  Lord  Carnarvon,  speaking  on 
the  30th  December,  1880,  said— 

**  I  will  not  disguise  ray  opinion  that  the  first 
and  paramount  duty  whidi  a  civilized  Govern- 
ment owes  to  its  people  is  the  enforcement  of 
law  and  order  ;  for  law  and  order  are  the  first 
reasons  for  which  Kings  reign  and  Parliaments 
are  assembled,  and  civilized  communities  exist ; 
and  when  life  and  property  are  not  safe  I  fail 
to  see  what  useful  purpose  a  GU>vemment 
fulfils.*' 

These  are  not  my  words,  but  with  some 
addition  I  could  readily  adopt  them. 
They  are  the  words  of  Lord  Carnarvon 
rebuking  Mr.  Bright  for  advising  con- 
ciliation. What  we  want  to  know  is, 
what  is  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 
The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY,  Se- 

ORETAKY  of  StATE  for  FOREION  AfFAIES, 

(Pbime  Minister)  :  My  first  duty,  my 
Lords,  before  replying  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville),  is  to  ex- 
press how  heartily  I  feel  with  him  in  the 
happy  and  eloquent  eulogy  which  he 
passed  on  the  Members  this  House  has 
lately  lost.  He  is  right  in  saying  that 
we  have  never,  as  far  as  my  memory 
serves,  had  to  deplore  so  many  losses, 
or  to  feel  so  great  and  so  keen  an  in- 
terest in  the  rising  talent  in  this  House, 
which  may  be  called  upon  to  replace  the 
gifts  of  those  now  unhappily  absent. 
My  Lords,  the  speeches  which  we  have 
heard  from  my  two  noble  Friends  behind 
me  encourages  us  in  the  hope  that  we 
shall  not  look  in  vain  to  that  source  of 
supply.  The  noble  Earl  the  Seconder 
of  the  Address  is  absolutely  new  to 
Parliamentary  life.  I  am  sure  those 
who  heard  him  will  feel  that  he  brings 
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here  talents  of  the  highest  order,  and 
we  must  expect  the  very  ablest  service 
from  him  in  the  future.  The  noble 
Duke  who  spoke  first  is  not  so  new  to 
Parliamentary  life,  though  he  is  new  to 
the  debates  of  this  House.  I  will  only 
say  of  him — and  it  is  high  praise — ^that 
his  speech  proves  to  me  that  we  shall 
not  look  in  vain  to  him  for  those 
words  of  weighty  wisdom  and  energetic 
eloquence  which  we  have  been  accus- 
tomed for  many  years  to  associate 
with  the  distinguished  name  he  bears. 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) went  through  the  foreign  part  and 
the  Irish  part  of  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne;  but  he  left  untouched  the  ques- 
tion of  the  various  measures  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  bring 
in,  and  I  think  I  shall  do  wisely  to  fol- 
low his  example,  because  the  discussion 
is  very  difiBcult  when  the  details  are  not 
before  the  House.  With  respect  to 
foreign  affairs,  allow  me  in  the  first 
instance,  in  answer  to  the  first  question 
put  by  the  noble  Earl,  to  state  that  I 
think  he  is  in  error  in  supposing  that 
there  has  been,  in  any  hypothesis,  any 
annexation  of  Samoa  by  Germany. 
There  are  recent  events  which  are  im- 
perfectly reported  by  telegraph,  but 
which,  strange  enough,  have  not  reached 
the  Court  of  Berlin  at  all,  and  we  are  at 
present  unable  to  place  an  exact  inter- 
pretation on  the  news  which  has  come 
to  us ;  but  this,  which  is  quite  satisfac- 
tory, we  have  received  —  namely,  the 
most  positive  assurance  on  the  part  of 
Germany  that  she  will  adhere  to  the 
Treaties  in  respect  to  Samoa  which 
already  exist.  With  respect  to  Burmah, 
I  think  the  noble  Earl  himself  indicated 
the  belief  that  it  would  be  better  to  wait 
for  a  discussion  until  Papers  are  before 
us ;  but  there  is  another  reason  which 
induces  me  to  suggest  to  him  that  such 
postponement  would  be  desirable  — 
namely,  that,  if  I  mistake  not,  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament  regulating  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  it  will  be  necessary 
that  this  House  should  be  invited  to 
consider  the  operations  in  Burmah  spe- 
cially, and  that  then  discussion  should 
be  taken  at  length  with  respect  to  the 
policy  the  Government  have  pursued  in 
that  coimtry.  I  will  only  say  that  I 
have  no  ground  for  belief  that  the  an- 
ticipations which  the  noble  Earl  has  ex- 
pressed have  any  foundation  in  fact. 
Me  is  quite  right,  of  coarse,  in  saying 

ITie  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


that  it  is  to  us,  and  not  to  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin,  that  the  country  must  look  for 
the  responsibility  for  what  has  taken 
place.  We  have  to  express  the  very 
highest  sense  of  the  ability  and  prompti- 
tude with  which  the  Earl  of  Dufi'erin 
carried  out  the  orders  which  he  received 
from  the  Imperial  Government ;  but,  of 
course,  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Earl 
of  Dufferin  rests  upon  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government  at  home.  But  so  far 
as  our  information  reaches  us,  we  do  not 
think  there  will  be  any  heavy  burden 
upon  the  finances  of  India — even  in  the 
first  few  years — imposed  by  the  measures 
that  have  taken  place ;  and  we  believe 
that,  in  the  long  run,  the  addition  that 
has  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Empire 
will  furnish  a  very  large  increase  to  the 
resources  of  the  Indian  Treasury  in  the 
most  healthy  and  desirable  manner — 
namely,  by  opening  out  a  large  and 
prosperous  trade,  as  we  hope,  with  those 
vast  districts  of  China  which  hitherto  we 
have  been  unable  to  reach.  It  has  been 
an  object  for  many  years  with  English 
merchants  and  manufacturers  to  find 
some  mode  of  attaining  to  the  markets 
of  China  in  the  West  and  North-West ; 
but  it  has  always  been  prevented  by  the 
terrible  state  of  anarchy  in  which  the 
upper  valleys  of  the  Irrawaddy  have 
been  placed.  Now  that  that  obstacle 
is  removed,  and  that  they  will  be  go- 
verned as  well  as  the  rest  of  India,  I 
have  CO  doubt  that  new  trade  will  ulti- 
mately be  opened  to  the  enterprize  and 
energy  of  this  country.  My  Lords,  with 
respect  to  Eastern  Boimielia,  on  which 
I  think  the  noble  Earl  asked  me  some 
questions  —  he  asked  me  whether  I 
was  prepared  to  explain  a  certain  de- 
spaton  which  I  had  written  to  the 
Court  of  Home.  I  do  not  recognize  at 
all  to  what  the  noble  Earl  refers ;  and 
I  am  not  aware  of  having  written 
any  despatch  containing  views  of  policy 
on  this  question  to  the  Court  of  Itome. 
The  noble  Earl  made  a  mistake  in  re- 
gard to  that ;  but  I  have  no  difficiilty  in 
telling  him  what  are  the  hopes  we  en- 
tertain. We  believe  that  the  course 
which  this  Boumelian  affair  has  recently 
taken,  of  being  subjected  to  the  imme- 
diate negotiation  between  the  Prince  and 
the  Sultan,  is  a  course  which  we  think  will 
lead  to  a  prosperous  and  peaceful  con- 
clusion. We  have  every  groimd  for 
hope  that,  with  the  consent  of  the  Great 
Powers,  the  Sultan  and  the  Prince  will 
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come  to  an  agreement ;  and  I  am  sure 
that  if  they  do  so  it  will  not  only  be  to 
the  happiness  of  the  people  of  Bulgaria, 
but  will  add  no  little  strength  to  the  power 
of  the  Turkish  Empire.  There  are 
dangers,  of  course.  There  is  the  dan- 
ger of  disturbance  on  the  part  of  some 
of  the  smaller  States,  who — to  us,  at 
least — it  seems,  are  very  little  interested 
in  the  events  that  are  going  on  within 
the  borders  of  the  Two  Bulgarias.  I 
regret  very  much  the  views  that  Servia 
and  Greece  have  taken  of  their  interests 
and  their  duties  in  this  matter.  I  be- 
lieve they  are  imperilling  their  own 
dearest  interests,  and  that  they  are  im- 
perilling the  peace  of  the  Balkan  Penin- 
sula— possibly  the  peace  of  Europe — by 
the  claims  that  they  are  setting  up.  All 
those  claims,  especially  that  on  the  part 
of  Greece,  to  be  indemnified  at  the  ex- 
pense of  Turkey  on  account  of  a  change 
which  certainly  Turkey  did  not  initiate, 
and  did  not  particularly  welcome,  is  the 
most  extraordinary  introduction  into  In- 
ternational Law  which  has  been  at- 
tempted within  my  memory.  Such 
claims  will  meet,  I  am  convinced,  with 
no  sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  Powers ; 
they  will  meet  with  no  sympathy  or 
support  on  the  part  of  England.  So 
far  as  the  influence  of  England  goes — 
so  long  as  it  is  entrusted  to  our  hands — 
it  will  be  used  to  prevent  any  wanton 
breach  of  the  peace  in  the  East  for  ob- 
jects and  on  pretexts  which  the  conscience 
of  mankind  cannot  justify.  I  earnestly 
hope  the  Greek  Government  may  be 
persuaded  to  abstain  from  a  venture 
which  will  compromise  a  future  which, 
if  they  were  only  prudent,  is  brilliant 
enough ;  and  we  think  there  is  no  want 
of  real  sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  na- 
tions of  Europe  if  they  entreat  them  to 
allow  that  settlement  which  was  come 
to  a  few  years  ago  to  last,  without  any 
disturbance  on  their  part,  and  to  believe 
that  in  the  cultivation  of  their  own  in- 
ternal resources,  and  in  a  strict  regard 
for  their  International  duties  towards 
the  nations  that  surround  them,  they 
will  find  true  strength  and  support  in 
carrying  out  all  the  promises  which 
were  then  made.  My  Lords,  I  have 
spoken  strongly  on  this  matter,  because 
reports  have  been  spread  that  England 
has  been  encouraging  the  claims  of 
Greece  in  this  matter.  I  wish  to  give 
them  the  most  absolute  contradiction. 
We  desire,  above  all  things,  to  keep 


peace  in  the  East  at  this  time.  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  rather  accused 
me,  I  think,  of  inconsistency  in  respect 
to  the  line  we  have  taken  with  regard 
to  Eastern  Boumelia.  I  cannot  agree 
with  him  in  the  least.  I  cannot  see  any 
inconsistency  in  what  we  have  done.  The 
decisions  which  were  come  to  at  the 
Congress  at  Berlin  were  come  to  when 
Eoumelia  was  occupied  by  foreign  sol- 
diers, and  while  there  was  every  prospect 
and  possibility  that  the  sentiments  and 
the  institutions  of  that  country  might  be 
moulded  by  foreign  influence.  We  were 
obliged  to  take  precautions  against  any 
dangers  that  might  arise  on  that  occa- 
sion. But  if  we  are  to  treat  this  matter 
as  a  matter  of  consistency,  and  I  am  to 
be  asked  to  reconcile  my  conduct  of  to- 
day with  the  conduct  I  pursued  in  bygone 
years,  I  ask  that  similar  circumstances 
may  be  appealed  to,  and  that  our  action 
now,  if  called  in  question,  may  be  com- 
pared, not  with  the  action  which  I  re- 
commended in  1878,  when  that  country 
was  full  of  foreign  soldiers,  but  with 
the  action  I  recommended  in  1876  and 
1877,  when  the  state  of  things  was  more 
similar  to  what  it  was  in  September  of 
last  year,  when  the  matter  was  again 
opened.  If  the  noble  Earl  will  refresh 
his  memory,  he  will  find  that  my  recom- 
mendations were  for  a  much  larger  Bul- 
garia than  was  ultimately  approved  by 
the  Conference  of  Berlin.  Before  the 
war  had  begun.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  fully  recognized  the 
importance  of  bringing,  so  far  as  it  was 
practically  possible,  the  Bulgarian  people 
under  a  single  Government ;  and  my  be- 
lief is  now — and  every  week  that  passes 
confirms  me  in  it — that  in  the  creation 
of  a  larger  Bulgaria  there  would  have 
been  no  danger  to  Turkey;  but  that 
there  will  be  the  creation  of  an  allied 
Power,  which,  under  conceivable  circum- 
stances, may  be  of  great  value  in  main- 
taining the  independence  of  the  Balkan 
Peninsula.  My  Lords,  I  think  the  rest 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
devoted  to  the  question  of  Ireland,  and 
he  denounced  us  for  a  great  many 
varied  and  diverse  off'ences.  As  I  un- 
derstood him,  our  language,  he  said, 
was  ambiguous  and  unintelligible.  We 
had  no  policy  at  all  to  pursue.  We 
ought  to  have  proposed  a  measure 
of  very  strong  coercion  immediately, 
and  we  ought,  at  the  same  time, 
to  have  proposed  some  large  organic 
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reform,  although  the  noble  Earl  went 
on  to  say  that  euoh  reform  would  be 
welcomed  neither  by  the  Loyalists  nor 
by  the  Separatists.  As  to  the  obscurity 
in  the  paragraph  of  the  Speech  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  referred,  I  am  very 
sorry  that  my  powers  of  writing  have 
not  at  all  come  up  to  the  flattering  de- 
scription given  of  them  by  the  noble 
Earl.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  this  lan- 
guage is  as  clear  and  precise  as  it  is  pos- 
sible for  language  to  be — 

"  I  am  resolutely  opposed  to  any  disturbance 
of  that  fundamental  law,  and  in  resisting  it  I 
am  convinced  that  I  shall  be  heartily  supported 
by  my  Parliament  and  my  people.'' 

Is  it  possible  to  state  in  more  distinct 
and  absolute  language  our  resolution  to 
maintain  the  Legislative  Union  between 
England  and  Ireland  ?  The  noble  Earl 
said  we  had  no  right  to  pretend  that  we 
followed  exactly  the  Speeches  that  Lord 
Grey  prepared  in  1833  and  1834.  We 
never  pretended  that  we  did  follow  them 
exactly.  We  have  never  mentioned  the 
Speeches  of  1833  and  1834.  This  is  an 
expression,  not  in  the  mouth  of  King 
William  IV.,  but  in  that  of  Queen  Vic- 
toria. It  is  an  expression  of  opinion 
which  it  seemed  to  us  important  to  give 
in  clear  and  unambiguous  language  in 
the  year  1886,  and  not  in  the  year  1833 ; 
and  if  the  result,  under  the  circum- 
stances, is  that  our  Speech  is  not  a  pre- 
cise copy  of  the  Speech  delivered  by 
King  William  IV.,  I  should  say  that  it 
was  a  natural  result  to  predict  from  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  Speech 
of  William  IV.,  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
refers,  no  doubt,  was  dealing  with  a 
state  of  Ireland  that,  in  one  sense,  was 
very  formidable.  Order  was  very  much 
more  broken  up  than  it  is  now ;  but  in 
another  sense  it  was  far  less  formidable. 
There  was  not  a  concurrence  of  86  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  in  behalf  of  repeal  of 
the  Union ;  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
eveij  consideration  which  justified  the 
Ministry  of  that  day  in  recording  in 
clear  language  their  determination  to 
uphold  the  foundation  of  our  Constitu- 
tional system  and  the  United  Kingdom 
justifies  us  all  the  more  in  using  similar 
language.  And,  may  I  be  allowed  to 
say  that  the  circumstances  of  the  time 
require  such  unambiguous  language 
from  us.  But  it  has  not  been  used  by 
everybody ;  there  are  others  who  have 
allowed  impressions  of  their  opinions  to 
go  forth,  fatal  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
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Legislative  Union,  and  they  have  met 
those  impressions  with  no  clear  contra- 
diction. They  have  practically  given 
all  the  support  that  their  authority  could 
furnish  to  the  belief  cherished  by  the 
Separatist  Party,  that  the  hour  of  their 
triumph  is  at  hand.  It  seemed  to  us 
very  necessary  to  show  that,  at  all 
events,  we  would  have  no  share  in  the 
responsibility  for  that  ambiguity,  and 
that  our  opinions,  such  as  they  were, 
should  be  boldly  stated  and  manfully 
maintained.  My  Lords,  it  has  been  no 
small  addition  to  the  responsibilities 
which  this  Government  has  had  to  face ; 
it  has  been  no  small  addition  that  from 
time  to  time  we  have  had  declarations 
of  opinion — or  indications,  I  should 
rather  say,  of  opinion — from  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, operating  with  fatal  effect  upon 
those  with  whom  wo  were  dealing. 
Doubtless,  your  Lordships  will  remem- 
ber the  elaborate  statement  just  at  the 
time  when  we  were  negotiating  with  the 
Sultan  and  trying  to  repair  the  chaos 
that  had  been  created  in  Egypt.  Your 
Lordships  will  remember  the  declaration 
that  came  from  Mr.  Gladstone,  that  we 
ought  to  escape  from  Egypt  as  rapidly 
as  we  could,  and  apparently  by  any 
means.  What  do  you  imagine  the 
effect  of  that  was  in  Egypt  ?  The  noble 
Earl  has  reproached  me  because  the 
Convention  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
did  not  convince  the  Soudanese  that 
their  enterprize  was  impossible.  But 
the  Soudanese  were  speculating  on  the 
possibilities  of  English  politics.  They 
were  told  that  there  was  an  English  Mi- 
nister who  was  prepared  to  give  them 
whatever  they  liked,  and  from  that  mo- 
ment right  through  Egypt  there  was  a 
change  of  tone  and  a  belief  that  the 
policy  of  England  could  not  be  relied  on 
as  stable  and  certain,  and  that  they  had 
only  to  wait  in  order  to  get  the  ac- 
complishment of  the  dreams  which 
they  had  hitherto  entertained.  The 
same  thin^  has  happened  with  re- 
spect to  Ireland.  The  noble  Earl 
spoke  of  the  failure  of  the  experiment 
which  we  made  last  summer.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  admit  the  description  of 
it  which  he  gave.  The  problem  which 
we  had  to  decide  was  whether  the  Crimes 
Act  was  an  Act  which  it  was  desirable 
for  us,  under  the  circumstances  then 
existing,  to  renew.  We  came  clearly 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  renew  it.    Why  f    Partly  be- 
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cause  by  the  aooounts  we  reoeived  of  the 
state  of  the  country  there  seemed  to  be 
a  state  of  returning  order;  and  we 
entertained  a  hope  that  the  necessity 
of  having  coercive  legislation  had  passed 
away.  But,  much  more  than  that,  be- 
cause the  special  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Act  had  ceased  to  be  of  any  value 
for  the  purposes  for  which  they  were  in- 
tended. The  special  provisions  of  the 
Act  were  of  very  great  use  at  the  time 
when  they  were  enacted;  but  in  the 
summer  of  1884 — though  I  do  not  say 
that  the  evils  against  which  they  were 
levelled  had  entirely  disappeared — there 
was  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  very 
great  change  in  the  character  of  those 
evils;  and  that  the  evils  whieh  the 
Crimes  Act  dealt  with  were  no* longer 
prominent  or  marked,  while  another 
class  of  evils  which  the  Act  was  unable 
to  repress  appeared  to  be  growing  in 
importance.  It  was,  indeed,  generally 
admitted  on  the  other  side  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  Crimes  Act  had 
become  superannuated ;  but  great  stress 
was  laid  on  that  set  of  provisions  which 
provided  for  a  fair  jury  trial.  A  fair 
jury  trial  could  not  be  obtained  two 
years  before ;  but  our  impression  was  at 
the  time  when  we  had  to  deal  with  the 
matter  that  a  fair  trial  could  be  obtained, 
and  that  impression  has  been  justified 
by  facts.  If  you  turn  to  the  records  of 
the  Munster  Assizes  you  will  see  that 
there  was  a  large  number  of  convictions- 
obtained  without  much  difficulty ;  and  I 
am  assured  by  the  Law  Officers  for  Ire- 
land that  there  was  not,  in  their  opi- 
niouy  a  failure  of  justice  in  any  single 
case;  but  that  does  not  diminish  the 
evOs  under  which  Ireland  is  sufifering. 
What  I  wish  to  impress  upon  your 
Lordships  is  that  the  character  of  those 
evils  has  changed,  and  that  the  particu- 
lar provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act  to  which 
so  much  importance  was  attached  with 
respect  to  jury  trials  had  ceased  to  have 
the  value  which  they  formerly  possessed. 
Then,  as  to  "Boycotting."  The  noble 
Earl  addresses  us  as  if  "  Boycotting"  had 
sprung  up  in  our  time ;  as  if  it  was  an  in- 
vention of  the  last  six  months.  Why,  ever 
since  the  Crimes  Act  was  passed  I  believe 
"  Boycotting"  has  been  steadily  on  the 
increase.  No  doubt  it  is  increasiDg  still ; 
but  it  has  been  steadily  on  the  increase 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  the 
provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  did  not  stop  it ;  and  I  do  not 
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believe  myself  that  any  very  consider- 
able difPerenoe  is  to  be  found  in  the 
progress  of  **  Boycotting  "  before  the  Act 
lapsed,  and  since.  Then,  again,  the 
real  evil — the  most  formidable  evil— is 
the  growth  of  this  illegal  association. 
Was  that  an  invention  of  ours?  Did 
that  begin  after  we  had  suffered  the  Act 
to  lapse  ?  I  believe  that  before  the  Act 
lapsed  the  number  of  branch  associations 
of  the  League  had  already  reached  the 
number  of  1,000.  The  Act  was  power- 
less to  stop  it,  and  to  revive  the  Act  for 
that  purpose  would  have  been  impos- 
sible and  wholly  valueless.  No  doubt 
you  may  say — *'  Then,  why  did  not  you 
bring  in  some  other  legislation  ?  "  But 
our  judgment  was — I  do  not  deny  that 
it  was  formed  under  circumstances  of 
some  difficulty — that  with  the  state  of 
Ireland  then  before  us,  the  fact  which 
the  noble  Earl  despises — ^namely,  that  a 
vast  amount  of  power  had  been  given  to 
the  lowest  classes  in  Ireland,  and  that 
any  new  device  of  coercive  law  just 
before  the  elections  was  very  likely  to 
be  interpreted  by  them  as  intended  to 
limit  the  power  given  to  them  by  Par- 
liament— with  these  facts  before  us,  and 
with  the  knowledge  that  any  such  legis- 
lation, if  proposed,  could  not  be  brought 
into  existence  except  at  the  end  of  a  long 
and  exasperating  campaign  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  we  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  danger  of  exasperation  attaching 
to  such  an  experiment  was  larger  than 
the  danger  of  going  on  with  the  existing 
law  in  Ireland.  Well,  my  Lords,  to 
some  extent,  standing  as  we  are  now, 
you  may  say  that  the  experiment  has 
failed.  It  certainly  has  had  every 
chance.  It  is  impossible  to  exaggerate 
the  care,  benevolence,  the  tact,  the 
skill,  which  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon)  brought  to  bear  on  the 
task  of  executing  the  message  of  concilia- 
tion of  which  he  announced  in  this 
House  that  he  was  the  bearer.  He  did 
all  that  man  could  have  done.  He  dis* 
played  very  high  qualities  of  statesman- 
ship in  the  task  which  he  had  imder- 
taken ;  and  I  still  believe  that  the  worst 
part  of  the  failure,  as  we  see  it  now, 
and  the  worst  exaggeration  of  the  symp- 
toms which  Ireland  exhibits,  is  due  to 
the  declarations  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule  which  were  believed  to  have  been 
made  by  a  leading  statesman.  [*'  Oh ! "] 
Yes,  I  say  the  worst;  I  'do  not  say 
all  of  them.    I  say  that  those  declara« 
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tiona  liave  enormously  added  to  our 
diffioulties  and  inoreased  the  belief  in 
the  minds  of  certain  men  that  they  are 
going  to  win,  and  their  resolution  to 
take  every  means  and  to  run  every  risk 
for  the  purpose  of  coercing  the  opinion 
of  their  fellow-countrymen  to  the  same 
end. 

Eael  GEAN  VILLE  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Marquess  to  what  declarations  he 
refers  ? 

The  Marquess  op  SALI8BUEY: 
To  the  declarations  of  a  distinguished 
statesman.  They  were  declarations 
which  appeared  in  the  newspapers. 
They  seemed  to  be  authentic,  and  thoy 
were  not  distinctly  contradicted.  Do  not 
tell  me  that  when  a  man  in  the  position 
of  Mr.  Gladstone  has  attributed  to  him 
opinions  at  variance  with  all  the  opinions 
of  his  life  and  fatal  to  the  Constitution 
of  this  country — do  not  tell  me  that  he 
is  at  liberty  to  skulk  behind  ambiguous 
denials,  and  not  to  say  boldly  before  the 
country  whether  the  opinions  which, 
apparently  with  authority,  are  attributed 
to  him  are  really  his  or  not.  If  it  be 
really  true  that  he  has  carefully  concealed 
what  he  really  thought,  and  allowed  the 
Separatist  Party  in  Ireland  to  derive  all 
the  advantage  that  they  have  derived 
from  the  opinions  attributed  to  him,  he 
is  scarcely  less  guilty  of  the  result  than 
as  if  the  opinions  circulated  had  actually 
been  his  own.  I  heard  the  other  day  of 
the  effect  which  those  opinions  which 
the  noble  Earl  affects  to  disbelieve  have 
had  in  Ireland.  A  great  town  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  desired  to  borrow 
£100,000,  and  endeavoured  to  borrow  it 
of  some  £jiancial  authorities  in  London. 
Then  came — what  shall  I  call  it  ? — the 
kite  that  was  flown,  the  pilot  balloon  that 
was  sent  up.  Inmiediately  the  negotia- 
tions were  Droken  off,  and  the  refusal  to 
lend  any  money  to  this  great  town  was 
prompt  and  decisive.  Men  saw  in  the 
supposed  opinions  of  a  man  like  Mr. 
Gladstone,  who  has  played  such  a  splen- 
did and  enormous  part  in  the  history  of 
the  last  half-century — they  saw  in  the 
opinions  attributed  to  him  dangers  that 
would  make  the  investment  of  capital  in 
Ireland  insecure,  and  which  business 
men,  at  all  events,  whether  statesman- 
ship did  so  or  not,  concluded  was  a  suffi- 
cient groimd  for  acting  as  if  the  opinions 
attributed  to  him  had  been  really  uttered 
by  him.  My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  says 
that  our  statement  of  policy  is  indistinct. 

Th$  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


Our  statement  of  policy,  I  apprehend,  is 
the  usual  statement  that  is  put  into  a 
Queen's  Speech  on  such  an  occasion. 
The  government  of  Ireland  has  been 
changed.  As  the  noble  Earl  probably 
knows,  my  distinguished  Friend,  Mr. 
Smith,  undertakes  the  Chief  Secretary- 
ship of  Ireland,  which  means  practically 
that  the  government  of  Ireland  will  be 
committed  to  his  care.  Undoubtedly, 
we  shall  not  have  long  to  wait  for  his 
distinct  opinion  as  to  the  precise  details 
of  the  legislation  which  we  shall  have  to 
recommend.  I  do  not  think  that  on  the 
point  of  his  going  over  to  Ireland  it 
would  be  fitting  or  wise  to  have  laid  a 
Bill  on  the  Table ;  but  I  can  assure  the 
noble  Eetrl  that  the  language  used  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  indicates  no  doubt, 
no  faltering  on  our  part,  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  action  when  we  have  received  Mr. 
Smith's  Beport.  I  will  not  anticipate 
what  that  action  must  be.  I  know  the 
subject  is  full  of  difficulty.  The  noble 
Earl  has  blamed  me  because  in  my  speech 
at  Newport  I  pointed  out  the  singular 
difficulty  attaching  to  all  attempts  to  put 
down  conspiracies  of  this  kind,  in  regard 
to  which  evidence  is  so  hard  to  obtain. 
I  do  not  agree  with  him.  I  do  not  ad- 
mit his  censure.  I  do  not  think  a  public 
man  does  wrongly  in  pointing  out  to  his 
fellow-countrymen  the  difficulties  that 
lie  in  the  way  of  any  policy  proposed  to 
be  adopted.  Difficulties  are  mcuie  to  be 
conquered ;  but  they  are  not  to  be  con- 
quered by  ignoring  their  existence.  We 
wait  untU  we  hear  from  Mr.  Smith  his 
precise  opinion  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
crisis  witii  which  we  have  to  deal.  We 
should  be  unworthy,  I  repeat,  of  the 
position  which  we  hold,  if  we  did  not 
make  the  utmost  effort  that  the  confidence 
of  Parliament  will  enable  us  to  make  in 
order  to  put  a  stop  to  a  state  of  things 
perilous  to  this  country  and  disgraceful 
to  its  reputation  as  a  civilized  Power. 
But,  my  Lords,  do  not  imagine  that  the 
evil  with  which  we  have  to  deal  is  chiefly 
in  Ireland.  The  disease  is  not  in  Ire- 
land. The  disease  is  here — ^in  West- 
minster. If  you  had  pursued — if  you 
would  now  pursue — any  steady,  unvary- 
ing, and  consistent  policv  with  regard  to 
Ireland,  you  would  fina  that  the  pro- 
blems that  that  country  offered  to  you  in 
respect  of  government  are  not  greater 
than  the  problems  of  government  which 
have  been  successively  overcome  by  every 
Government  in  the   world.    There   is 
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notfimg  in  them  of  that  extraordiiiaiy 
Of  extreme  character  that  should  set  at 
defianoe  the  resources  of  oiyilization. 
But  it  is  necessary,  above  all  things,  that 
the  play  of  our  Party  system  shall  not 
call  into  question  the  foundations  upon 
which  our  polity  rests.  It  is  necessary 
that  men  should  not  be  able  to  speculate 
on  the  change  of  Party  to  Party  in  the 
hope  of  altering  the  fundamental  laws  on 
which  the  union  of  the  United  Kingdom 
is  based.  If  you  have  instability  of 
purpose,  if  you  have  a  policy  shifting 
from  five  years  to  five  years  with  each 
change  in  the  wheel  of  political  fortune, 
or  the  humour  of  political  Parties  in  this 
country,  you  are  drifting  straight  to  a 
ruin  which  will  engulf  England  and  Ire- 
land alike.  Your  hope  is  not  so  much  in 
this  or  that  particular  plan  or  panacea 
for  restoring  order,  or  maintaining  law, 
or  reviving  the  conditions  of  civilized  life 
in  Ireland.  Your  hope  is  in  this^that 
Parliament  shall  school  itself  to  adopt  a 
steady,  consistent  policy,  and  maintain  it 
when  it  is  once  adopted.  A  resolution 
of  that  kind  manfully  carried  out  will 
restore  that  prosperi<y  to  which  Ireland 
has  for  so  long  been  a  stranger. 

Eabl  SPENOEB  :  I  do  not  intend  to 
follow  the  speakers  that  have  preceded 
me  into  the  various  topics  on  which 
they  have  addressed  the  House ;  but  I 
think  it  is  right  that  I  should  make 
some  remarks  upon  what  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
JSalisDury)  has  said  with  regard  to  my 
Administration  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Marquess  admitted  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  very  grave ;  but  he  added 
that  the  gravity  of  affairs  in  Ireland 
had  been  largely  increased  by  state- 
ments which  appeared — unauthorized 
statements,  as  I  maintain — ^in  certain 
papers.  It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone),  to 
i^m  those  statements  were  attributed. 
He  will  himself  meet  those  statements  if 
challenged;  but  I  will  point  out  that 
the  lawlessness  at  present  prevalent  in 
that  country  could  not  have  occurred  in 
consequence  of  any  statement  my  right 
hon.  friend  has  made,  and  I  will  ask 
the  noble  Marquess  whether  the  state  of 
things  of  which  he  speaks,  and  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much  within  tho  last 
few  days,  had  not  arisen  long  before 
those  statements  appeared?  They  ap- 
peared in  the  beginning  of  December ; 
and  if  the  iepcett»  current  in  the  news- 


Sapers  were  correct,  Ireland  was  in  a  very 
angerous  condition  long  before  then .  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  noble  Marquess 
himself  may  have  ^iven  some  encourage- 
ment to  "  Boycotting  "  by  the  words  in 
which  he  referred  to  it  in  his  speech  at 
Newport.  No  doubt,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess has  a  right  to  point  out  difficulties ; 
but  there  are  certain  things  which  it  is 
not  necessary  for  a  person  in  his  position 
to  say,  and  the  National  League  must 
have  received  considerable  encourage- 
ment from  the  noble  Marquess's  state- 
ment that  the  offence  would  be  likely 
to  die  from  the  Nemesis  of  its  own 
action,  and  that  it  would  be  impossible, 
or  at  least  extremely  difficult,  for  any 
Government  to  deal  with  it.  Having 
regard  to  the  condition  of  Ireland  when 
the  present  Government  came  into  Office, 
I  think  that  they  took  on  themselves  a 
serious  responsibility  in  not  renewing 
any  portion  of  the  Crimes  Act.  I  do 
not  say  that  they  were  wrong  in  not  re- 
newing the  whole  of  the  Crimes  Act — 
there  was  no  question  of  that — but  cer- 
tain important^portions  of  it,  which,  in 
my  opinion,  and  in  that  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, were  essential  for  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  in  Ireland, 
and  particularly  in  relation  to  the  change 
of  venue  and  special  juries.  In  wishing 
to  retain  those  portions,  we  had  no  wish 
to  interfere  with  liberty,  simply  wishing 
that  the  people  should  enjoy  that 
liberty  unmolested,  of  which,  in  Eng- 
land, we  are  so  proud.  At  the  time  wo 
left  Office,  outrages  had  fallen  to  a  very 
low  ebb  indeed.  But  the  fact  remained 
that  it  was  only  recently  that  those  or- 
ganizations of  crime  had  been  broken 
up,  and  condign  punishment  had  been 
meted  out  to  the  offenders.  I  never 
heard  from  any  reports  of  the  Law 
Officers  before  I  left  Ireland  that  the 
ordinary  jurors  were  to  be  relied  on ; 
and  I  challenge  the  noble  Marquess  to 
produce  any  evidence  that,  on  entering 
Office,  his  Government  had  received  any 
such  reports  as  would  give  them  reason 
to  believe  they  could  rely  on  any  ordi- 
nary jury  in  either  Leinster,  Munster, 
or  Connaught.  No  doubt,  the  jurors 
have  recently  done  well;  but  that  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  trial  of  prisoners 
at  the  Winter  Assizes  is  tantamount  to 
a  change  of  venue  and  special  juries. 
Prisoners  from  Clare  and  Kerry,  for 
instance,  are  brought  to  Cork,  and  in- 
stead of  being  tried  by  rural  jurors  of 
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their  own  county,  who  are  subject  to  be 
intimidated,  they  are  tried  by  juries 
composed  of  Oork  citizens.     I  ask  the 
noble  Marquess  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered this  matter;  and  I  would  ask 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
now  rely  upon  a  jury  in  Ireland  for  con- 
victing a  man  committed  for  agrarian 
crime,  or  crime  connected  with  agrarian 
matters?    Take  the  county  of  Kerry, 
where  we  have  had  the  instance  of  a 
cruel    murder — that  of    Mr.    Ourtin. 
What  has  occurred  since?    The  very 
people  who    boldly  and   courageously 
came  forward  to  give  evidence  of  the 
murder  have  public  opinion    in    that 
county  raised  against  them  so  strongly 
that  they  have  to  be  protected  by  police ; 
and  his  daughters,  who  came  forward  to 
protect  their  father,  and  afterwards  gave 
witness  of  the  murder,  have  been  **  Boy- 
cotted "  by  the  people  around.     If  such 
was  the  case  in  these  circumstances, 
what  would  be  done  to  jurors  and  those 
who  may  have  to  come  forward  and  vin- 
dicate the  law  ?    I  believed  that  it  was 
necessary  to  introduce  this  important 
alteration  in  the  law ;  and  I  believe  it  was 
a  most  serious  risk  to  attempt  the  go- 
vernment of  the  country  without  the 
Sower  of  changing  the  venue.  The  noble 
[arquess  has  referred  to  the  decrease  of 
ordinary  crime.  I  admit — I  am  proud  to 
admit — that,  under  the  operation  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  it  had  decreased  in  the  most 
remarkable  way ;  but  there  is  always  a 
fear  of  its  beginning  again.    In  1 88 1  the 
number  of  oases  of  agrarian  crime  was 
4,439;  in  1882  the  number  was  3,433  ; 
while  in  1884  the  number  was  only  762  ; 
but  should  there  be  a  fresh  outbreak  of 
agrarian  crime,  I  believe  we  should  not 
be  able  to  depend  on  the  ordinary  law 
or  ordinary  juries.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  referred  to  the  existence   of  the 
National  League,  and  he  said  that  it 
had  increased  to  an  enormous  number 
of  branches  at  the  time  when  they  took 
Office;   but  I  do  not  think  that  they 
ever  attacked  the  Irish  Government  for 
that.    I  admit  the  fact  that  the  National 
League,  which  in  its  constitution  was 
legal,  had  greatly  increased  in  power; 
but  during  the  time  I  was  in  Ireland 
there    were   no   repeated    acts    of  its 
leaders,  or  its  committees,   or  of  any- 
one of  sufficient  importance  in  it,  which 
brought  it  under  tne  ban  of  the  law. 
There  are,  I  admit,  great  difficulties  in 

JSarl  Spencer 


proceeding  against  the  members  of  an 
association  such  as  this ;   and  I  believe 
that  during  the  three  years  in  which  1 
held  Office   it   would   have  been    ex- 
tremely hazardous  to  take  any  proceed- 
ings against  the  National  League,  be- 
cause there  is  nothing  more  destructive 
to,  and  calculated  to  discredit,  the  main- 
tenance of  the  law  than  the  institution 
of  a  weak  prosecution  which    breaks 
down.     I  am  not,  however,  aware  that 
there  were  any  special  provisions  in  the 
Crimes  Act  st^cient  to  put  down  such 
associations   as  the    National  League. 
What  my  Government  attempted  to  do 
was  this — we  endeavoured  to  maintain 
the  law  throughout  Ireland,  and  bring 
to  justice  all  those  who  committed  of- 
fences— whether  of  intimidation  or  other- 
wise— against  the    law,   whether  they 
were  members  of  the  National  League 
or  not.     My  belief  is,  that  we  did  check 
to  a  great  extent  the  influx  of  the  Na- 
tional League,  and  that  we  did  keep 
intimidation  in  check,  though  I  admit 
that  its  existence  caused  anxiety.     For 
that  reason  I  strongly  advocated  the  re- 
enactment  of  powers  to  keep  it  in  check. 
If  the  clause  against  intimidation  were 
allowed  to  drop  I  feared  that  the  power  of 
the  National  League  and  of  intimidation 
would  increase  to  an  enormous  extent, 
and  that  the  liberty  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  Ireland  would  be  destroyed. 
We  who  are  out  of  Office  are  not  able  to 
know  the  exact  number  of  cases ;  but, 
from  statements  in  the  public  Press  and 
from  the  words  of  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Abercom)  and  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  I  greatly  fear  that  the 
condition  of  Ireland  with  regard  to  inti- 
midation   and   ''Boycotting"  is   more 
serious  than  it  has  ever  been  before; 
and  if  this  be  so,  I  maintain  that  it 
has  increased  ten-fold   or  a  hundred- 
fold since  I  had  the  responsibility  of 
the  Irish  Government.    With  regard  to 
**  Boycotting "  having  arisen   in    con- 
nection with  the  Crimes  Act,  *' Boycot- 
ting "  was  in  full  force  when  I  went  to 
Ireland.   Take  Wexford  for  an  example ; 
in  that  county  "Boycotting,"  which  had 
been  prevalent  before,  ceased  entirely 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act.    At  this 
moment  is  it  free  from  it?    I  do  not 
want  to  dwell  too  much  on  this  painful 
subject  of  crime.    It  is  a  verr  serious 
thing  that  the  law  should  not  be  main- 
tained in  that  country,  and  it  is  essential 
that  a  policy  should  be  pursued  by  whidi 
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law  and  order  sbonld  be  restored  and 
maintained  in  Ireland.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess referred  to  the  question  of  insta- 
bility; but  I  would  ask  whether  any 
greater  sign  of  instability  could  be 
shown  than  that  the  Conserratiye  Party, 
who  have  always  stood  up  and  said  that 
law  and  order  should  be  maintained, 
should  have  rejected  the  advice  of  those 
who  were  concerned  in  the  government 
of  Ireland,  and  should  have  upset  the 
policy  of  maintaining  law  and  order? 
What  could  have  a  greater  effect  upon 
the  existence  of  stability  than  the  policy 
which  the  Conservative  Party,  led  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  initiated  last  year  ? 
When  I  consider  that  want  of  stability, 
I  almost  despair  of  finding  a  remedy  for 
the  great  evils  we  find  in  that  country. 
I  wish  the  noble  Marquess,  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  had  been  more  explicit  about 
what  he  is  going  to  do.  He  said  that  the 
reason  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  was  going  over  was  that 
they  might  have  the  advantage  of  his 
advice.  But  I  should  like  to  know  what 
has  been  the  advice  of  the  present  Vice- 
roy, and  of  the  present  Chief  Secretary, 
and  what  has  been  the  advice  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  (Lord  Ashbourne)  ? 
Did  they  say  that  the  law  was  respected, 
and  that  the  Queen's  writ  ran  through- 
out the  country  ?  I  think  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  the  matter  is 
vague  and  undecided ;  but  I  also  think 
it  is  absolutely  essential  that  we  should 
know  precisely  from  the  Government 
what  the  actual  condition  of  the  country 
is  as  to  outrages  and  as  to  intimidation. 
They  should  either  be  able  to  say  that 
special  legislation  was  not  necessary  for 
Ireland,  or  be  prepared  with  it  at  once  if 
it  ia.  I  thank  you,  my  Lords,  for  listen- 
ing to  these  remarks,  which  I  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  make  since  allu- 
fiion  was  made  to  my  administration  in 
Ireland. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashboukne)  :  My  Lords, 
it  is  not  surprising,  having  regard  to 
the  statements  made  in  the  public  Press 
and  those  made  by  the  influential  depu- 
tation from  Ireland,  composed  of  all 
Parties,  that  waited  upon  my  noble 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  as  well  as 
those  made  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
inaagorated  by  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  Abercom),  that  that  debate 


should  largely  turn  upon  the  condition 
of  Ireland.  They  all  lead  to  a  view  of 
Ireland  which  is  not  satisfactory,  and 
which,  indeed,  has  been  described  as 
very  gloomy.  I  listened  with  earnest 
attention  to  the  interesting  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition (Earl  Granville),  and  especidly 
to  his  references  to  Ireland ;  I  listened 
with  attention  and  respect  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Viceroy  (Earl 
Spencer).  What  the  noble  Earl  said 
was  interesting,  and  entitled  to  the 
closest  attention  ;  but  I  venture  to  think 
that  what  he  did  not  say  is  not  en- 
tirely unworthy  of  consideration.  The 
general  condition  of  Ireland  is  one  with 
respect  to  which,  though  men  may 
difier  as  to  details,  there  is  very  little 
difference  as  to  the  way  in  which  it  is 
to  be  regarded.  The  Press  practically 
regards  it  in  only  one  way ;  and  influen- 
tial deputations  of  all  Parties  have  en- 
deavoured— not  always  with  success — 
to  address  themselves  to  the  Leaders  of 
both  Parties.  Closely  identified  with 
Ireland  as  I  am,  I  have  always  tried  to 
avoid  taking  a  desponding  view  of  my 
country.  I  have  always  striven,  in  every 
debate  in  which  I  have  had  the  honour 
to  take  part,  to  urge  that  the  best  pos- 
sible way,  no  matter  how  dark  may  be 
the  prospect  at  the  present  time — no 
matter  how  little  room  there  may  be 
for  immediate  hope — is  to  avoid  the 
language  of  exaggeration  and  the  lan- 
guage of  panic.  The  condition  of  Ire- 
land is  grave,  serious,  and  anxious; 
and  I  can  use  no  words  too  strong  to 
express  the  momentous  gravity  of  the 
crisis.  The  real  questions  are — ^What  is 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland,  and 
what  is  the  remedy  for  that  condition  ? 
I  wish  Ireland  could  be  put  altogether 
outside  the  region  of  Party  politics. 
Of  course,  I  am  a  Party  man ;  but  I 
have  used  this  language  in  Opposition, 
and  no  one  knows  that  better  than  the 
late  Viceroy.  The  present  condition  of 
Ireland  is,  as  I  have  said,  calculated  to 
excite  anxiety.  Intimidation  is  consi- 
derable. It  is  not  universal.  In  many 
parts  of  the  country  it  is  potent;  in 
other  parts  it  is  growing.  The  National 
League  has  been  referred  to,  and  in  a 
way  which  rightly  indicates  that  it  is 
a  great  factor  in  the  present  problem  ; 
but  I  would  remind  your  Lordships  that 
it  is  not  the  growth  of  yesterday  —  its 
organization  grew  up  in  the  time  of  the 
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noble  Earl  opposite  the  late  Viceroy. 
It  succeeded  almost  at  once  the  Land 
League.    I  do  not  make  these  observa- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  indulging  in 
recrimination;   but  it  is  necessary  to 
bear  clearly  in  mind    that    it  is  not 
the    growth    of    yesterday,    and    that 
it  did  not  come  into  existence  with  the 
present  Government.     The  Government 
found  it  in  active  operation  when  they 
came  into  power.    In  June  last,-  when 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnar- 
von) succeeded  the  noble   Earl,  there 
were  over  800  branches,  and  when  the 
Grimes  Act  expired  there  were  about 
1,000.    This  greatly  operates  on   the 
movement.    I  beg  to  tell  your  Lord- 
ships   what    also    operates    upon    the 
strength  of  the  movement — and  it  has 
been  alluded  to  already  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  grappled  with  very  feebly  by 
those  who  have  since  spoken  on  the  other 
side — and  that  is  the  statements  of  re- 
sponsible English  Ministers.    I  venture 
to  think  that  there  never  was  a  state- 
ment more  wild,  more  reckless,  more 
mischievous,  than  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Childers  in  reference    to  what  would 
happen  to  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  he  says  he  used 
the  word  **  police ;  "  but  that  was  under- 
stood in  Ireland  as  meaning  the  Con- 
stabulary and  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police-r-the  only  police  there.    I  think 
that  if  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Viceroy 
were  speaking  after  me,  he  would  find 
it  absolutely  impossible  not  to  endorse, 
by  his  eloquent  silence,  every  one  of 
those  adjectives.    If  there  is  any  noble 
Lord  on  the  Front   Bench  who  is  yet 
going  to  take  part  in  this  debate,  I  ven- 
ture to  think  he  will  not  use  a  word 
indicating  concurrence  in  the  suggestion 
that    any    Government,   at    any  time, 
would  be  justified  in  handing  over  the 
control  of  the  Irish  Constabulary  to  any 
other  control  than  that  which  exists. 
Mr.  Childers  is,  of  course,  an  eminent 
statesman ;  but  there  are  other  degrees 
of  eminence.     His  words  were  compara- 
tivelv  mild  side  by  side  with  the  language 
attributed  to  the  Prime  Minister —  iLaugh- 
ter.'] — I  mean,  of  course,  the  late  Prime 
Minister.    As  long  as  the  Elections  were 
going  on,  not  a  whisper  could  be  gained 
from    Mr.   Gladstone   as    to  what    he 
thought;   and  when  he  was  appealed 
to  by  Mr.  Pamell,  in  respectful  terms, 
to   state  what  scheme  he  would  like 
presented,  Mr.   Pamell   was   told,  in 
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weighty  and  dignified  language  from 
Scotland,  that  Mr.  Gladstone  was  not  pre- 
pared   to    do    anything    of   the    kind. 
But,   as  if  by  magic,   when    the  last 
poll  of  the  General  Election  was  over, 
the  whole  country  was  flooded   by  a 
statement,    of    considerable    precision, 
that    Mr.    Gladstone    would    be    pre- 
pared to  discuss,  examine,  or  present, 
or  something  of  that  kind,  a  scheme, 
if  the  opportunity  were  afforded  him. 
I  am  told  by  the  late  Viceroy  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  has  denied,  and  is  going  to 
deny,  that.     I  do  not  attribute  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  any  attempt  to 
spread  these  reports;   but  certainly,  I 
must  say,  he  was  very  unfortunate  in  the 
mode  and  method  of  his  denial.  If  I  were 
irreverent — which  I  am  not — ^I  would 
say  that  his  language  was  involved ;  I 
might  say  that  it  was  *'  characteristic," 
whatever  that  means.    But  I  desire  to 
contrast  these  earlier  denials  with  the 
method  of  repudiation  adopted  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  within  three  days,  when  he 
refused    to   receive    a    deputation    of 
Loyalists  from    Ireland.      He  alluded 
then  to  the  charges  which  had  been 
made  as  mischievous  and  groundless. 
What  were  these  charges  ?    If  he  was 
able  so  to  describe  them,  three  days 
before  the  opening  of  Parliament,  what 
was  to  prevent  him  using  these  clear 
words,    so    emphatically    contradicting 
them,    a    month    or    six    weeks    ago? 
However  that    may  be,   I  think  that 
good  has  come  from  the  starting  of  the 
question ;  in  whatever  way  it  may  have 
arisen,  it  has  caused  a  preliminary  dis- 
cussion and  examination  of  the  question, 
powerful  and  exhaustive,  in  the  Press, 
and  thus  it  is  that  Parliament  is  now 
fairly  able   to   understand  this    ques- 
tion.    The  paragraph   in  the  Queen's 
Speech  in  reference  to  the  Legislative 
Union  is,  I  venture  to  say,  about  one  of 
the  clearest  that  ever  was  framed.     It 
represents  the  views  of  the  Government, 
and,  I  believe,  of  the  country ;  and  I  call 
the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to  this — 
that  not  one  syllable  has  been  heard  to 
indicate  that  it  does  not  represent  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  this  House.    The 
paragraph  is  simple ;  but  the  noble  Earl 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  a  master 
of  phrases,  calls  it  '*  abstract."    Is  it 
meant  to  be  suggested  that  the  question 
has  not  become  a  living  question  now, 
with  86  men  returned  to  Parliament  to 
demand  hardly  anything  else  ?    Whali 
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then,  is  the  meaning  of  this  specious 
word  "abstract?"  It  is  a  very  good 
word,  but  it  does  not  tell  much.  But  is 
the  paragraph  true  ?  That  is  the  ques- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  sat  down  without 
dissenting  from  a  single  word  in  that 
paragraph  ;  and  the  noble  Earl  the  late 
Viceroy,  in  his  interesting  speech,  avoided 
absolutely  even  the  smallest  reference  to 
the  subject.  Beyond  that,  none  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  have  spoken  have 
offered  any  hostile  criticism  upon  it. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  that  ?  Either 
the  noble  Earl  agrees  with  the  para- 
graph and  of  the  way  in  which  it  pre- 
sents the  question,  or  else  he  is  afraid 
to  suggest  to  public  opinion  how  it  is. 
The  only  criticism  which  we  have  heard 
has  been  with  reference  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  in  the  present 
state  of  the  country.  My  Lords,  I  am 
not  aware  that  there  is  any  ground  for 
hostile  oritioism  in  reference  to  the 
action  of  the  Government  on  this  point. 
The  paragraph  in  reference  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  is,  in  my  opinion, 
a  true  paragraph.  It  depicts  in  no 
roseate  hue,  and  under  no  hopeful 
aspect,  what  is  the  position  of  affairs. 
It  also  indicates,  I  venture  to  think, 
with  considerable  clearness,  what  are 
the  views  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
best  way  to  cope  with  this  matter.  The 
intimidation  wnich  prevails  in  Ireland, 
wherever  it  does  exist  in  all  its  vigour, 
is  an  intimidation  which  is  not  confined 
in  its  operations  to  one  class  or  one 
creed,  but  goes  equally  against  Catholics 
as  against  Protestants,  against  peer  as 
against  peasant,  against  merchant  as 
against  artizan.  The  agents  which  feed 
this  organization  are  sympathy  and 
terror.  The  Government  have  applied 
to  the  best  of  their  ability,  and  with  all 
the  vigour  they  could,  the  powers  of  the 
ordinary  law  to  put  down  this  deplorable 
system.  We  have  been  taunted  about 
the  Crimes  Act  and  the  non-renewal  of 
it.  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the 
late  Government  never  stated,  until  they 
left  Office,  what  particular  paragraphs  of 
the  Crimes  Act  they  had  decided  upon 
renewing,  although  they  were  asked 
over  and  over  again,  in  my  pre- 
tence, in  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
do  so.  The  ordinary  law — which  I 
do  not  say  is  sufSoient — has,  however, 
nnder  the  wise  and  able  guidance  of  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
been  admmistered  with  vigour  and  with 


effect.  Although  some  of  the  effects 
of  the  operation  of  the  ordinary  law 
have  been  extremely  good,  I  do  not 
say  that  all  the  results  have  been 
what  we  ooidd  desire.  My  noble  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister  was  perfectly  accu- 
rate when  he  referred  to  the  results  of 
the  Winter  Assizes,  for  the  proceedings 
there  were  satisfactory.  Now,  it  is  ob- 
viously right,  when  there  is  a  change  in 
the  personnel  of  the  Irish  Administration, 
and  when  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  is,  with  great  public 
spirit,  about  to  apply  his  great  and 
recognized  powers  to  this  difficult  and 
somewhat  thankless  task,  that  he  should 
be  given  an  opportunity,  in  that  great 
position  of  responsibility  which  he  will 
fill,  for  considering  closely  and  anxiously 
exactly  what  it  is  he  would  desire  to 
have  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
Parliament.  The  Government  are  keenly, 
seriously  conscious  of  their  duty  in  re- 
ference to  Ireland.  It  is  their  re- 
solute purpose,  to  the  best  of  their 
power,  to  fulfil  it.  Ireland  must  al- 
ways be  ruled,  and  should  always  be 
ruled,  with  kindly  sympathy,  impartial 
justice,  and  unflinching  firmness;  it 
should  be  ruled  with  an  anxious  desire 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland — that  is,  to  all 
in  Ireland,  and  life,  property,  and 
liberty  must  be  preserved  there.  Those 
are  the  conditions  of  every  civilized 
society.  One  of  the  first — indeed  the 
very  first — condition  of  liberty  is  thatr 
men  shall  be  able  to  go  about  their 
ordinary  avocations,  and  to  discharge 
their  duties  honestly  and  fairly,  without 
fear  of  having  their  lives  placed  in 
jeopardy  or  ruin  brought  upon  their 
trade  or  businesses.  The  Government 
recognize  their  duty  in  these  difficult 
and  anxious  circumstances ;  and  I  trust- 
that  your  Lordships  will  give  them 
credit  for  an  earnest  and  resolute  inten- 
tion to  spare  no  effort  loyally  to  fulfil 
their  duty  to  the  very  best  of  their 
ability. 

The  Eabl  op  KIMBEELET  :  My 
Lords,  there  was  one  observation  made 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Ashbourne)  in  which  I  thoroughly 
concur,  and  that  was  when  he  stated 
that  the  Irish  Question  had  been  dis- 
cussed  far  too  much  from  a  Party  point 
of  view.  I  suppose  all  of  us  would 
desire,  if  it  were  possible,  that  our 
Party  quarrels  should  not  affect  so 
strongly  as  they  have  done  Irish  policy. 
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But  what  did  the  nohle  and  learned 
Lord  proceed  to  do?      He  proceeded 
himself,  in  sentence  after  sentence,  to 
make  a  vigorous  Party  attack  on  the 
Opposition,  and  so  to  hring  into  his  dis- 
cussion of  Wsh  policy  that  which  ho, 
with  singular  inconsistency,  said  ought 
to  be  removed  from  Party  warfare,  and 
he  contrived  to  bring  into  the  matter  as 
much  Party  animosity  as  could  be  ex- 
pected from  a  Gentleman  of  his  very 
amiable  temper.     That  is  not  the  spirit 
in  which  we  should  approach  a  crisis 
perhaps  the    mpst  grave   during    this 
century  in  Irish  affairs.     If  we  do,  I 
agree  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  we  are  likely  to  do  very  little  for 
the  good  of  the  country.     Now  wo  are 
waiting  to  hear  what  is  the  policy  which 
the  Government  recommends;  and  our 
complaint  is  that  there  is  a  want  of  pre- 
cision in  the  statements  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    Before  we  can  decide  or  agree 
about  it  we  must  know  what  that  policy  is. 
**  Oh,  but,"  said  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  '*look  at  our  grand  declaration 
about  the  Union  " — which    my  noble 
Friend    behind    me    (Earl    Granville) 
called  an  abstract  Besolution.     And  so 
I  think  it  is,  because  the  point  is  not  to 
pass    some    high-sounding    Besolution 
that  we  are  all  in  favour  of;  the  real 
point  is  how,  in  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland,  with  85  Parnellite  Members  re- 
turned, with  **  Boycotting"  rife  through- 
out the  country,  with  the  Crimes  Act 
lapsed,  the  withdrawal  suddenly  of  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
and  the  advent  to  Ireland  of  a  Gentleman 
very  able  and  highly  respectable,  but 
knowing  very  little  of  Irish  affairs,  the 
Government  are  going  to  face  the  crisis. 
The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
certainly  had  a  policy,  and  a  very  sin- 
gular policy  it  was.      I  listened  with 
astonishment  to  his  most  rash  and  un- 
fortunate speech,  in  which,  referring  to 
the  resolution  of  the  Government  not  to 
renew  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  he  said — **I  believe,  for  my  own 
part,  that  special  legislation  of  this  sort 
is  inexpedient,"  and  ventured  upon  the 
prophecy  that  '*  Ireland  will  justify  the 
confidence  which  is  shown  her  when  this 
Act  is  allowed  to  lapse."     There  the 
noble  Earl  laid  down  the  principle  that 
special  legislation  was  undesirable ;  and 
yet  six  months  after,  when  the  Elections 
are  over,  and  the  time  being  over  when, 
perhaps,  the  old  policy  was  not  so  con- 
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venient,  and  not  so  opportune,  the  Go- 
vernment turn  round  and  indicate  that 
the  old  form  of  action  may  have  to  be 
resorted  to.     But  it  is  useless  now  to 
look  back  upon  Irish  affairs.     What  we 
want  to  know,  as  I  have  already  said,  is, 
what  is  to  be  done  ?    I  gathered  from 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  that  it  is  necessary 
to  wait  until  Mr.  Smith  has  examined 
the  problem  for  himself.    I  should  have 
thought  that  the  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
who  is  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  who 
has  unrivalled  experience  of  Ireland, 
might  have  been  capable  of  advising 
the  Government  in  this  crisis.     He  has 
had  six  months  of  Office,   and  has  a 
knowledge  of  Ireland  that  none  of  us 
Englishmen  possess;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  be  told  that  we  are  to 
wait  until  an  Englishman,  who  knows 
practically  nothing  about  Irish  affairs, 
goes  over  to  Ireland  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  Irish  affairs,  is  nothing 
less  than  a  confession  of  that  weakness 
and  indecision  which  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Advisers  were  at  one  time  so  fond 
of  denouncing.    We  ask,  and  ask  in  vain, 
what,  after  six  months'  incubation,  is  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
this  great  crisis?    A  more  deplorable 
confession  of  weakness  on  the  part  of  a 
Government  in  a  great  crisis  I  have  never 
heard  of  before,   and  I  hope  I  never 
shall  again.     The  business  of  the  Oppo- 
sition will  be,   when  the  Government 
clearly  show  what  their   policy  is,   to 
I  give  it  fair  and  just  consideration,  and, 
as  patriotic  men,  to  throw  no  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  its  realization  if  we 
can  approve  of  it ;  but  if  they  have  no 
steadfastness  of  purpose,  ana  no  clear 
aim  or  object,  and  if  their  remedy  be 
such  as  we  cannot  approve,  then  it  will 
be  our  duty,  by  every  means  in  our 
power,  to  endeavour  to  replace  them  by 
a  Government  more  worthy  of  the  ap- 
proval of  the  country. 

The  LOBD  PBESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Obaj^bbook)  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Kimberley),^  first  of  all,  asks  what  it  is 
the  Government  are  going  to  do  when 
they  are  proposing  exceptional  legis- 
lation ?  Was  there  ever  heard  of  such 
a  thing— that  in  a  Queen's  Speech  the 
form  and  character  of  legislation  should 
be  stated  in  detail  ?  If  not,  then  the 
attack  of  the  noble  Earl,  as  regards 
ambiguity  of  language  as  to  repressive 
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legislation,  falls  to  the  ground.  The 
noble  Earl  also  says  that  the  Members 
of  the  Government  and  the  Parnellites 
combined  to  obstruct  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  their  efforts  to  maintain  law  and 
order  in  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  :  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Viscount  CEANBEOOK  :  The  noble 
Earl  distinctly  stated  it,  though  he  may 
not  have  meant  it.  I  called  the  atten- 
tion of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
near  me  (Lord  Ashbourne)  to  the  words 
at  the  time,  and  I  would  not  have  risen 
only  that  he  used  them. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY :  If  the 
noble  Lord  says  distinctly  that  I  used 
the  words  I  will  at  once  admit  it.  But 
what  I  thought  I  said,  and  what  I  in- 
tended to  say,  was  that  when  the  late 
Government  were  struggling  to  maintain 
law  and  order  in  Ireland  they  had  to 
deal  with  a  strong  Opposition  in  con- 
junction with  the  Parnellites. 

Viscount  CEANBEOOK :  Does  the 
noble  Earl  think  that  on  no  conceivable 
occasion  are  men  of  different  Parties  to 
oppose  a  Government  when  they  differ 
with  it  on  any  particular  question  ?  I 
wish  to  deny  most  emphatically  that 
there  has  been  any  such  alliance  as  the 
noble  Earl  imputes  between  the  Par- 
nellites and  the  late  Opposition.  I  say 
that  it  was  the  alienation  of  the  Par- 
nellites from  you  in  consequence  of  what 
you  call  your  endeavour  to  support  law 
and  order,  and  not  their  affection  for  us, 
that  made  them  oppose  you.  And  as 
to  how  the  Parnellites  voted  at  the  Elec- 
tions, if  the  question  came  to  be  ex- 
amined, it  would  be  foimd  that  they 
voted  in  as  many  cases  against  us  as  for 
us.  My  Lords,  it  is  a  most  remarkable 
thing  that  those  who  stand  up  so  strongly 
for  the  secrecy  of  the  ballot  are  always 
the  first  to  cry  out  how  persons  voted ; 
and  yet,  without  a  scrutiny,  it  is  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  determine.  The 
Government  of  this  country  admits 
its  deep  responsibility.  It  is,  first  of 
all,  responsible  for  protecting  men  in 
the  exercise  of  their  rights;  and  I 
invite  the  criticism  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  promised  us  on  our  policy  if 
our  measures  are  inadequate  for  that 
purpose.  Should  our  measure  be  not  a 
sufficient  or  good  one,  then  let  them 
dismiss  us ;  but  if  it  should  prove  to  the 
contrary,  and  if  we  bring  in  measures 
adequate  to  the  occasion,  I  hope  we  may 


rely  on  you  to  support  us  in  endeavour- 
ing to  put  down  organized  resistance  to 
law  and  order. 

The  Eakl  of  LEITEIM  said,  that  tho 
question  of  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  fully  deserved  the  serious 
coufiideration  it  had  received  that  even- 
ing from  their  Lordships.  He  thought, 
however,  that  a  little  more  might  have 
been  said  upon  the  good  that  was  in  the 
country,  and  that  it  was  unfortunate 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  had  not  contained 
a  distinct  accusation  in  that  direction. 
The  good  in  Ireland  did  not  seem  to 
him  to  be  likely  to  be  developed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  way  it 
ought  to  be.  For  instance,  the  refer- 
ence in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  to  the 
question  of  Local  Government  in  that 
country  was  in  the  most  indistinct  terms. 
The  words  were — 

**  A  measure  for  the'^Reform  of  Ck)UQty  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland  is  also  in  preparation.'* 

Now,  that  was  in  striking  contrast  to 
the  preceding  words  of  the  same  para- 
graph, which  said — 

"  Bills  will  be  submitted  to  you  for  transfer- 
ring to  Representative  Councils  in  the  Counties 
of  Great  Britain  local  business  which  is  now 
transacted  by  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions 
and  other  authorities.*' 

So  far  as  his  knowledge  of  local  go- 
vernment in  Great  Britain  extended,  his 
belief  distinctly  was  that  it  was  far 
better  and  far  more  thorough  and  fairer 
as  regarded  the  taxpayer  than  local 
government  in  Lreland.  The  Ghrand  Jury 
Laws  in  Ireland,  for  instance,  were  per- 
fectly indefensible,  and  formed  a  stand- 
ing danger  to  the  ooimtry.  These  laws, 
as  they  now  existed,  merely  represented 
the  landowning  classes.  The  fiscal 
powers  exercised  by  the  Grand  Juries 
were  enormous ;  while  the  cesspayer,  who 
was  really  the  occupier,  was  completely 
outnumbered  at  the  Presentment  Ses- 
sions. Yarious  powers  had  been  con- 
ferred on  the  Grand  Juries  since  they 
were  first  established — such  as  the 
power  to  guarantee  railways  and  tram- 
ways at  Presentment  Sessions.  The 
powers  exercised  by  the  Presentment 
Sessions,  under  the  Tramways  Act  of 
Lord  Spencer,  were  exceedingly  dan- 
gerous. The  cesspayer  was  by  no  means 
represented,  and  yet  the  Grand  Jury 
had  the  power,  subject  certainly  to  ap- 
peal, of  taxing  them,  it  mi^^ht  be  in 
perpetuity,  for  a  tramway  wmch  might 
be  of  no  use  to  them  at  all.    He  be* 
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lieved  that  county  government  was  much 
desired  by  a  large  and  important  class 
in  Ireland,  and  that  no  time  should  be 
lost  in  introducing  a  measure  for  the 
purpose.  A  very  remarkable  letter  ap- 
peared in  The  Times  some  time  ago  from 
Mr.  Olififord  Lloyd  with  regard  to  the 
remedies  which  should  be  adopted  in 
Lreland.  He  contended,  in  that  com- 
munication, that  the  grievances  of  the 
country  were  due — first,  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  people  from  any  share  in  the 
management  of  their  afifairs ;  and, 
secondly,  to  the  continuation  in  Dublin 
of  a  centralized  Government,  alleged  to 
be  out  of  touch  with  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, the  British  Cabinet,  and  the 
Irish  people  alike.  Mr.  Lloyd  went  on 
to  express  an  opinion  that  the  creation 
of  elective  Ooimty  Boards,  with  powers 
of  taxation,  would  afford  a  basis  giving 
ample  scope  for  the  growth  of  political 
life.  He  (the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  believed 
with  the  writer  that  in  that  direction  it 
was  possible  to  mitigate  some  of  the 
evils  that  existed  in  Ireland ;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  it  was  quite  within  the  natural 
aspirations  of  the  Irish  people  that  they 
should  be  able  to  control  their  local 
affairs  in  the  counties,  and  manage  that 
taxation  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
pay.  In  connection  with  that  there 
must  come,  undoubtedly,  the  abolition 
of  the  Viceroyalty,  which  was  quite  out 
of  date  and  out  of  consonance  with  the 
feelings  of  the  country,  both  high  and 
low.  While  ready  to  grant  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  any  powers  that 
might  be  necessary  for  repressing  crime, 
and  bringing  Ireland  to  a  better  state, 
it  was,  to  his  mind,  imperatively  neces- 
sary that  a  measure  of  local  government 
should  be  introduced. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  crime  and  outrage 
was  increasing  in  Ireland  at  a  rate  of 
which  few  of  their  Lordships  had  any 
conception.  He  was  accustomed  to 
watch  the  rise  and  fall  of  the  tide ;  and 
he  asserted  that  in  the  past  monUi  the 
greater  part  of  Ireland  had  gone  back 
a  whole  year  in  its  neglect  of  duty.  It 
was  for  the  Government  to  say  whether 
that  state  of  things  should  continue. 
They  might  judge  how  matters  were 
when  they  found  that  in  Ulster  Liberals 
and  Conservatives  had  been  brought  to 
act  together;  and  in  his  opinion  it  would 
be  well  if  tlus  truce  of  Parties  were  not 
only  maintained,  but  extended.  Judging 
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from  these  indications,  he  thought  he 
was  justified  in  complaining  that  there 
was  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  the 
merest  general  indication  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  their  intention  pro- 
bably to  deal  with  that  serious  state  of 
affairs. 

Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dissenlienie, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

CHAIEMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Earl  of  Eedesdale  appointed, 
nemine  dissentiente^  to  take  the  Chair  in 
all  Committees  of  this  House  for  this 
Session. 

Committee  fob  Pbtvileges  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

Sub-Committee  foe  the  Joxjbnals — 
Appointed. 

Appeal  Committee — Appointed. 

Eeceivehs  and  Tbyebs  of  Petitions 
— Appointed. 

SCOTLAND— ELECTION  OP  REPRE- 
SENTATIVE PEERS.— MINUTES 
OF  MEETING. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  received  (by  post) 
from  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister  of  Scot- 
land, the  minutes  of  the  meeting  held 
on  the  10th  of  December  last  of  the 
Peers  of  Scotland  for  the  election  of 
their  representatives  to  sit  and  vote  in 
the  ensuing  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  also,  Betum  by  the  Lord 
Clerk  Begister  of  Scotland  concerning 
Titles  of  Peerages  called  at  the  said 
meeting,  in  right  of  which  respectively 
no  vote  had  been  received  and  counted 
for  fifty  years  last  past  as  at  the  date  of 
the  said  meeting :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Taole. 

PAKISH  CHUBOHES  BILL      [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  declare  and  esact  the  law  as  to  the 
right!  of  parishioners  in  respect  of  their  parish 
churehes— Was  pretented  by  The  Lord  Bishop 
of  Pbtbrborouoh  ;  read  1*.    (No.  5.) 

House  a^joorned  at  Eight  o'clock, 
till  to*morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday^  2Ut  January^  1886. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  dock. 

Message  to  attend  Her  Majesty ; — 

The  House  went ; — and  having  re- 
turned;^ 

Seyeral  Members  took  and  subscribed 
the  Oath. 

PRIVUiEGES. 

Ordered^  That  a  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES  BILL. 

Bill  "  for  the  more  eflfectual  prevent- 
ing Clandestine  Outlawries,"  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

For  Croydon,  v.  Sir  William  Grantham, 
knight,  one  of  the  Justices  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's High  Court  of  Justice. 

For  Armagh  County  (Mid  Division), 
r.  John  M*Kane,  esquire,  deceased. 

For  Edinburgh  (South  Division),  v. 
Sir  Qeorge  Harrison,  knight,  deceased. 

L  0  XTBLE  RETURNS. 


COUNTY  OF  MONAGHAN  (NORTHERN 
DIVISION)  AND  COUNTY  OF  DERRY 
(SOUTHERN  DIVISION). 

Mr.  Sfbakeb  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from 
Timothy  M.  Healy,  esquire,  returned  as 
a  Member  for  the  County  of  Monaghan 
(Northern  Division),  and  for  the  County 
of  Derry  (Southern  Division),  making 
hia  election  to  serve  for  South  Derry; 
and  the  said  Letter  was  read  as  fol- 
loweth : — 

21  Jan.  1886. 
Sir, 
Having  h$9n  returned  for  North  Monaghan 
and  South  Derry,  I  beg  to  $ag  that  I  elect  to  tit 
for  South  Derry, 

I  am  Sir, 

Tour  obedient  Servant, 
The  Might  ffonhle.  T.  M.  EJSALY. 

The  Speaker. 


COUNTY  OF  CARLOW  AND  BOROUGH 
OF  DUBLIN  (ST.  STEPHEN'S  GREEN 
DIVISION). 

Mr.  Sfeakeb  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from 
E.  Dwyer  Gray,  esquire,  returned  as  a 
Member  for  the  County  of  Carlow  and 
for  the  Borough  of  Dublin  (St.  Stephen's 
Green  Division),  making  his  election  to 
serve  for  the  JBorough  of  Dublin  (St. 
Stephen's  Green  Division) ;  and  the 
said  Letter  was  read  as  folio weth : — 

Jany.  2Ut,  1886. 
Sir, 
Having  been  returned  for  tlie  St,  Stephen* a 
Oreen  Division  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  also 
for  Carlow,  I  beg  to  tag  that  I  elect  to  eit  for  the 
former  Constituency. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Tourt  faithfully, 
The  Might  Son.  E.  D  WTEM  QMA  Y. 

The  Speaker. 

NOTICE    OF  RESOLUTIONS. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
wish  to  give  Notice  that,  on  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  debate  on  the  Address  in 
reply  to  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech,  I  intend  to  propose  certain  Re- 
solutions relating  to  the  Procedure  of 
the  House ;  and,  having  regard  to  the 
nature  of  the  subject  and  the  precedent 
which  was  adopted  in  1882,  1  propose 
to  ask  the  House  to  afford  to  us  faci- 
lities for  the  continued  discussion  and 
the  determination  of  these  Resolations, 
subject,  of  course,  to  the  intervention  of 
any  specially  important  or  urgent  Busi- 
ness. I  intend  to  place  a  copy  of  the 
Resolutions  which  I  propose  to  move  on 
the  Table  this  evening. 

NOTICE   OF  AMENDMENTS. 

THE  QUEEN'S   SPEECH— ADDRESS  TO 
HER  MAJESTY. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  gave  No- 
tice  that  he  would  move  the  following 
Amendment  to  the  Address : — 

After  the  word  <<  transieiit,"  in  the  10th 
paragraph,  add—"  But  this  House  humbly  ex- 
preues  its  regret  that  no  measoree  are  announced 
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by  Her  Majesty  for  tho  present  relief  of  theso 
classes,  and  especially  for  affording  facilities  to 
tho  agricultural  labourers  and  others  in  the 
rural  districts  to  obtain  allotments  and  small 
holdings  on  equitable  terms  as  to  rent  and  se- 
curity of  tenure.  '* 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  move  an  Amendment  to 
tho  Address — 

To  insert,  after  the  word  "  Agriculture,"  in 
the  10th  paragrapli,  the  words  **  and  humbly  to 
represent  the  pressing  necessity  for  securing 
without  delay  to  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  such 
conditions  of  tenure  as  will  aid  and  encourage 
them  to  meet  the  new  and  trying  circumstances 
in  which  the  Agriculture  of  the  Country  is 
placed." 

Mr.  hunter  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  move  an  Amendment  to  the  Ad- 
dress— 

At  end  of  the  6th  paragraph,  add—  "  But  this 
House  humbly  expresses  to  Her  Majesty  their 
regret  that  the  Revenues  of  India  have  been 
applied  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  military 
operations  carried  on  in  the  Kingdom  of  Ava, 
without  the  consent  of  Parliament  as  required 
by  '  The  Government  of  India  Act,  1858. '  " 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

For  Carlow  County,  v,  Edmond  Dwyer 
Gray,  esquire,  who,  having  been  re- 
turned as  a  Member  for  the  said  County 
of  Carlow,  and  also  for  the  Borough  of 
Dublin  (St.  Stephen's  Green  Division), 
hath  elected  to  sit  for  the  Borough  of 
Dublin  (St.  Stephen's  Green  Division). 

For  Monaghan  County  (Northern  Di- 
vision), V.  Timothy  M.  Healy,  esquire, 
who,  having  been  returned  as  a  Mem- 
ber  for  the  said  County  of  Monaghan 
(Northern  Division),  and  also  for  the 
County  of  Derry  (Southern  Division), 
hath  elected  to  sit  for  the  County  of 
Derry  (Southern  Division). 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Mr.  speaker  reported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  made  by  Her  Chancellor, 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[first  nigut.] 

Viscount  CURZON  (who  wore  the 
uniform  of  a  Yeomanry  oflScer)  said: 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  rising  to  move  the 
Address  in  reply  to  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  I  trust  that  I  may 
obtain  the  forbearance  and  the  indul- 
gence that  are  invariably  granted  to 
a  new  Member  who  endeavours  to  dis- 

Mr.  Jem  CoU%ng% 


charge  the  honourable  duty  which  has 
fallen  to  my  lot  this  day. 

In  the  course  of  the  Speech  which 
has  just  been  read  to  the  House,  it  wiU 
be  noticed  that  the  early  paragraphs  of 
it  contain  reference  to  foreign  affairs. 
In  the  first  place,  I  feel  sure  that  hon. 
Members  will  be  pleased  to  hear  that 
the  great  differences  which  divided  the 
Governments  of  England  and  Russia 
for  some  time  have  been  settled,  and 
that  an  adjustment  of  those  differences 
has  been  arrived  at,  through  the  honour* 
able  concession  by  Russia  of  certain 
territory  on  the  boundary  of  Afghan- 
istan, important  to  the  Ameer,  but 
which  was  at  that  time  in  the  occupa« 
tion  of  Russian  troops,  and  the  pos- 
session of  which  had  been  guaranteed 
to  the  Ameer  by  the  late  Government. 
At  the  same  time,  I  would  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  firmness  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  in  pressing  for  what  was  right 
and  fair,  and  for  what  he  thoueht  this 
coimtry  had  a  just  claim  to.  The  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  when  he  took  Office, 
was  bound  to  recognize  everything  in 
regard  to  which  the  word  of  England 
was  pledged.  He  loyally  accepted  the 
situation,  and  made  the  best  out  of  it 
that  he  could.  Since  that  time  it  is 
highly  satisfactory  to  know  that  the 
demarcation  of  the  frontier  had  been 
proceeded  with  in  a  friendly  spirit  until 
winter  stopped  all  operations  for  a  time. 
The  most  cordial  relations  have  existed 
between  the  English  and  the  Russian 
Commissioners,  and  I  feel  convinced 
that  the  House  will  willingly  re-echo 
Her  Majesty's  hopes  that  tne  peace 
which  has  been  established  in  Asia  wiU 
be  long  continued. 

Secondly,  with  regard  to  Eastern 
Roumelia,  the  features  of  the  rising 
there,  as  hon.  Members  will  recollect, 
were,  primarily,  its  unanimity,  and, 
secondly,  that  no  bloodshed  attended  it. 
It  appears  to  have  been  practically  the 
unanimous  expression  of  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  that  country 
to  incorporate  their  Kingdom  with  that 
of  Bulgaria.  I  need  not  remind  hon. 
Members  that  circumstances  have  very 
much  changed  since  the  Treaty  of  Ber- 
lin. There  seems  to  have  been  a  una- 
nimous desire  on  the  part  of  tho  in- 
habitants of  Eastern  Roumelia  that  the 
arrangements  made  by  that  Treaty  af- 
fecting them  should  be  re-opened.  After 
the  outbreak  of  last  October,  it  wHl  be 
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nndeiBtoody  I  tliiiik,  that  it  would  have 
been  perfectly  impossible,  eyen  if  any- 
one had  desired  it,  to  return  to  the 
«MtM  quo  ante  without  the  use  of  force, 
which  must  have  led  to  great  disturbance 
and  bloodshed,  and  possibly  to  grave 
embarrassment.  I  think  that  we  must 
all  lament  the  attack — nay,  more,  the 
fratricidal  struggle — initiated  by  Servia 
on  Bulgaria,  and  I  feel  equally  confident 
that  we  must  deprecate  any  similar 
wanton  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
Qreeoe.  The  fate  of  the  Servian  attack 
will,  I  trust,  act  as  a  warning  to  that 
nationality,  which  has  ever  had  a  large 
share  of  English  sympathy.  May  I  also 
be  permitted  to  add  that  I  am  glad  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  recognized 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  the  rights 
of  the  Sultan.  So  far  from  the  integrity 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire  being  an  ex- 
ploded doctrine,  I  very  humbly  submit 
to  the  House  that  there  is  a  general  and 
growing  opinion  amongst  nearly  all  the 
Great  Powers  of  Europe  that  on  the 
maintenance  of  that  integrity  rests  the 
best  chance  of  the  peace  of  Europe 
being  secured. 

The  House  will  observe  with  satis- 
faction that  a  very  considerable  amount 
of  success  has  attended  the  Mission  of 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  to  Con- 
stantinople and  Egypt.  I  feel  sure  it 
must  be  a  matter  of  regret  to  many  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  that  the  House 
has  not  the  advantage  of  his  presence. 
It  will,  however,  be  no  matter  of  sur- 
prise to  those  who  are  well  acquainted 
with  his  intimate  knowledge  of  the 
East,  and  his  experience  of  diplomacy, 
to  know  that  he  has  been  able  to  secure 
the  effective  co-operation  of  the  Sultan 
in  the  difficult  task  of  restoring  order  in 
]^7pt,  where  for  the  last  four  years 
there  has  been  so  much  disorder  and  so 
much  anxiety,  financial  and  other- 
wise. In  connection  with  this  matter 
the  House  will  probably  be  justified  in 
commencing  to  entertain  reasonable 
hopes  that  in  the  course  of  time  Eng- 
land may  look  forward  to  being  relieved 
of  the  burden  and  responsibility  which 
are  now  entailed  on  her  by  her  occupa- 
tion of  that  country. 

With  regard  to  the  paragraph  in  the 
Gracious  Speech  of  Her  Majesty  an- 
nouncing the  Burmese  War  and  the 
annexation  of  that  country  to  the  Bri- 
tish Empire,  I  feel  that  very  probably 
it  would  be  well  that  the  House  should . 


defer  any  discussion  upon  the  subject 
until  hon.  Members  have  had  time  to 
read  the  somewhat  bulky  Blue  Book 
which  has  been  placed  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  to-day.  In  parting  with  the 
subject  I  would  merely  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  conduct  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  been  patient  and 
tolerant  to  the  last  degree  towards  the 
King  of  Burmah  ever  since  his  accession. 
Although  it  cannot  possibly  be  a  matter 
for  unmixed  congratulation  that  the 
cares  and  anxieties  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment should  be  still  further  added 
to,  nevertheless  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  protecting  the  lives  and  pro- 
perty of  British  subjects  and  the  honour 
and  credit  of  the  Empire,  have  been  so 
systematically  violated  by  the  Burmese 
Government,  that,  in  my  opinion,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  left  no 
choice  other  than  the  action  which  they 
have  taken.  I  feel  certain,  Sir,  that  the 
House  and  the  country  generally  will 
willingly  and  heartily  re-echo  the  gra- 
cious sentiments  expressed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen  with  regard  to  the 
valour  of  the  troops  in  Burmah.  Once 
more  the  soldiers  of  the  Queen  have 
shown  what  they  can  do;  and  I  feel 
that  the  gallantry  and  effectiveness  dis- 
played by  all  ranks  of  the  Army  in  Bur- 
mah are  worthy  of  the  unanimous  appro- 
bation of  the  House  and  the  count^. 

Passing  on  to  the  consideration  of 
Home  affairs,  it  will  be  noticed  that  the 
reform  of  Local  Government  occupies  a 
prominent  place  in  the  Boyal  Speech. 
Eepresenting,  as  I  do,  one  of  the  di- 
visions of  an  ancient  and  historic 
county,  I  am  the  more  sensible  that 
the  time  has  now  eome  when  consider- 
able changes  are  desired  in  the  method 
of  transacting  county  business  by  a 
great  majority  of  the  people.  I  feel 
that  until  thoroughly  representative 
Local  Bodies  are  formed  in  the  localities 
it  will  be  useless  to  expect  that  any 
sound  and  satisfactory  reforms  can  take 
place  in  the  incidence  of  local  taxation. 

With  regard  to  the  announcement  of 
the  Government  that  it  is  their  intention 
to  deal  with  the  system  of  the  transfer 
of  land,  I  am  very  glad  indeed  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  fulfilled  their 
promises ;  because  I  cannot  but  think 
that  an  easy  and  cheap  transfer  of  land 
would  largely  increase  the  number  of 
freeholders,  and  relieve  the  owners  of 
land  from  many  charges  which  now  fall 
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upon  {hem  for  oonyeyanoing.  I  haye 
eyery  confidence  that  the  measure,  when 
introduced,  will  be  a  sound  and  satis- 
factory one,  imbued,  as  it  probably  will 
be,  with  the  principles  and  ideas  of  the 
late  Earl  Oaims,  who,  among  many  dis- 
tinguished lawyers,  was  the  only  con- 
spicuous Land  Law  reformer  of  the  pre- 
sent day. 

Mention  has  been  made  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  invite  the 
House  of  Commons  to  reconsider  its 
Procedure.  I  feel  that  it  would,  indeed, 
be  presumptuous  of  me  if  I  were  to  do 
more  than  offer  a  parting  remark  upon 
a  question  of  so  much  difficulty. 

In  regard  to  the  passages  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  which  deal  with  the  affairs 
and  condition  of  Ireland,  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion, naturally  enough,  excites  at  the 
present  time  a  great  deal  of  interest 
and  attention  in  the  minds  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Great  Britain.  Now,  for 
myself,  I  think  that  a  fair  and  a  proper 
view  to  take  of  this  matter  is  not  to 
judge  Ireland  by  any  abstract  standard 
of  peace  and  order;  but  she  must  be 
judged  by  the  various  circumstances 
connected  with  her  history  and  race,  and 
the  position  of  her  inhabitants,  and  not 
judged  too  harshly.  Although  there  is 
much  going  on  in  that  country  that  we 
must  dl  most  sincerely  deplore,  I  may 
add  a  very  earnest  hope  that  there  will 
soon  be  a  sound  and  a  satisfactory  change. 
There  is  nothing,  so  far  as  I  know — at 
all  events,  until  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  spoken — which  can  compare 
with  the  events  that  took  place  in  1881 
and  1882,  or  which  shows  proof  of  a 
weaker  administration  on  the  part  of 
the  Irish  Executive.  That,  however,  is, 
of  course,  no  justification  for  the  pre- 
sent state  of  thines.  There  is  that 
going  on  in  Ireland  which  must  be  put 
an  end  to.  The  preservation  of  life  and 
property,  a  due  regard  for  legal  obliga- 
tions, and  the  free  exercise  of  private 
rightis  should  be  the  primary  considera- 
tions of  the  Government.  In  the  de- 
termination to  insure  a  proper  regard 
for  these  considerations,  I  feel,  m>m 
the  prompt  and  effeotive  language  of 
the  Itoyal  Speech,  that  we  may  place 
every  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government.  May  I  venture  to 
express  a  hope  that  the  House  will  give 
to  the  state  of  things  that  may  be  laid 
before  it  a  fair  and*impartial  considera- 
tion.   I  feel  that  it  is  the  unanimous 
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desire  of  all  Parties  to  promote  in  every 
way  the  happiness  and  the  prosperity  of 
Ireland.  Equally  convinced  am  I  that 
there  is  a  growing  and  overwhelming 
consensus  of  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
maintenance  of  the  Parliamentary  Union 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland ; 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
House  will  hail  with  the  very  deepest 
satisfaction  the  clear  and  ringing  terms 
of  the  Queen's  Speech.  I  am  convinced 
that  it  is  only  under  the  peaceful  pro- 
tection of  the  Union  that  the  strength 
and  safety  of  the  Empire,  the  progress 
of  the  two  peoples,  and  the  real  happi- 
ness of  Ireland  can  be  seeured. 

And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  conclusion, 
while  I  beg  leave  to  read  the  Address 
to  the  House,  let  me  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  thanking  the  House  for  the 
generous  attention  and  kindness  with 
which  it  has  listened  to  the  remarks  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty  to  make — a  kind- 
ness and  an  attention  which  I  appre- 
ciate all  the  more  as  being  one  of  the 
highest  marks  of  regard  the  House  of 
Commons  can  confer  upon  one  of  its 
Members.  I  now  beg  leave,  Sir,  to 
read  the  Address  in  answer  to  the  Boyal 
Speech.  The  noble  Viscount  then  con- 
cluded by  moving — 

<<That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech  which  Her  Majesty  has 
addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament : 

•*  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  Her  Majesty's  relations  with  other 
Powers  continue  to  be  of  a  friendly  character  : 

**  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that 
the  difference  which  existed,  when  Her  Majesty 
last  addressed  us,  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  that  of  Bussia,  on  the  subject  of 
the  boundaries  of  Afghanistan,  has  been  satis- 
factorily adjusted,  and  that  in  pursuance  of  a 
Convention  which  will  be  laid  before  us,  the 
English  and  Russian  Commissioners,  with  the 
full  concurrence  of  Her  Majesty's  ally,  the  kxoxt 
of  Afghanistan,  have  been  engaged  in  demar- 
cating the  frontier  of  that  country.  To  assure 
Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with  satisfaction  that 
Her  Majesty  trusts  that  their  work  may  tend  to 
secure  the  continuance  of  peace  in  Central 
Asia: 

<•  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  a  rising  in  Eastern  Roumeli*  has 
given  expression  to  the  desire  of  the  inhabitants 
for  a  change  in  the  political  arrangements  under 
which  they  were  placed  by  the  Treaty  of  Ber- 
lin, and  that  Her  Majesty's  object^  in   the 
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nfyrtf^^miM  wBlbh  haTO  f oDowed,  has  been  to 
^ming  them,  aooording  to  their  wish,  nnder  the 
role  of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  while  maintain- 
ing nnimpaired  the  eosential  rights  of  His  Im- 
perial Kajeety  the  Snltan : 

"To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
ihmt  under  a  Conyention,  conolnded  with  the 
Ottoman  Porte,  Commissioners  have  been  ap- 
pointed OIL  behalf  of  England  and  Turkey  to 
ecmfer  with  His  Highness  the  Khedive,  and  to 
x«poit  upon  the  measures  required  for  seouring 
the  defoice  of  Egypt  and  the  stability  and  effi- 
oency  of  the  Government  in  that  country : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform, 
ing  us  that  greatly  to  Her  regret,  Her  Majesty 
was  compelled  in  the  month  of  November  to  de- 
clare war  against  Thecbaw  the  King  of  Ava ; 
that  acts  of  hostility  on  his  part  against  Hor 
Majesty's  subjects  and  the  interests  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Empire  had,  since  his  accession,  been 
deliberate  and  continuous;  that  these  had 
neceomtated  the  withdrawal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Kepresentative  from  his  Court;  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  demands  for  redress  were  systemati- 
cally evaded  and  disregarded.  To  thank  Her 
Jlatesty  for  informing  us  that  an  attempt  to 
confiscate  the  property  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects trading  under  agreement  in  his  dominions, 
and  a  refusal  to  settle  the  dispute  by  arbitra- 
tion, convinced  Her  Majesty  that  the  protection 
of  British  life  and  prop^ty,  and  the  cessation  of 
djuogerous  anarchy  in  Upper  Burmah,  could 
only  be  effected  by  force  of  arms.  To  assure 
Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with  satisfaction  that 
the  gaUantry  of  Her  Majesty's  European  and 
Indian  Foroes  under  Lieutenant-General  Sir 
Harry  Prendergast,  r^idly  brought  the  country 
nnder  Her  Majesty's  power.  And  humbly  to 
thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that  Her 
Majesty  has  decided  that  the  most  certain 
meQiod  of  ensuring  peace  and  order  in  those 
regions  is  to  be  found  in  the  permanent  in- 
ccffporation  of  the  Kingdom  of  Ava  with  Her 
Majesty's  Empire : 

«To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  lime  whioh  has  elapsed  since  ;.Her  Ma- 
jesty assnmsd  the  direct  Government  of  India 
makes  it  desirable  that  the  operation  of  the 
Statutes,  by  which  that  change  was  effected, 
should  be  carefully  investigated,  and  for  com- 
mending this  important  matter  to  our  earnest 
attention: 

"  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
satisfaction  that  a  protracted  negotiation  re- 
specting the  rights  of  the  Eepublio  of  France 
on  the  coasts  of  Newfoundland  under  the  Treaty 
of  Utrecht  has  been  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion  by  an  Agreement  which  will  be  laid 


before  us  and  before  the  Legislature  of  New- 
foundland as  soon  as  it  assembles,  and  that  an 
Agreement  has  also  been  made  with  Spain, 
securing  to  this  Country  all  commercial  rights 
granted  to  Germany  in  the  Caroline  Islands : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  our  consent  will  be  asked  to  Legislative 
Measures  rendered  necessary  by  a  Convention 
on  the  subject  of  International  Copyright,  to 
which  Her  Majesty  has  agreed : 

•*  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  the  Estimates  for  the  Expenditure  of 
the  ensuing  year,  which  have  been  framed  with 
a  due  regard  of  efficiency  and  economy,  will  be 
submitted  to  us : 

**  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
regret  that  no  material  improvement  can  be 
noted  in  the  condition  of  Trade  or  Agriculture, 
and  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  Her  Majesty  feels  the  deepest  sympathy 
for  the  great  number  of  persons,  in  many  voca- 
tions of  life,  who  are  suffering  under  a  pressure 
which  Her  Majesty  trusts  will  prove  to  be 
transient : 

«  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  Her  Majesty  has  seen  with  deep  sorrow 
the  renewal,  since  Her  Majesty  last  addressed 
us,  of  the  attempt  to  excite  the  People  of  Ire- 
land to  hostility  against  the  Legislative  Union 
between  that  Country  and  Great  Britain  :  that 
Her  Majesty  is  resolutely  opposed  to  any  dis- 
turbance of  that  fundamental  Law,  and  that  in 
resisting  it  Her  Majesty  is  convinced  that  Her 
Majesty  will  be  heartily  supported  by  Her  Par- 
liament and  Her  People : 

**To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  social  no  less  than  the  material  con- 
dition of  that  Country  engages  Her  anxious 
attention ;  that,  although  there  has  been  during 
the  last  year  no  marked  increase  of  serious 
crime,  there  is  in  many  places  a  concerted 
resistance  to  the  enforcement  of  legal  obliga- 
tions ;  and  that  Her  Majesty  regrets  that  the 
practice  of  organised  intimidation  continues  to 
exist.  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Her  Majesty  has  caused  every 
exertion  to  be  used  for  the  detection  and 
punishment  of  those  crimes ;  that  no  effort  will 
be  spared  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Gh)- 
vemment  to  protect  Her  Irish  subjects  in  the 
exercise  of  their  legal  rights,  and  the  enjoy- 
ment of  individual  liberty,  and  that  if,  as  Her 
Majesty's  information  leads  Her  to  apprehend, 
the  existing  provisions  of  the  Law  should  prove 
to  be  inadequate  to  cope  with  these  growing 
evils,  Her  Majesty  looks  with  confidence  to  our 
willingness  to  invest  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  all  necessary  powers : 
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' '  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  Bills  will  be  submitted  for  transferring 
to  Representative  Councils  in  the  Counties  of 
Great  Britain  local  business  which  is  now 
transacted  by  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Session 
and  other  authorities.  That  a  measure  for  the 
Reform  of  County  Government  in  Ireland  is 
also  in  preparation.  That  these  Measures  will 
involve  the  consideration  of  the  present  inci- 
dence of  local  burdens : 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  that  a  Bill  for 
facilitating  the  sale  of  Glebe  Lands,  in  a  manner 
adapted  to  the  wants  of  the  rural  population, 
will  also  be  submitted  to  us ;  as  also  Bills  for 
removing  the  difficulties  which  prevent  the 
easy  and  cheap  transfer  of  Land ;  for  mitigating 
the  distressed  condition  of  the  poorer  classes  in 
the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land; for  the  more  effectual  prevention  of 
Accidents  in  Mines ;  for  extending  the  powers 
of  the  Railway  Commission  in  respect  of  the 
Regulation  of  Rates ;  and  for  the  codification  of 
the  Criminal  Law  : 

«  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  join  with 
Her  Majesty  in  trusting  that  results  beneficial 
to  the  cause  of  education  may  issue  from  a 
Royal  Commission  which  Her  Majesty  has 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the 
Education  Acts : 

"Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
subjects  which  Her  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  our  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which 
may  be  submitted  to  us,  .and  that  we  earnestly 
trust  that  with  regard  to  these  and  all  other 
matters  pertaining  to  our  functions  the  keeping 
and  gfuidanoe  of  Almighty  God  may  be  vouch- 
safed to  us." — (ViMCouni  Curzon.) 

Mb.  HOULDSWOETH  (who  wore  a 
Court  dress)  said :  Mr.  Speaker  —  I 
rise,  Sir,  to  second  the  Motion  which 
has  been  made  by  the  noble  Viscount 
who  sits  near  me  (Viscount  Ourzon) ; 
and|  in  attemptiDg  to  discharge  the 
honourable  and,  at  the  same  time,  re- 
sponsible duty  which  has  been  imposed 
upon  me,  I  feel  very  sincerely  that  I 
need,  and  I  trust  I  may  rely  upon,  the 
generous  consideration  of  the  House. 

The  circumstances  under  which  we 
meet  are  in  many  respects  peculiar;  some 
of  them  I  think  I  may  venture  to  describe 
as  grave.  The  new  House  of  Commons  not 
only  contains  a  greater  number  of  Mem- 
bers than  any  of  its  Predecessors ;  but, 
what  is  more  important,  it  represents  a 
larger  proportion  of  the  nation  than  it 
has  ever  before  done — in  fact,  I  may 


say  that,  practically,  it  represents  the 
whole  of  the  nation.  The  basis  of  poli- 
tical power  has  thus  been  considerably 
broadened ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  by 
the  sub-divisions  which  have  taken  place 
in  counties,  and  in  the  larger  boroughs, 
the  responsibility  of  each  elector  has 
been  intensified,  or,  at  any  rate,  it  has 
been  brought  closer  home  to  him.  It  is, 
I  think,  a  matter  of  sincere  congratula- 
tion that  though  there  has  never,  per- 
haps, been  an  Election  so  exciting  as 
that  which  we  have  just  passed  through, 
or  one  in  which  the  excitement  has  been 
so  wide-spread,  there  has  never  probably 
been  one  in  which  bitter  partizan  spirit 
has  been  less  exhibited,  in  which  there 
has  been  a  greater  maintenance  of  law 
and  order,  and  in  which  the  results  have 
been  received  with  more  equanimity,  or 
treated  as  more  conclusive. 

I  shall  not  venture  to  trouble  the 
House  by  referring  to  the  whole  of  the 
diverse  subjects  which  are  mentioned  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech — most  of  them, 
if  not  all,  having  been  already  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Viscount.  I  may,  how- 
ever, be  allowed  in  one  sentence  to  say 
with  regard  to  that  subject  which  ap- 
pears most  prominently  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech — ^namely,  that  of  Ireland,  that  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  the  noble  Vis- 
count who  has  just  spoken.  It  is  a  sub- 
ject which  is  causing  at  the  present 
moment  considerable  pain  to  the  people 
throughout  the  country  generally.  I 
believe  that  there  is  no  class  of  politi- 
cians and  no  class  of  people  in  the  coun- 
try who  do  not  sincerely  wish  to  see 
Ireland  both  prosperous  and  contented. 
At  the  same  time,  I  belie?e  that  there  is 
a  very  general,  if  not  an  universal,  con- 
viction, in  the  United  Kingdom  at  any 
rate,  that  that  prosperity  and  content- 
ment can  only  be  attained  by  the  pre- 
servation of  the  connection  between  this 
country  and  Ireland,  and  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order. 

There  is  a  subject  which  has  not  been 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Viscount,  on 
which  I  would  ask  the  House  to  permit 
me  to  say  a  word.  I  am  very  glad  in- 
deed to  see  that  a  Commission  is  to  be 
issued  for  an  examination  into  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Education  Acts,  and  espe- 
cially of  the  Education  Act  of  1870.  I 
do  not  exaggerate  when  I  say  that  there 
is  in  many  parts  of  the  country,  espe- 
cially in  the  Metropolis  and  in  the 
larger  Northern  towns,  a  very  profound 
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diisatisfaction,  not  witli  the  Education 
Act  of  1870  itself,  but  with  the  way 
in  which  that  Act  has  been  worked. 
There  are  those  upon  the  school  boards, 
especially  in  the  larger  towns,  who 
openly  and  ostentatiously  tell  us  that 
they  seek  not  to  supplement,  but  to  sup- 
plant, the  voluntary  schools;  and  the 
Act  aa  it  stands  at  present  is  such  that 
they  are  only  too  well  able  to  carry 
out  their  intention.  A  process  of  crush- 
iDg  and  starring  out  the  Toluntary 
schools  has  been  going  on  to  a  very 
great  extent  even  by  those  school  boards 
where  the  majority  are  not  of  the  cha- 
racter I  have  described.  The  fact  is 
that  those  Acts,  as  they  stand  at  present, 
do  give  an  immense  power  to  the  school 
boards,  which  has  worked  very  prejudi- 
cially towards  the  voluntary  schools;  and 
I  feel  very  strongly  indeed  that  if  the 
Acts  in  question  are  allowed  to  be 
worked  and  used  as  they  have  been,  our 
voluntary  system  will  in  a  very  short 
time  be  destroyed — a  great  injury  being 
thereby  inflicted  on  the  ratepayers,  and 
a  g^eat  injustice  done  to  the  people  of 
this  country. 

Sir,  I  would  very  respectfully  congra- 
tulate Her  Majesty's  Government  upon 
having  effected  a  settlement  of  some  im- 
portant questions  which  were  pending 
when  the  last  Parliament  dosed.  I  con- 
gratulate them  upon  what  they  have 
been  able  to  do  in  Egypt.  A  loan  has 
been  effected  which  is  of  Very  great  im- 
portance, financially  speaking,  to  the 
country ;  and  I  think  we  may  hope  that 
in  the  Oonvention  which  has  been  made 
with  Turkey  as  the  Suzerain  there  is 
every  prospect  of  a  permanent  Govern- 
ment being  established  in  Egypt,  and 
that  trade  will  prosper  there  to  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  both  countries. 
I  may  say  that  we  have  very  great  in- 
terests in  Egypt ;  probably  more  than 
many  hon.  Members  suppose.  Espe- 
otally  I  speak  of  the  interests  which 
Lancashire  has  in  Egypt,  drawing  as  it 
does  from  her  a  great  part  of  its 
supply  of  raw  materials  in  the  shape  of 
cotton.  It  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  that  country  should  have,  if  pos- 
sible, a  good  and  settled  Government, 
that  it  may  be  enabled  to  develop  its 
resources  by  the  assistance  of  British 
capital  and  British  energy. 

I  also  congratulate  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment upon  having  settled  a  difficulty 
which  I  believe  has  existed  for  150  years 
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connected  with  the  French  right  of  fish- 
ing on  the  Ooast  of  Newfoundland,  as 
well  as  another  important  matter  con* 
nected  with  commerce — we  having  had 
secured  for  us  all  the  conmiercial  rights 
granted  to  Germany  in  the  Caroline 
Islands. 

I  now  come  to  what  I  feel  is  the  most 
important  question  I  shall  touch  upon. 
It  is  one  in  which  the  constituency  I 
represent  takes  the  greatest  interest.  I 
refer  to  the  annexation  of  Burmah.  I 
believe  this  is  an  act  which,  under  the 
circumstances,  has  received  already  the 
approval  and  the  support  of  all  commer- 
cial and  industrial  communities  in  the 
country.  There  are  those,  I  am  aware, 
who  deprecate  annexations  of  this  kind 
because  they  entail  fresh  responsibilities ; 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  industrial 
and  commercial  classes  will  be  found  to 
be  of  that  number.  They  are  not  opposed 
to  the  extension  of  responsibility  when 
justice,  the  interests  of  trade,  and  the  ad- 
vancement of  civilization  seem  to  demand 
it ;  and  it  very  often  happens,  in  matters 
of  this  kind,  that  a  forward  step  courage- 
ously taken  in  the  interests  of  right  and 
justice,  instead  of  increasing,  really  les- 
sens, responsibility.  I  would  venture  to 
urge  upon  the  Government  that  the  re- 
sponsibilities which  they  have  in  connec- 
tion with  trade  are  yevj  great.  I  do  not 
want  it  to  be  supposed  that  I  advocate 
annexations  simply  from  a  desire  of  con- 
quest, or  for  the  purpose  of  enriching 
ourselves  at  the  expense  of  others.  I 
would  not  defend  them  either  on  the 
lower  ground  of  commercial  advantage, 
or  on  the  higher  ground  of  the  exten- 
sion of  civilization,  unless  there  were 
other  grounds  on  which  they  were  found 
to  be  justifiable  and  necessary.  But 
the  extension  of  commerce  is  a  legiti- 
mate object;  and  in  the  pursuit  of  that 
object,  if  injustice  is  perpetrated,  if  the 
rights  of  British  traders  are  interfered 
with,  and  if  contracts  solemnly  entered 
into  are  broken,  then,  I  hold,  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  are  bound  to  in- 
terfere, and  if  they  interfere  at  all 
they  ought  to  do  so  effectively.  I  am 
quite  aware  that  that  is  not  a  doctrine 
universally  accepted.  A  distinetdshed 
Member  of  this  House — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whom  I  see  opposite,  the 
Member  for  the  East  Division  of  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Goschen) — said  the  other 
day  that  Government  Departments  in 
this  country  were  apt  to  look  upon  the 
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oommeroial  classes  as  only  a  set  of 
troublesome  traders  who  went  about 
the  world  creating  diplomatic  difficul- 
ties, whom  it  was  a  duty  rather  to  re- 
press than  encourage.  But  I  am 'glad 
that  the  present  Qovernment  have  not 
adopted  that  view  in  respect  of  Bur- 
mah.  The  facts  of  the  case  are  yery 
simple.  A  most  unjust  demand  was 
made  by  the  Government  of  Burmah 
on  a  British  trading  company  which 
held  leases  under  a  solemn  contract 
from  that  Government;  that  demand 
was  supported,  to  some  extent,  by  a 
Foreign  Power;  arbitration  was  pro- 
posed by  our  Viceroy  in  India;  that 
was  rejected,  and  it  appeairs  to  me  that 
no  other  course  remained  to  the  Govern- 
ment but  to  defend  the  rights  of  British 
subjects  that  had  been  so  seriously  in- 
fringed. Now,  what  are  the  probable 
residts  which  will  take  place  m  conse- 
quence of  this  act  of  annexation,  which 
may  be  criticized,  but  which  I  think  is 
thoroughly  defensible  ?  I  think  we  may 
gather  some  idea  of  what  the  probable 
results  will  be  if  we  look  at  the  progress 
which  British  Burmah  has  made.  It  is 
practically  the  same  country,  a  line  only 
dividing  it  on  the  map.  There  is  no 
more  prosperous  Province  under  British 
rule  than  British  Burmah.  I  will  in  a 
few  words  indicate  what  its  progress 
has  been  during  the  last  30  years. 
The  richest  part  of  it  was  annexed  in 
1852.  Since  1856  the  population  has 
increased  four-fold— from  1,000,000  to 
4,000,000 — principally  by  emigration 
from  Independent  Burmah,  which  has 
now  been  annexed.  Since  1861  the 
imports  into  British  Burmah  have  in- 
creased eight-fold^ from  £550,000  to 
£4,000,000.  The  exports  have  in- 
creased more  than  four-fold,  being  now 
£1,500,000,  whereas,  in  1854,  they 
were  only  £450,000.  The  Eevenue, 
which  was  in  1854  £250,000,  had  in- 
creased in  1884  to  nearly  £3,000,000 ; 
and  the  total  surplus  Eevenue  which  has 
been  paid  into  the  Indian  Treasury  in 
eight  years  from  this  Province  has  been, 
after  paying  all  the  expenses  of  adminis- 
tration, no  less  than  £6,000,000,  or  at  the 
rate  of  nearly  £1,000,000  per  annum. 
Now  I  believe  similar  results  will  follow 
in  Upper  Burmah  from  the  action  of 
Her  Majestv's  Government  in  that 
country,  while  the  possibilities  of  trade 
with  the  Shan  States  and  Siam  and 
China  are  simply  enormous. 

Mr.  Houkhworth 


'  And  I  must  tell  the  House  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  there  should  be 
an  extension  of  the  area  of  British  trade. 
Whatever  may  be  the  results  of  the 
Commission  which  is  now  sitting  to  con- 
sider the  Depression  of  Trade,  one  fact 
will  be  abundantly  proved,  and  that  is 
that  the  productive  power  of  the  world 
is  in  excess  of  its  consumptive  power, 
and  that  in  this  country  the  producing 
power  is  in  advance  of  the  distributing 
power.  There  is  an  immense  increase 
of  capital  in  this  country  derived,  to  a 
great  extent,  from  the  working  classes 
who  have  been  enjoying  good  wages, 
and  whose  increased  thrift  and  temper- 
ance have,  I  am  glad  to  say,  enabled 
them  to  put  by  considerable  savings.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  have  an  increasing 
population.  Our  old  markets  are  be- 
coming closed  to  us.  Our  merchants, 
therefore,  have  to  go  forward  to  new 
fields  of  enterprize,  and  these  new  fields 
have  to  be  found  amongst  barbarous  or 
semi-civilized  people.  Now,  the  very 
first  essentials  of  trade,  protection  of  life 
and  property,  and  the  establishment  of 
some  kind  of  law  and  order,  have  to 
be  set  up  in  these  places.  Barbarism 
resents  the  inroads  of  civilization ;  con- 
sequently a  civilized  system  of  Govern- 
ment, to  some  extent  at  any  rate,  is  re- 
quired. We  are  then  face  to  face  with 
tnese  alternatives — either  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  must  support 
British  trade  ih  its  development  through- 
out the  world,  or  the  extension  and 
development  of  trade  which  is  so  ne- 
cessary for  the  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try and  its  increasing  population  will 
have  to  be  abandoned. 

I  must  apologize  to  the  House  for 
havinff  devoted  so  much  time  to  one 
specifid  subject.  But  my  position  as 
the  Bepresentative  of  a  large  commer- 
cial city,  itself  the  centre  of  a  large 
industrial  district,  is  my  excuse.  At  the 
same  time,  I  feel  that  in  saying  what  I 
have  said  I  have  not  been  speaking 
wholly  or  mainly  in  the  interest  of  a 
class ;  I  have  been  speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  interests  of  the  nation.  Sir,  I 
beg  to  second  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Yiscount. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,  &o."— [See i?(i^*  92.] 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Mr.  Sneaker,  I 
rise.  Sir,  in  conformity  with  tne  usage 
that  I  have  invariably  observed  when 
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oooupying  the  Beat  in  this  House  that  I 
have  BOW  the  honour  to  do ;  for  it  has 
been  not  only  my  opinion,  but  I  think  I 
may  say  the  traditional  opinion  of  this 
House,  that  the  con7enience  of  this 
House  was  best  promoted,  and  the  de- 
spatch of  Business  was  likewise  best 
served,  by  the  practice  under  which  the 
person  occupying  the  place  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  rises  imme- 
diately ^^r  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Address  to  make  such  observations 
as  it  may  appear  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  and  the  Address  called  for. 
There  are.  Sir,  two  views  of  a  Speech 
and  an  Address  which  are  in  conflict 
with  one  another,  and  to  one  of  which  I 
very  decidedly  adhere.  For,  I  think, 
not  less  than  40  years  it  has  been  the 
object  of  successive  Q-ovemments — 
almost,  I  believe  invariably  almost, 
without  exception — to  present  the  Speech 
and  the  Address  to  the  House  as  a  kind 
of  mapping-out  of  the  Business  of  the 
Session,  which  collects  the  principal 
parts  of  it  in  one  view,  and  which  it  is 
eminently  advantageous  to  the  House  to 
have  presented  to  them  at  once.  Qo- 
vemments  have  felt  that,  from  the  very 
nature  and  magnitude  and  multitude  of 
the  matters  thus  presented  to  the  House, 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  have,  in  a 
debate  upon  the  Address,  a  satisfactory 
discussion  of  the  particular  questions 
that  are  raised.  That  I  think.  Sir,  to 
be  a  sound  view  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
and  of  the  Address  ;  and,  with  that 
view,  it  has  been  the  custom  to  draw 
the  Address  in  such  a  manner  as  not  to 
oommit  the  House  on  the  particular 
questions  that  are  contained  in  the 
Speech.  As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
observe,  I  believe  that  the  Address 
which  we  are  now  asked  to  adopt  has 
been  drawn  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
custom  which  has  been  established  upon 
that  view  of  the  case.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  cannot  be  surprised  that  Gen- 
tlemen who  are  deeply  and  conscien- 
tiously interested  in  many  of  these  sub- 
jects— knowing  how  difficult  it  is  to 
find  an  opportunity  of  bringing  them 
forward,  and  having  offered  to  them 
upon  the  Address  some  peg  upon  which 
they  can  hang  a  discussion  of  a  parti- 
ctdar  matter  in  which  they  are  specially 
interested — that  they  should  have  a 
leaning  contrary  to  that  view  of  the 
Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech,  and  a 
dispositian  to  raise  debates  of  very  con- 


siderable length  in  the  form  either  of 
simple  speeches  or  of  Amendments  to 
the  Address.  In  consequence,  Sir,  it 
has  happened  for  several  years  past 
that  either  a  fortnight  or  more  has 
been  occupied  in  disposing  of  the  Ad- 
dress. I  must  draw  a  distinction  here. 
In  certain  cases  where  there  is  a  very 
important  question  raised — such,  I  may 
say,  as  that  important  Maamtrasna  case 
— in  a  case  of  that  kind  I  do  not  com- 
plain ;  although  the  intervention  is  in- 
convenient, I  do  not  complain ;  but  I 
wish  to  say  that,  so  far  as  is  possible, 
and  so  far  as  I  may  venture  to  recom- 
mend a  practice  which  I  believe  to  be 
to  the  advantage  of  the  House,  I  do  be- 
lieve it  is  best,  as  far  as  we  can,  that  we 
should  be  content  to  recognize  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  the  Ad- 
dress moved  in  consequence  of  it,  as 
presenting  to  us  an  outline  of  what  we 
have  to  do,  rather  than  a  convenient 
occasion  for  the  discussion  of  the  several 
parts  of  it  in  detail.  Therefore,  Sir,  I 
confine  myself  to  such  parts  of  it  as 
appear  to  me  to  be  important.  First,  it 
is  a  duty,  which  I  think  is  always  per- 
formed with  satisfaction  where  it  can  be 
conscientiously  performed,  to  acknow- 
ledge the  manner  in  which  the  duty — 
the  difficult  duty — of  the  Mover  and 
the  Seconder  of  the  Address  has  been 
performed.  The  Seconder  of  the  Ad- 
dress is  an  old  Member,  with  whose 
capacity  and  competency  in  such  matters 
we  are  already  well  acquainted.  The 
Mover  of  the  Address  has  informed  us 
that  he  has  made  this  day  the  first  pre- 
sentation of  himself  to  the  House ;  and 
without  professing  to  adopt  absolutely 
every  opinion  in  his  speech,  yet  I  do 
venture  to  offer  him  very  hewtily  my 
congratulations  in  general,  both  upon 
the  manner  and  matter  of  his  speech.  I 
will  say,  in  particular,  that  it  gave  me 
great  satisfaction  to  hear  the  noble  Vis- 
count state,  in  one  of  his  references  to 
Ireland,  that,  in  his  view,  it  was  not 
possible  to  judg^  of  the  case  of  Ireland 
simply  by  an  abstract  standard ;  but  that 
careful  regard  should  be  had  to  the  cir- 
cumstances and  the  history  of  the  country, 
and  to  the  race  and  the  religion  of  the 
people.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  make  some 
remarks  upon  the  principal  matters  of 
foreign  policy  to  which  allusion  is  made 
in  the  Speech.  These  remarks  will  be 
made  briefly,  and  made  with  reserve ; 
because  in  all  these  cases  it   is  well 
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understood  that  at  the  commencement 
of  a  Session  we  have  not  usually  the 
means  of  any  thorough  discussion  of 
these  points,  and  that  we  await  the  pre- 
sentation of  Papers  which  have  been 
promised  in  one  or  more  cases — and 
which,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  be  made — 
with  regard  to  all,  or  nearly  all,  the 
principal  subjects  of  foreign  policy. 
Subject,  Sir,  to  that  general  observa- 
tion, I  cordially  join  in  the  congratula- 
tions which  are  offered  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  offered  to  the  country,  upon 
the  adjustment  of  the  question  with  re- 
gard to  the  Zulfikar  Pass — the  remain- 
ing question  of  difficulty,  as  it  was  six 
months  ago,  in  respect  to  the  border  of 
Afghanistan.  I,  upon  quitting  Office, 
took  the  very  earliest  opportunity  of  en- 
deavouring to  give  such  support  as  it  was 
in  my  power  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  the  prosecution  of  those  nego- 
tiations. [Lord  Eandolph  Chukodill  : 
Hear,  hear!^  I  must  own  I  cannot 
look  back  with  satisfaction  upon  some 
part  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Bussian 
Government  during  the  course  of  last 
year  with  reference  to  this  subject;  but 
it  would  be  invidious  to  enter  upon  that 
topic  now,  when  they  have  freely  arrived 
at  a  conclusion  satisfactory  to  us.  I 
heartily  hope,  both  that  the  particular 
measure  may  tend  to  the  maintenance 
of  a  lasting  peace  in  Central  Asia,  and 
that,  by  removing  out  of  the  way  a  pos- 
sible cause  of  disagreement  between 
England  and  Eussia,  it  may  conduce 
to  good,  and  heartily  good,  relations 
between  two  great  Empires — both  of 
them  Empires  likely  to  have  an  enor- 
mous influence  upon  the  future  both  of 
the  civilized  and  the  uncivilized  world. 
In  the  same  way,  and  in  the  same  spirit, 
I  can  refer  to  the  case  of  Eastern  Kou- 
melia ;  nor  will  I  mix  with  that  refer- 
ence a  single  remark  that  could  in  any 
manner  tend  to  introduce  disagreeable 
or  hurtful  recollections.  I  have  not,  of 
course,  been  minutely  informed  of  the 
transactions  of  the  Prime  Minister  and 
of  the  Government ;  but  so  far  as  I  have 
been  informed  of  them,  and  with  regard 
to  the  principal  outline  of  those  transac- 
tions, so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  un- 
derstand them,  I  have  pleasure  in  re- 
peating here,  what  I  have  more  than 
once  stated  elsewhere — that  the  conduct 
of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  appears 
to  me  to  have  done  him  honour,  and  to 
be  worthy  of  the  name  and  the  credit  of 
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this  country.  I  entertain  a  hope  on  this 
subject,  and  I  give  an  assurance.  The 
hope  I  entertain  is  that  he  may  be  en- 
abled, and  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  be  enabled,  to  work  through 
this  important  question  to  its  conclusion 
in  a  manner  thoroughly  cod  genial  to 
British  feeling;  and  I  give  them  the 
assurance  that — aware  as  I  am  of  the 
great  difficulties  under  which  he  has  to 
labour  for  this  end  in  the  Councils  of 
Europe,  with  much  variety  necessarily 
of  interest,  of  view,  and  of  purpose — so 
far  as  I  am  concerned — and  I  believe 
I  may  say  so  far  as  those  around  me 
are  concerned — he  will  have  every  fair 
and  favourable  consideration.  There 
will  be  no  disposition  to  precipitate 
demands  upon  him,  as  it  may  be  most 
injurious  that  they  should  be  prema- 
turely answered,  but  every  disposition 
to  give  a  favourable  construction  to  his 
acts  and  words.  Nor  do  I  g^ve  this 
grudgingly;  but,  on  the  contrary,  I 
yield  a  free  and  willing  assent  to  the 
judicious  language  in  which  it  is  stated 
that,  while  endeavouring  to  meet  the 
desires  of  the  population,  there  will 
also  be  a  maintenance  unimpaired  of 
the  essential  rights  of  His  Imperial 
Majesty  the  Sultan.  I  believe  that 
these  essential  rights  may  be,  so  far  as 
I  comprehend  the  matter,  perfectly  well 
maintained  without  in  any  way  inter- 
fering with  those  views  which  we  may, 
I  think,  most  justly  express  on  the  part 
of  the  population  of  Eastern  Eoumelia ; 
nor  can  I  think  that  the  security  of  the 
Turkish  Empire — ^which  was  supposed 
at  one  time  to  be  so  essentially  con- 
nected with  the  division  of  Eastern  Bou- 
melia  from  Bulgaria — I  cannot  think, 
and  I  do  not  think,  that  security  will 
suffer  in  consequence  of  the  adoption 
of  measures  which  may  do  mu^  to 
reconcile  the  population  of  the  two  Pro- 
vinces, when  united,  to  endure  with 
patience  and  without  dissatisfaotion  a 
sovereignty  which  will  have  ceased,  as 
I  hope,  to  press  upon  them  in  the  direc- 
tion of  any  particular  difficulty  or  griev- 
ance. I  must  be  a  little  more  reserved 
in  regard  to  the  next  two  subjects  which 
I  have  to  mention.  Beference  is  made 
to  the  Convention  with  Turkey,  under 
which  a  Turkish  Commissioner  is  now 
placed  in  Egypt  to  assist  in  the  oonsi- 
deration  of  the  measures  which  may  be 
requisite  for  the  welfare  of  that  country 
in  connection  with  the  oooapation  by 
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British  troops,  and  in  connection  with 
the  termination  of  that  occupation.  I 
cannot  say  with  a  good  conscience  that 
J  am  as  yet  aware  of  any  proof  of 
eyidence  which  has  heen  afforded  to 
us — though  I  will  not  state  any  ad- 
Terse  conclusion — I  am  not  aware  of 
any  evidence  or  indication  which  has 
yet  heen  afforded  to  us  that  the  pre- 
sence of  a  Turkish  Commissioner  in 
Egypt  —  in  Cairo  —  amidst  all  the 
circumstances  of  Cairo,  is  likely  to 
diminish  the  difficulties  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  or  to  advance  the 
true  interests  of  Egypt,  and  the  ter- 
mination of  the  present  anomalous  state 
of  things.  I  will  not  go  any  further 
into  that  matter,  having  satisfied  myself, 
if  I  may  so  speak,  with  the  reservations 
I  have  made.  With  regard  to  Burmah, 
I  am  hound  to  say  I  must  hold  similar 
language,  and  make  a  similar  reservation. 
I  cannot  profess  myself  altogether  satis- 
fied with  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman'who  seconded  the  Address.  It  is 
very  possible  that  I  may  not  have  inter- 
preted him  correctly.  I  do  not  question 
his  great  knowledge  and  competency  to 
deal  with  this  subject;  but  I  thought 
the  doctrine  he  laid  down  came  rather 
too  near  a  doctrine  which,  if  it  were  ap- 
plied as  he  stated,  I  should  conceive  to 
be  both  dangerous  in  point  of  policy  and 
questionable  in  point  of  morality — the 
doctrine,  namely,  that  extension  of 
trade  is,  in  the  main,  to  be  hoped  for  in 
the  future  that  lies  before  us  through 
the  application  from  time  to  time  of 
physical  force.  I  must  say  in  this  in- 
stance there  is  a  reason  why  we  must 
specially  reserve  our  opinions  upon  the 
subject  of  the  war  with  and  the  annexa- 
tion of  Burmah;  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  freely  admit  that  the  pros- 
pects of  commercial  advantage  and  the 
prospects  of  the  extension  of  civilization 
did  not  of  themselves  avail  to  justify  the 
proceedings  unless  we  had  other  legiti- 
mate causes  for  going  to  war.  Now,  I 
do  not  pronounce  any  final  interpretation 
on  this  passage  in  the  Speech — 

"An  attempt  to  confiscate  the  property  of 
my  snbjects  ^ding  under  agreement  in  his 
(that  is,  the  King  of  Burmah's)  dominions,  and 
a  refosal  to  settle  the  dispute  by  arbitration, 
oonyinced  me  that  the  protection  of  British  Uf e 
and  property,  and  the  cessation  of  dangerous 
anarchv  in  Upper  Burmah,  could  omy  be 
efifected  by  force  of  arms." 

The  inference  which  may  be  conveyed 


by  that  sentence  is,  that  wherever  a  civil 
wrong  has  been  done  to  a  British  sub- 
ject by  a  foreign  Government,  that  civil 
wrong  may  legitimately  and  wisely  be 
made  the  ground  of  a  demand  for  arbi- 
tration, with  a  resort  to  arms  as  the 
alternative  in  the  case  of  a  refusal.  That 
is  a  proposition  of  very  great  import- 
ance and  gravity,  and  one  regarding 
which,  undoubtedly,  we  ought  to  exer- 
cise much  circumspection  and  much  jea- 
lousy before  accepting  it.  Upon  this 
ground.  Sir,  there  are  many  Powers  in 
the  world  with  respect  to  whom  we 
should  have  had  the  most  undoubted 
right  to  place  before  them  this  alterna- 
tive of  arbitration  or  war.  Do  not  let  it 
be  supposed  that  I  object  to  the  inter- 
polation of  arbitration.  The  objection 
I  take— because  I  am  really  only  sug- 
gesting the  matter  for  consideration 
when  the  time  comes — ^my  doubt  is, 
whether  the  general  principle  justifying 
a  resort  to  war  in  such  cases  can  safely 
be  adopted.  Of  course,  we  must  bear 
in  mind  that  cases  of  repudiation  of 
public  debt,  partial  or  total,  have 
abounded  over  the  surface  of  the  globe. 
It  is  impossible  to  conceive  a  more  dis- 
tinct case  of  civil  wrong  done  to  those 
who  are  interested  than  the  violation  of 
public  and  solemn  contracts,  originally 
formed  under  a  sovereign  authority. 
But  Lord  Palmerston,  who  was  not  sup- 
posed to  be  slow  in  vindicating  the  rights 
of  British  subjects,  invariably  declined 
to  recognize  a  title  on  the  part  of  Bri- 
tish subjects  to  call  on  him  to  hold  lan- 
guage to  Foreign  Powers  who  were  in 
that  unfortunate  position,  contemplating 
or  involving  the  alternative  of  war.  I 
pass  on  from  this  matter.  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  g^ve  any  positive  opinion  about 
it ;  but  when  I  see  anything  that  has  an 
apparent  relationship  to  a  principle  that 
I  think  unsafe,  I  wish  to  indicate  the 
ground  as  dangerous  ground,  and  to  say 
that  we  should  consider  carefully  and 
deeply  before  we  commit  ourselves  to  it. 
The  next  word  I  wish  to  say  is  a  word 
of  unmixed  pleasure ;  it  has  relation  to 
the  Committee  about  to  be  appointed  aa 
to  the  working  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment Act.  I  think  the  only  question  is 
whether  that  Committee  has  not  been 
too  long  delayed.  I  am  of  opinion  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  emi* 
nently  right  in  asking  the  House  to  ap- 
point thiB  Committee.  I  trust  that  it 
will  be  a  carefully- selected  Committee ; 
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that  it  will  be  efficient  in  proportion  to 
the  greatness  of  the  subject ;  and  that 
it  wfil  devote  itself  to  that  subject  with 
a  zeal  and  a  diligence  such  as  we  have 
known  in  former  years  and  former  gene- 
rations ;  but  such  as  undoubtedly  it  has 
become  more  difficult  to  secure  in  our 
Select  Committees    since    the    general 
Business  of  the  House  of  Commons  has 
so  enormously  increased.     In  passing, 
I  will  say  also  that  I  do  not  see  anything 
to  object  to  in  the  Commission  to  exa- 
mine into  the  working  of  the  Education 
Acts,  which  have  now  been  in  operation 
for  14  orjl5  years;  and  there,  again,  I 
hope  tho  Commission  will  bo  made  a 
strong  Commission,  and  that  the  com- 
peting— I  will  not  say  conflicting — inte- 
rests of  the  various  descriptions  of  schools 
and  superintending  authorities  will  all  of 
them  be  carefully  and  efficiently  repre- 
sented in  the  choice  of  the  Commission. 
One  word  only  I  wish  to  say  on  the  subject 
of  the  Treaty  on  International  Copyright. 
I  was  in  my  youth  a  zealous  follower  of 
Mr.  Serjeant  Talfourd  in  his  attempts  to 
extend  the  range  of  copyright  privilege. 
I  must  own,  however,  that  reflection  and 
experience  in  some  degree  as  an  author 
of  a  very  humble  character  have  led  me 
to  entertain  serious  doubts  as  to  the  par- 
ticular form  in  which  an  author  is  to  be 
secured  that  to  which  he  has  the  best  pos- 
sible claim — ^namely,  a  reasonable  share 
of  the  fruits  of  his  intellectual  labours. 
All  I  have  to  say  at  present  is  that  the 
question  is  of  enormous  importance,  espe- 
cially in  consequence  of  the  almost  im- 
measurable market  which  America  offers 
for  the  sale  of  English  books,  and  the 
rapid  extension  of  that  market  through 
the  growth  of  population,  and  of  the 
importance  of  having  our  Copyright  Law 
on  such  a  basis  as  to  make  it  possible 
for  the  American  Government  to  give  us 
the  benefit  of  something  like  a  commu- 
nity of  market  in  that  vast  country  for 
our  literary  productions.     My  only  rea- 
son for  referring  to  this  subject  at  the 
present  moment  is  to  express  the  hope 
that  when  the  International  Copyright 
Treaty  is  concluded  it  may  not  be  in  any 
manner  bound  down  to  one  particular 
form  of  Copyright  Law  now  existing  in 
this  country;    but  that  it  may  be  left 
free,  as  far  as  possible,  for  Parliament 
to  consider,  when  the  proper  time  and 
opportunity  arrive,   the  basis  of  that 
Oopvright  Law,  and  whether  the  nature 
of  the  protection  and  benefit  given  to 


the  author  can  with  advantage  be  modi- 
fied. I  now  pass  to  the  paragraph  which 
relates  to  the  condition  of  trade  and 
agriculture.  We  are  assured  of  Her 
Majesty's  sympathy  with  the  classes 
especially  connected  with  those  indus- 
tries. It  is  gracious  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty  to  express  that  sympathy;  but 
the  danger  of  its  expression  is  that  vigi- 
lant critics  begin  to  desire  still  further 
particularity;  and  it  not  unnaturally 
occurs  to  many  Gentlemen  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  when  for  the  first  time  tho 
agricultural  labourers  of  this  country 
have  so  large  a  share  in  determining 
the  composition  of  the  present  House 
of  Commons,  and  are  so  directly  repre- 
sented in  it,  it  will  not  unnaturally 
occur  to  many  to  regret  that  there  should 
not  have  been  some  more  distinct  and 
considerable  reference  to  them  and  their 
interests,  and  to  the  possibility  of  pro* 
moting  them,  than  the  very  limited  one 
contained  in  the  mention  of  a  Bill  for 
selling  glebe  lands.  At  the  same  time, 
without  raising  any  question  as  to  the 
particular  provisions  of  that  Bill,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  from  my  own  expe- 
rience in  connection  with  ecclesiastical 
patronage,  nothing  can  be  stronger  than 
the  case  for  enabling  the  rural  clergy, 
and  those  under  whose  superintendence 
they  act,  to  take  some  measures  for  re- 
lieving them  of  the  burden  of  landed 
property  under  which  they  labour.  I 
do  not  think  I  need  detain  the  Houso 
upon  the  particular  propositions  in  the 
Address  with  respect  to  Bills  which  it 
is  proposed  to  introduce.  Others,  no 
doubt,  will  make  commentaries  upon 
them ;  and,  for  my  own  part,  I  do  not 
feel  called  upon  to  enter  on  the  subject, 
excepting  to  observe  that  I  do  not  think 
that  the  description  of  the  crofter  question 
is  "a  very  happy  one,  so  far  as  the  lan- 
gpuage  is  concerned.  It  is  something  more 
than  the  mitigation  of  distress  ;  it  is  not 
entirely  an  eleemosynary  task  we  are 
asked  to  undertake.  There  are  in  it 
some  elements  of  a  vindication  of  for- 
gotten and  neglected  rights.  I  do  hope 
that  that  Bill  is  prepared,  and  that  it 
will  be  proceeded  with  as  early  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  can  practically 
make  arrangements  for  it.  When  I 
come  to  the  subject  of  Ireland  I  feel 
bound,  after  all  that  has  been  said  and 
written  during  the  last  three  or  four 
weeks — and  I  hope  the  House  will  ex- 
cuse me^to  preface  my  oomments  upon 
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the  paragraph  in  the  Speech  by  a  few 
words  deecriptive  of  my  own  position 
with  regard  to  the  very  great  questions 
of  Irish  interests,  Irish  happiness,  and 
Irish  peace  that  are  now  impending  over 
us.  At  the  time  when  I,  although  natu- 
rally desirous  of  yielding  to  a  long- 
cherished  intention  of  repose,  determined 
to  become  a  candidate  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  to  ask,  after  53  years  of  public  ser- 
vice, again  to  enter  Parliament,  I  was 
governed  by  a  few  important  considera- 
tions. The  main  one  among  them  tm* 
doubtedly  was  a  slight,  but  yet  a  real 
hope  that  it  might  be  possible — I  hardly 
thought  it  probable— that  I  might  be 
able  to  make  some  peaceful  contribution 
towards  dealing  with  the  legislative  case 
as  well  as  the  social  condition  of  Ireland. 
I  felt  very  strongly  that  a  new  situation 
had  arisen  ;  and  in  consequence  of  that 
sentiment,  exercising  in  a  great  degree 
my  own  private  judgment,  and  neces- 
sarily, from  the  nature  of  the  case,  not 
possessing  all  those  opportunities  of 
communication  which  we  have  when  we 
are  concentrated  together  in  London,  I 
entered  rather  largely  upon  this  subject 
at  the  date  of  September  1 7,  in  an  Ad- 
dress to  my  constituents,  which  perhaps 
I,  having  recently  been  at  the  head  of 
the  Gt>vemment,  may  say  without  vanity 
was,  in  some  degree,  an  address  to  the 
country*  I  will  venture  to  read  one 
passage  only  of  that  address,  which 
sums  up  the  main  features  of  the  posi- 
tion as  I  viewed  them.    I  said — 

"  In  my  opinion,  not  now  for  the  fint  time 
delivered,  the  limit  is  clear  within  which  any 
desires  of  Ireland  constitutionally  ascertained 
may,  and  beyond  which  they  cannot,  receive 
the  assent  of  Parliament.  To  maintain  the 
sopremacy  of  the  Crown,  the  nnity  of  the  Em- 
pire, and  all  the  authority  of  Parliament  neces- 
sary for  the  conservation  of  that  unity,  is  the 
first  duty  of  every  Representative  of  the  people, 
subject  to  this  governing  principle—  ever}'  grant 
to  portions  of  the  Empire  of  enlarged  powers 
for  the  management  of  their  own  &airs  is,  in 
my  view,  not  a  source  of  danger,  hut  a  means 
of  averting  it,  and  is  in  the  nature  of  a  new 
guarantee  for  increased  cohesion,  happiness, 
and  strength.*' 

This  was  not  my  view  only  in  September 
last,  but  it  was  one  which,  on  various 
occasions  during  the  last  14  or  15  years, 
I  have  expressed  both  in  this  House  and 
in  other  places,  without  exciting  general 
alarm,  though  undoubtedly  laying  my- 
self open  to  more  or  less  of  animadver- 
sion &oia  particular  critics.  Well,  Sir, 
I  maintain  that,  rightly  or  wrongly. 


I  experienced  some  satisfaction,  after 
having  made  that  declaration,  in  ob- 
serving that  it  was  nowhere  made,  so 
far  as  I  know,  the  subject  of  animad- 
version by  the  leading  Members  of  the 
Party  opposite.  I  speak  subject  to  cor- 
rection, to  which  I  would  submit  readily 
if  it  be  afforded  me  ;  but,  so  far  as  my 
observation  went,  that  is  the  case.  In- 
deed, perhaps  under  the  influence  of  a 
sanguine  mind,  I  was  even  led  to  think 
from  the  speeches  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  to  which  I  gave  the  attention 
due  to  his  eminent  position,  that  he  was 
not  very  far  from  being  of  the  same 
opinion  as  myself.  In  speaking  at  New- 
port I  think  he  used  the  expression  that 
he  had  not  up  to  the  present  seen  his 
way  to  a  measure — I  do  not  think  he 
gave  a  distinct  expression  to  it— of  any 
considerable  legislative  measure  in  the 
direction  of  Home  Eule.  On  Lord 
Mayor's  Day,  on  the  very  eve  of  the 
elections,  on  an  occasion  when,  as  is  well 
known,  the  utterances  of  the  Prime 
Minister  are  most  deliberate,  and  are  as 
public  and  o£B.cial,  I  will  venture  to  say, 
as  when  they  are  delivered  from  his 
place  in  either  House  of  Parliament — I 
find  a  passage,  which  I  quote  from  an 
excellent  verbatim  report  in  The  Scotsman, 
It  contains  these  words,  to  which  I  think 
I  can  give  my  unreserved  adhesion — 

"  The  integrity  of  the  Empire  is  more  pre- 
cious to  us  than  any  possession  wo  can  have. 
We  are  hound  hy  motives,  not  only  of  expe- 
diency, not  only  hy  legal  principle,  hut  hy  mo- 
tives of  honour,  to  protect  the  minority,  if  such 
exists,  who  have  fallen  into  unpopularity  and 
dan^r  hecause  they  have  followed,  or  heen 
the  instruments  of,  the  policy  which  England 
has  deliberately  elected  to  pursue  ;  hut  within 
these  lines  every  English  Government — and  I 
would  say  the  present  Government— is  boond 
to  do  all  that  it  possibly  can  to  give  prospe- 
rity, contentment,  and  happiness  to  the  Iridi 
people." 

Within  the  lines  of  the  unity  and  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire  and  the  obliga- 
tions of  honour  to  the  minority  in  Ire- 
land. I  am  not  referring  to  this  passage 
for  a  controversial  purpose ;  but  pre- 
cisely the  reverse.  I  am  referring  to  it 
to  justify  the  remark  I  made  that  it  was 
a  great  consolation  to  me  to  be  able  to 
cherish  the  hope  that  there  was  some 
synipathy  between  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  in  his  distinguished  position 
and  myself  upon  this  great  and  vital 
question.  For,  Sir,  I  am  under  the 
deep  and  solemn  conviction  that  nothing 
but  the  gentle  and  conciliatory  handling 
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of  this  matter  by  all  persons  concerned, 
be  they  who  they  may,  can  by  any  pos- 
sibility neutralize  the  dangers,  or  give 
the  hope  of  attaining  the  benefits  that 
may  be  in  store  for  us,  in  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  questions  relating  to  the  con- 
dition and  the  government  of  Ireland. 
And,  therefore,  from  the  first  my  high- 
est ambition  has  been,  and  it  continues 
to  be — and  I  rebuke  myself  by  antici- 
pation if  I  deviate  by  a  hairbreadth 
from  the  principle — not  to  say  one  word 
of  any  man  mingling  in  this  question 
that  can  bring  the  elements  of  wrath 
and  passion  into  a  debate  and  a  consi- 
deration which  nothing  but  patience, 
nothing  but  self-restraint,  nothing  but 
the  casting  aside  of  much  prejudice  and 
prepossession,  and  nothing  but  a  deter- 
mined disposition  to  look  alone  at  what 
candour  and  justice  demand  will  afford 
US  the  smallest  hope  of  solving.  I  wish 
to  assure  the  House  that  since  the  de- 
claration of  the  17th  of  September  I 
have  not  said  one  word  or  done  one  act 
in  extension  of  that  declaration.  What 
I  have  said  and  what  I  have  done,  little 
as  it  is,  except  as  to  private  study — and 
I  do  not  deny  that  the  subject  has  been 
my  daily  and  my  nightly  thought — has 
been,  in  the  first  place,  to  show  where 
responsibility  lay.  Responsibility  lies 
where  the  means  of  action  lie.  In  my 
opinion,  there  could  be  no  greater  public 
calamity  then  to  bring  this  question 
within  the  lines  of  Party  conflict ;  and 
if,  unhappily,  that  shall  be  done — I 
trust  it  will  not  be  done  of  determined 
purpose  by  anyone— but  if,  unhappily, 
that  shall  be  done,  I  will,  so  far  as  in 
me  lies,  take  care  I  will  not  be  the  doer. 
It  is  the  Government  alone  who  can  act 
in  such  a  matter.  In  my  opinion,  the 
action  of  a  person  in  the  position  I  have 
the  honour  to  hold  not  only  is  unneces- 
sary, but  would  not  be  warrantable,  and 
would  be  in  the  highest  degree  injurious 
and  mischievous ;  and  I  will  do  nothing, 
as  I  have  said,  that  can  tend,  by  making 
proposals — if  I  were  prepared  with  pro- 
posals— from  this  Bench,  to  be  a  chal- 
lenge to  others  to  bring  this  question  into 
the  category  of  Party  controversies.  I  am 
bound  to  say,  without  expressing  a  final 
opinion,  that  the  little  I  have  said  has  not 
only  been  to  show  how  entirely  I  was  sepa- 
rated from  all  ideas  of  personal  action  or 
Party  action  in  the  matter ;  but  I  have 
also  felt,  as  the  season  passed  on,  that  a 
new  difficulty  might  be  coming  into  view. 

ifr.  Gladstone 


I  have  no  means  of  knowing  what  the 
social  state  of  Ireland  really  is.  Even  as 
regards  crime,  I  am  without  particular 
information.  So,  also,  I  am  without  in- 
formation as  to  the  important  questions 
of  th^*4ttlfilaient  of  contracts  and  the  en- 
joyment of  personal  liberty  in  all  trans- 
actions to  which  reference  has  been  made 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  But  I 
admit  I  have  felt  that  topics  and  con- 
siderations of  that  kind  might  yet  come 
to  have  importance  such  as  to  require 
that  they  should  be  taken  into  view, 
either  in  connection  with,  or  prior  to — 
I  will  not  venture  to  say  which,  for  I 
have  no  knowledge  to  justify  me  in  the 
assertion — either  in  connection  with,  or 
prior  to,  any  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion of  what  measures  were  to  be  taken 
for  the  extension  of  local  government  in 
Ireland.  That,  Sir,  I  have  said,  and  the 
consequence  is  necessarily  this.  My  duty 
was  to  await  the  plans  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  having  awaited  those  plans, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that,  though  I  shall 
listen  with  great  attention  to  all  they 
propose,  I  intend  to  reserve  my  own 
freedom  of  action.  And  I  do  not  intend, 
so  far  as  lies  within  my  power,  to  have  it 
determined  for  me  by  others  at  what  time 
and  in  what  manner  I  shall  make  any 
addition  to  the  declaration  I  laid  before 
the  country  in  the  month  of  September 
last.  I  stand  here  as  a  Member  of  a 
House  where  there  are  many  who  have 
taken  their  seats  for  the  first  time  upon 
these  Benches,  and  where  there  may  be 
some  to  whom,  possibly,  I  may  avail 
myself  of  the  privilege  of  old  age  to 
offer  a  recommendation.  I  would  tell 
them  of  my  own  intention  to  keep  my 
counsel,  and  reserve  my  own  freedom, 
until  I  see  the  moment  and  the  occasion 
when  there  may  be  a  prospect  of  public 
benefit  in  endeavouring  to  make  a  move- 
ment forward,  and  I  will  venture  to  re- 
commend them,  as  an  old  Parliamentary 
hand,  to  do  the  same.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
said  so  much  on  my  own  position.  I 
think  the  House  will  feel  that  it  was 
right  that  I  should  endeavour  to  remove 
misunderstanding  by  most  explicit  state- 
ments, for  which,  of  course,  I  am  liable 
to  be  called  to  account  if  they  be  inac- 
curate. They  will  forgive  me — under 
the  circumstances  of  a  certain  amoimt  of 
misapprehension  which  has  gone  abroad 
— they  will  forgive  me  if  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  clear  my  own  position 
before  I  presume  to  take  upon  me  to  act 
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as  a  critic  upon  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Sir,  there  are  in 
the  Speech  two  paragraphs  relating  to 
Ireland,  and  likewise  a  reference  to  the 
measures  which  are  in  preparation.  The 
£rBt  paragraph  is  that  which  refers  to 
the  Legislative  Union  as  a  fundamental 
law,  and  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  expressed,  undoubtedly 
very  strongly,  the  view  they  take  of  that 
important  Act  of  Parliament.  I  am  not 
here  to  find  fault  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  having  so  done.  They 
feel,  evidently,  that  it  would  not  be  right 
without  notice — and  the  terms  of  the 
Address  very  often  cannot  be  heard  by 
all  the  Members  of  the  House — to  ask 
the  opinion  of  Parliament.  They  have 
given  a  strong  opinion  themselves,  a 
strong  opinion  in  certain  terms.  If  I  am 
to  consider  that  opinion  as  a  declaration 
on  their  part  to  maintain  at  all  hazards, 
and  under  all  circumstances,  and  at  all 
costs,  the  unity  and  the  integrity  of  the 
British  Empire,  there  is  no  man  who  sits 
behind  them  who  will  more  cordially 
applaud  their  intentions  and  support 
their  action.  I  venture  still  to  express 
the  hope  that  there  is  not  a  man  in  this 
House  who  will  rise  in  his  place  and  dis- 
avow that  sentiment.  With  respect  to 
the  particular  terms  in  which  they  have 
conveyed  it,  I  own  that  it  appears  to  me 
that  criticism  might  be  made  upon  them 
in  certain  respects.  The  Queen  s  Speech 
is  a  very  formal  document,  and  I  do  not 
bold  that  the  phrase  '^  fundamental 
law  "  is  known  to  the  British  Constitu- 
tion. I  understand  that  law  is  of  the 
greatest  moment  and  importance.  I  am 
not  disparaging  that  law ;  but  the  im- 
portation of  the  phrase,  I  think  for  the 
first  time,  is  a  matter  upon  which  there 
might  be  either  a  legal  or  another  argu- 
ment ;  and  it  is  also,  of  course,  open  to 
remark  that  it  is  stated  there  can  be  no 
change  of  that  law ;  whereas  the  fact  of 
the  case  really  is  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  mean  to  make  this  a  strong 
declaration  of  their  determination  to 
maintain  our  unity  rather  than  they 
wish  to  be  judged  by  a  minute  criticism. 
Of  course,  it  is  obvious  that  fundamental 
law  is  not  infrequently  altered  in  minor 
points,  and  has  oeen  altered,  mainly  in 
1869,  in  the  case  then  of  the  Established 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  when  the 
Act  of  Union  declared  that  it  was  essen- 
tial and  fundamental  to  the  Union.  I  do 
not  enter  upon  those  minute  criticisms. 


I  look  upon  it  as  a  declaration  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  favour  of  Im- 
perial unity  and  integrity;  and  I  will 
only  make  two  very  brief  observations. 
I  have  disclaimed  Party  feeling  in  this 
speech,  and  I  hope  thus  far  I  have  kept 
tolerably  close  to  my  promise  at  the 
outset.  I  cannot  help  saying  that, 
looking  at  the  exact  terms  of  this  para- 
graph as  compared  with  the  terms  of 
the  Ministerial  speeches  made  before 
the  elections,  I  see  a  considerable  dif- 
ference, and  cannot  help  asking  whether 
it  is  intended  or  not  to  make  that  differ- 
ence the  subject  of  Ministerial  exposi- 
tion ?  Sir,  one  other  remark  I  have  to 
make  which  is  not  contentious  at  all. 
I  hope  and  I  feel  assured  that  there  is 
no  intention  at  all  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  or,  I  hope,  of 
any  person  in  this  House,  whatever  his 
political  opinions  may  be,  to  interpose 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  preliminary 
judgment  as  a  bar  to  the  fullest  exposi- 
tion by  Irish  Members  of  whatever  they 
may  think  it  right  to  urge  on  behalf  of 
their  countrymen.  It  would  be  a  sad 
error  in  point  of  prudence,  it  would  be  a 
violation,  in  my  opinion,  of  Parliamen- 
tary and  public  decency,  were  we  not, 
at  any  rate,  to  admit  this  fact— that 
though  we  know  nothing  of  what  is 
going  to  be  asked — and  certainly  we 
know  nothing  that  virould  justify  us  in 
saying  that  it  will  be  easily  conceded — 
yet,  whatever  it  is,  if  it  be  true  that 
five-sixths  of  the  Irish  Eepresentatives — 
claiming,  of  course,  the  same  liberty  for 
the  other  sixth — have  come  here  to  make 
representations  and  pleas  in  the  name 
of  their  country,  armed  with  the  autho- 
rity that  their  constituents  have  been 
legally  empowered  to  give  them— our 
duty  is  to  accord  to  them  freely  a 
patient,  a  respectful,  and  a  candid  hear- 
ing. I  think,  Sir,  I  may  only  say  this 
by  way  of  reserve.  I  feel  sure  that 
that  sentiment  will  receive  the  universal 
assent  of  the  House.  "Well,  Sir,  I  go 
on  to  the  second  paragraph,  which  I 
confess  has  very  considerably  disap- 
pointed me.  It  is  the  paragraph  with 
regard  to  the  social  state  of  Ireland.  I 
had  hoped  that  we  should  obtain  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  after  the 
experience  they  have  had,  some  more 
conclusive  statement  of  their  views  upon 
that  subject.  There  is  a  difference  in 
the  situation  in  which  Members  of  the 
House  are  placed  with  regard  to  a  sub- 
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commented  upon  by  anv  leading  Bnp- 
porters  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
If  I  may  speak  for  myself  on  that  mat- 
ter, I  will  frankly  say  that  I  abstained 
from  commenting  upon  that  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  address,  because 
I  could  not  understand  precisely  what 
it  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  by  it.  He  has  talked  again  to- 
night of  the  unity  of  the  Empire ;  but 
evidently,  in  his  mind,  the  **  unity  of 
the  Empire"  is  consistent  with  the 
existence  of  a  Parliament  here  and 
of  another  Parliament  in  Dublin;  be- 
cause he  reminded  us  that  the  unity  of 
the  Empire  had  existed,  not  only  for 
the  last  85  years,  but  for  600  years  be- 
fore. Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  refer  to  the  speeches  made 
by  Lord  Salisbury.  I  think  that  it  was 
scarcely  fair,  when  Lord  Salisbury  at 
Newport  distinctly  stated  his  own  opi- 
nion that  no  scheme  of  federation  of 
which  he  had  ever  heard  was  applicable 
to  the  circumstances  of  England  and 
Ireland — I  think  it  was  hardly  fair  to 
suggest  that  Lord  Salisbury  referred  to 
that  proposal  as  a  possible  solution  of 
the  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  from  the  speech  made  by  Lord 
Salisbury  at  the  Mansion  House ;  and 
he  referred  to  the  opinion  then  expressed 
by  his  Lordship  on  the  importance  of 
preserving  the  integrity  of  the  Empire, 
and  of  protecting  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities in  Ireland.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  address  which  he 
quotes  to  this  House  to-night  as  the 
definite  expression  of  his  opinion  on  that 
subject,  said  nothing  about  protecting 
the  rights  of  the  minorities  in  Ireland. 
I  welcome  his  adhesion  to  that  doctrine 
to-night;  but  I  should  have  welcomed 
it  more  if  he  had  agreed  with  us  in  be- 
lieving  that  for  the  due  preservation  of 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire,  and  for  the 
protection  of  the  rights  of  the  minority 
in  Ireland,  it  is  essential  that  the  fun- 
damental law  of  the  Legislative  Union 
between  the  two  countries  should  be 
maintained.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
deprecated  any  further  declaration  with 
regard  to  this  subject  on  his  own  part 
— he  even  said  that"  any  such  declara- 
tion would  be  injurious.  Sir,  it  seems 
to  me  that  in  this  matter  there  is 
something  more  to  be  considered  than 
the  tactics  of  an  old  Parliamentary 
hand.  I  could  not  overrate  the  value 
to  those  persons  in  England,  and  much 
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more  in  Ireland,  who  are  in  favour 
of  maintaining  the  Legislative  Union 
between  the  two  countries,  of  an  out- 
spoken and  a  frank  declaration  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  similar  to  that 
which  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  North-East  Lan- 
cashire (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
of  his  intention  to  maintain  that  Legis- 
lative Union,  about  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  turned  and  twisted  to-night, 
but  with  regard  to  which  he  said  no 
definite  word.  We  have  thought  it  not 
only  right,  but  necessary,  in  this  most 
formal  and  solemn  way,  to  express  our 
determination  as  a  Government  upon 
this  great  question.  That  determination 
will  not  be  welcome  to  hon.  Members 
who  follow  the  lead  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 
They  have  a  perfect  right  and  sufficient 
ability  to  bring  before  this  House  their 
opinions  with  relation  to  this  subject; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  that,  by  advising  the  intro- 
duction of  this  paragraph  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speeco,  we  were  at- 
tempting to  preclude  the  fair  considera- 
tion of  it  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
he  made  a  suggestion  which  is  abso- 
lutely without  'foundation.  We  have 
thought  it  right  to  say  what  we  think— 
it  is  for  others,  if  they  disagree  with 
us,  to  bring  forward  their  views  here  in 
that  definite  state  which  hitherto  they 
have  never  assumed,  and  then  we  shall 
say  what  we  think  of  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  had  some 
trouble  to  convince  himself  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  a  declaration  from 
him  on  this  question.  I  have  referred 
to  the  greatest  necessity  of  all ;  but  was 
there  no  necessity  for  such  a  declaration, 
even  from  an  old  Parliamentary  hand, 
for  the  guidance  and  comfort  of  his  own 
Party  ?  We  all  know  to  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to-night — ^to 
those  rumours  which  have  been  in  the  air, 
those  ''  unauthorized  communications  " 
made  by  unknown  persons  to  irrespon- 
sible newspapers.  What  was  it  that 
induced  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Lancashire,  in  con- 
cert with  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Goschen),  who  sits  near  him,  to  write  a 
formal  letter  to  the  public  Press,  to  the 
effect  that  the  noble  Marquess  saw  no 
reason  to  depart  in  any  degree  from  the 
dedarations  which  he  had  made  upon 
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this  §abjeot  ?  Why  have  we  seen  those 
impassioned  utterances  from  pillars  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  the  persons  of  two 
noble  Dukes  ?  Why  was  it  necessary  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain), when  addressing  a  meeting  the 
other  evening,  to  go  out  of  his  way  to  say 
that,  although  no  one  was  willing  to 
make  greater  sacrifices  than  he  was  to 
secure  the  unity  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
there  was  one  thing  that  he  would  not 
sacrifioOi  and  that  was  the  unity  and  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire.  I  want  to  know 
what  is  to  be  the  policy  of  the  great 
Party  opposite  upon  this  important 
question  ?  We  have  raised  this  matter 
plainly  before  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try, in  advising  this  paragraph  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne ;  if  they  do  not 
agree  with  us,  let  them  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  effect.  If  they  do  agree 
with  us,  let  them,  through  the  mouth  of 
someone  who  is  authorized  to  speak  on 
their  behalf — if  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  with  all  his  authority  will  not  do 
it — let  them  make  a  declaration  of  assent 
to  our  views.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  charged  us  with  hesitation  in 
producing  a  measure  dealing  with  county 
government  in  Ireland,  and  he  referred 
to  the  most  extraordinary  myth  which  I 
think  could  ever  have  deceived  any  hon. 
Member  of  this  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  really  seems  to  believe 
that  a  statement  of  the  kind  which 
he  quoted  from  2^e  Dublin  Express  ap- 
pearing in  a  newspaper  of  these  days, 
especially  in  Ireland,  was  likely  to  be 
based  upon  the  authority  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Well,  Sir,  I  have 
characterized  that  statement  as  a  myth, 
and  I  can  find  no  other  description  for 
it.  If  hon.  Members  agree  with  us 
in  believing  that  it  is  necessary  to 
maintain  the  Legislative  Union  between 
Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  I  think  they 
will  also  be  of  opinion  that  no  enlarge- 
ment of  the  powers  of  local  government 
in  Ireland  should  be  given  which  could 
be  used  as  a  lever  to  weaken  and  destroy 
that  Legislative  Union,  or  which  would 
enable  a  majority — a  political  or  social 
majority — to  tyrannize  over  the  minority 
of  the  people.  If  this  be  so,  surely  they 
will  feel  that  the  extent  to  which  the 
reform  of  local  government  in  Ireland 
should  be  granted,  and  the  time  at 
which  it  comd  be  undertaken,  must  de- 
pend very  largely  indeed  upon  the  con- 


dition of  Ireland  and  the  feeling  of  the 
people.  Now,  what  is  the  present  con- 
dition of  Ireland?  I  do  not  wish  to 
give  to  the  House  an  alarmist  view  of 
the  matter.  Experience  has  taught  me 
that,  in  describing  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, Irishmen  are  apt  to  exaggerate  and 
Englishmen  to  generalize  very  hastily 
from  particular  circumstances.  But  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  charges  us 
with  having  changed  our  policy  towards 
Ireland  since  November  last,  I  would 
venture  to  remind  him  of  a  speech  of 
my  own  which  I  know  he  did  me  the 
honour  to  read,  because  he  wrote  to 
me  upon  it,  in  which,  on  September  30, 
I  distinctly  stated  that  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  the  powers  of  the  ordinary  law  were 
not  sufficient  to  cope  with  the  crime 
of  "  Boycotting,"  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  further  powers.  Well,  after  that 
statement  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  feel  that  it  is  hardly  fair  to 
taunt  us  with  having  held  our  tongues 
for  the  sake  of  securing  the  support  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
and  his  Friends  until  the  General  Elec- 
tion, which  did  not  take  place  till  the 
end  of  November,  and  then  changing 
our  poUcy  to  that  indicated  in  this  para- 
graph. The  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, when  referring  to  the  failure  of 
our  attempt  to  dispense  with  exceptional 
powers,  was,  I  thought,  somewhat  un- 
generous. He  spoke  very  differently 
when  he  addressed  the  House  on  this 
subject  in  July  last.  I  acknowledged 
then  the  manner  in  which  he  referred  to 
this  important  matter.  If  that  attempt 
had  failed,  I,  for  one,  should  still  be 
glad  we  had  made  it;  because  I  feel 
strongly,  as  I  then  stated  to  the  House, 
that  the  Government  should  do  its  best 
with  the  powers  of  the  ordinary  law, 
and  should  never  resort  to  exceptional 
legislation  without  being  abundantly 
satisfied  of  its  necessity.  But  I  contest 
the  assertion  that  the  course  which  we 
took  in  July  last  has  been  a  complete 
failure. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  did  not  say  so. 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  has  been  asserted,  and  I 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
so. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No ;  I  did  not 
say  so.  I  derived  it  from  the  news- 
papers, and  I  believed  it  to  be  the  com- 
mon impression. 
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The  OHANOELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  :  There  are  two  points  wbioh  I 
feel  bound  to  bring  under  the  notice 
of  the  House.  In  the  first  place,  we 
have  advised  Her  Majesty  to  state, 
in  this  Speech,  that  there  has  been 
during  the  last  year  no  marked  increase 
of  serious  crime.  That,  Sir,  is  the  case, 
in  spite  of  the  cessation  of  the  Grimes 
Act  during  the  last  six  months  of  the 
year,  and  in  spite,  also,  of  exceptional 
commercial  and  agricultural  depression 
in  Ireland.  The  facts  with  regard  to 
agrarian  crime  and  outrage  are  these  : 
— ^In  the  last  six  months  of  1885  there 
were  543  oases  of  agrarian  crime  and 
outrage  in  Ireland,  as  against  374  in 
the  corresponding  six  months  of  1884. 
But  of  those  543  cases,  as  many  as  270 
were  cases  of  threatening  letters  and 
notices,  which,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  very  well,  have  not  hitherto 
been  considered  of  great  importance, 
and  many  others  were  by  no  means  cases 
of  serious  crime.  There  was,  taking 
the  whole  number  of  cases,  a  greater 
proportion  of  minor  crime  in  the  last 
six  months  of  last  year  than  in  the  last 
six  months  of  1884.  But  another  very 
important  fact,  which  is  not  mentioned 
in  the  Speech,  ought  to  be  stated,  that 
the  House  may  have  the  statistics  of 
crime  fairly  before  it.  OSendevB  have 
been  punished  in  Ireland  during  the  last 
six  months  even  in  oases  of  "  Moonlight- 
ing," and  cases  of  the  sort  in  which  it 
has  always  been  difficult  to  secure  con- 
victions in  Ireland — even  in  these  cases 
convictions  have  been  obtained :  and  at 
the  Winter  Assizes  there  was  not,  so  far 
as  I  know,  a  single  important  case  in 
which  there  was  a  failure  of  justice  ; 
and  these  convictions  were  obtained 
through  ordinary  juries,  although  one 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
whioh  I  believe  it  had  been  intended  to 
renew,  was  the  power  to  obtain  special 
juries  in  these  cases.  I  have  felt  it 
right  to  put  these  points  fairly  before 
the  House,  as  a£Peoting  the  social  and 
material  condition  of  Ireland ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  this  is  by  no  means 
— I  wish  it  were — a  complete  picture  of 
the  state  of  the  country.  As  we  have 
advised  Her  Majesty  to  state  in  Her 
Speech — 

**  There  ii  in  many  places  a  concerted  resist- 
ance to  the  enforcement  of  legal  obligations,*' 

by  no  means  confined  to  matters  affect- 
ing landlords  and  tenants,  and — 


"  The  practice  of  organized  intimidation  con- 
tinues to  exist." 

I  have  always  believed  that  neither  of 
these  could  have  been  stopped,  or  would 
have  been  materially  diminished,  by  the 
mere  renewal  of  any  parts  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  for  this  simple  reason — that  both, 
had  grown  up  while  the  Crimes  Act  was 
in  operation.  We  may  be  asked — and 
fairly  asked — what  measures  have  been 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Ireland  to  deal  with  these  serious 
offences  ?  Well,  Sir,  where  intimidation 
has  manifested  itself  in  language,  action, 
or  in  any  form  of  turbulence,  prosecu- 
tions have  been  instituted.  In  the  nine 
weeks  ending  January  2, 408  individuals 
were  proceeded  against  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions for  offences  not  amounting  to 
actual  outrage  connected  with  *'  Boy- 
cotting." Of  these  139  were  summarily 
convicted,  110  were  returned  for  trial, 
and  76  were  adjourned  for  lengthened 
periods  to  test  the  promises  of  good  be- 
haviour in  the  future  made  by  the  per- 
sons charged.  Therefore,  the  House 
will  see  that  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
have  not  been  slack  to  enforce  the  ordi- 
nary law  as  far  as  it  is  possible 
against  crimes  of  this  description ;  but, 
notwithstanding  this,  as  we  are  com- 
pelled to  state  in  this  paragraph,  these 
evils  are  growing — and  seriously  grow- 
ing— and,  in  our  judgment,  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  primary  and  urgent  necessity  for 
the  welfare  of  Ireland  that  they  should 
be  nut  down.  Whether  it  is  possible  to 
deal  with  them  by  any  further  applica- 
tion of  the  powers  of  the  ordinary  law, 
or  whether  it  is  necessary  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  ask  Parliament  to  confer 
upon  the  Executive  additional  powers, 
are  questions  which  will  receive  the  im- 
mediate and  earnest  attention  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Strand  Division  of  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  who  has,  I  think,  with  great 
patriotism  and  self-sacrifice,  accepted  a 
difficult  and  an  anxious  task  at  a  very 
dan gerous  time.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  twitted  us  with  what  he 
calls  the  *'  inconsequent  conclusion  "  of 
the  last  sentence  of  this  paragraph.  I 
was  surprised  at  such  a  taunt  irom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  because,  in  1870, 
when  he  was  himself  Prime  Minister,  ho 
advised  Her  Majesty  to  express  herself 
in  similar  language.  He  advised  her 
to  inform  Parliament  that  the  recent  ex- 
tension of  agrarian  crimes  in  several 
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parts  of  Ireland  had  filled  Her  Majesty 
with  painful  concern ;  that  although  the 
number  of  offences  within  that  class  of 
crimes  had  been  by  no  means  so  great 
as  at  some  former  periods,  the  indis- 
position to  give  evidence  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice  had  been  alike  re- 
markable and  injurious ;  and  then  he 
concluded  by  advising  Her  Majesty  to 
state  that  she  would  not  hesitate  to  re- 
commend the  adoption  of  special  pro- 
visions should  such  a  policy  appear 
during  the  course  of  the  Session  to  be 
required  in  the  permanent  interests 
of  peaoe  and  order.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  that  time  was  accused  of 
ambiguity  of  utterance  and  of  post- 
poning the  protection  of  life  and  pro- 
perty to  an  attempt  to  deal  with  the  law 
of  land  tenure,  and  what  was  his  reply  ? 
His  reply  was,  I  think,  not  only  suffi- 
cient, but  complete.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

**  lo  the  intention  announced  by  the  Qoyem- 

ment so  far  as  that  intention  imposes 

a  careful  dailj  reg^ard  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  their  duty  to  propose  everything 
vhich  that  condition  requires,  there  is  nothing 
ambiguous  or  contingent.'* — (3  Mansard,  [199] 
93.) 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  my  answer  now.  That 
is  the  duty  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment feel  it  incumbent  upon  them 
to  perform;  but  it  is  a  duty  which  I 
will  venture  to  remind  the  House  we 
are  called  upon  to  perform  in  the  face 
of  no  common  difficulties.  If  it  be  true, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  some  time  ago  pithily 
stated,  that  the  result  of  the  General 
Election  has  not  been  to  place  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  the  position  that  he  desired, 
it  is  no  less  true  that  the  result  of  the 
General  Election  was  not  satisfactory  to 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers.  Sir, 
the  verdict  of  the  nation  was  uncertain. 
[**  No,  no !  "  and  '*  Yes,  yes  ! "]  If  it 
was  not  tmcertain,  move  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address.  I  repeat,  that  the  verdict  of 
the  nation  was  uncertain;  and  so  we 
were  compelled,  not  merely  by  a  feeling 
of  duty,  but  by  Constitutional  usage, 
to  remain  at  our  posts  in  a  crisis  of  the 
gravest  difficulty  to  the  Empire.  Well, 
Sir,  we  may  not  be  strong  in  our  own 
strength ;  but  there  is  one  opinion 
which  I  believe  will  receive  the  assent 
oi  eveiry  hon.  Member  of  this  House 
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— that  nothing  could  be  worse  for  our 
common  country  than  that  her  afiPairs 
should  be  administered  by  a  Govern- 
ment which  is  daily  struggliug  for  a 
precarious  and  doubtful  existence.  If 
the  majority  of  this  House  dislikes 
our  policy,  if  it  distrusts  our  actions, 
let  it  say  so  as  soon  as  may  be,  not  for 
our  sakes,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  coun- 
try. We  shall  know  how  to  act.  But 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  it  be  the  will  of 
the  majority  of  this  House  that  we 
should  remain  in  Office,  then  I  would 
venture  humbly,  but  most  earnestly,  to 
ask  hon.  Members,  irrespective  of  Party 
divisions,  whether,  having  come  to  that 
decision,  they  ought  not  to  g^ve  to  us 
that  priceless  strength  which  alone,  by 
the  sense  of  a  free  and  independent 
support  in  the  House  of  Commons,  can 
enable  any  Ministers  successfully  to 
carry  on  the  affairs  of  our  country. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  it 
was  well,  at  the  outset  of  the  debate, 
that  they  should  reflect  that  the  present 
Parliament  was  the  consummation  of 
one  of  the  greatest  revolutions  which 
the  Constitution  had  witnessed.  It  was 
a  revolution  brought  about  by  the  action 
of  both  political  Parties.  He  was  within 
the  bounds  of  moderation  when  he  held 
that  scarcely  ever  in  the  history  of  Par- 
liament had  a  Session  been  opened 
which  excited  more  interest  than  the 
present.  Having  listened  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  and  to  those  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opiposition  and  of  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  he  thought  they 
must  all  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
attitude  of  the  two  Parties  in  the  State 
towards  the  great  question  of  the  hour 
showed  that  they  were,  as  yet,  only  on 
the  threshold  of  the  Irish  Question; 
and  they  had  learned  little  of  what 
would  be  the  policy  to  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  made  up  their 
minds,  or  that  to  which  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  coming,  and  to  which 
he  would  direct  his  Party.  They  lived 
under  a  Constitution  for  which  they  had 
shed  their  blood,  and  to  which  they 
might  look  back  with  satisfaction.  The 
revolution  which  had  taken  place  now 
had  been  a  silent  and  quiet  one,  there 
had  been  no  tearing  down  of  park  rail- 
ings, and  yet  nearly  3,000,000  voters 
had  been  added  to  the  electoral  roll  of 
the  country.  The  Eeform  Bill  of  1832 
had  transferred  political  power  from  the 
aristocracy  to  the  middle  class;  and  a 
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farther  change  had  been  made  in  1886 
in  the  direction  of  giving  a  vote  to  the 
working  classes.  Now,  although  he 
might  deplore  that  many  parts  of  his 
own  county  had  departed  from  the  old 
Constitutional  attitude  which  they  had 
maintained  under  a  more  restricted  fran- 
chise, at  the  same  time  many  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  would  regret 
that  a  large  amount  of  the  new  voters 
in  the  South-East  of  England  had  pro- 
claimed their  adherence  to  Constitutional 
principles.  They  did  not  know  what 
would  be  the  definite  result  of  the  revo- 
lution in  the  future  ;  but  one  thing  had 
been  satisfactorily  proved — namely,  that 
the  agricultural  labourer  was  not  the 
degraded  and  unhappy  being  whom 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  had  been 
so  fond  of  depicting.  He  thought  that 
they  might  congratulate  themselves  that 
there  had  been  so  few  spoilt  papers  in 
the  elections.  A  time  would  come  when 
the  agricultural  labourer  would  find  out 
that  the  Qovemment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  not  been,  altogether  perfect,  or 
altogether  successful,  and  would  find 
out  that  ^the  interests  of  employer  and 
employed  were  more  closely  united  than 
they  now  considered.  The  result  of  the 
late  change  had  been  that  they  had 
broadened  the  basis  on  which  the  Con- 
stitution rested.  With  regard  to  edu- 
cation, much  would  be  done  by  the  fact 
of  the  labourer  beine  entrusted  with 
a  vote,  and  being  caDed  upon  to  dis- 
criminate between  the  two  Parties  in 
the  State,  and  by  feeling  that  he  was 
no  longer  outside  the  pale  of  the  Con- 
stitution. The  result  of  this  change,  if 
it  was  to  be  worth  anything,  must  be 
that  fuller  expression  would  be  given  to 
the  general  feeline  of  the  country.  In 
the  present,  the  labourer  had,  at  all 
events,  exercised  his  vote  independently, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  labourers'  wants 
and  desires  would  receive  careful  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  House. 
No  one,  however,  would  say  that  the 
Parliaments  of  the  last  50  years  had 
done  nothing  for  the  benefit  of  the 
working  classes.  They  had  passed  Fac- 
.  tory  Acts,  Acts  for  the  better  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes,  and  for  re- 
moving the  disabilities  under  which 
working  men  laboured.  The  relation 
of  labour  to  capital  had  been  greatly 
improved,  and  the  late  Sir  Bobert  Peel 

Sir  John  Kennaway 


had  greatly  benefited  the  working 
classes  by  removing  taxes  on  industry 
and  by  freeing  the  importation  of  corn. 
Still,  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  effect 
of  the  recent  change  would  be  that  the 
wishes  of  this  class  would  be  more 
closely  attended  to.  It  was,  perhaps, 
difficult  to  ascertain  the  precise  wishes 
of  the  rural  population ;  but  the  three 
acres  and  a  cow,  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much,  were  really  the  expres- 
sion of  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  to  have  more  share  in 
the  land  on  which  he  lived.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  consolidation 
of  farms  had  divorced  the  labourer 
from  the  soil  to  a  very  large  extent; 
but  by  the  action  of  individual  pro- 
prietors, and  of  local  authorities,  he 
hoped  that  allotments  might  be  more 
easily  granted  than  before.  With  regard 
to  education,  he  hoped  that  nothing 
would  be  done  which  would  tend  to  di- 
minish the  self-reliance  of  the  labourer, 
and  that  the  Commission  would  look 
carefully  into  this  matter  before  they 
gave  him  free  education.  As  to  local 
taxation,  the  producer  should  have  that 
relief  given  to  him  which  Parliament 
had  again  and  again  said  it  was  right 
that  he  should  have.  He  was  glad  to 
see  that  the  Procedure  of  the  House 
had  been  put  in  the  forefront  of  matters 
to  be  dealt  with,  since  great  impatience 
had  lately  been  shown  at  the  inability 
of  Parliament  to  deal  with  the  questions 
submitted  to  it.  He  trusted  the  result 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  Procedure  would  be  to  increase 
the  efficiency  and  popularity  of  the 
House  of  Conmions.  In  this  connection 
they  had  to  look  to  the  change  in  the 
composition  of  Parties  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  especially  to  the  growth 
and  |>olicy  of  the  Irish  Party,  whose 
aim  it  was  to  gain  entire  control  for 
Irishmen  over  Lrish  afiPairs,  and  prac- 
tically to  loosen  all  connection  of  Ireland 
with  England.  [*'  No,  no !  "1  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had,  at  aU  events,  avowed  suoh  a 
programme.  p*Never!"]  It  was  some- 
thing to  get  that  denial ;  Decause  such  a 
programme  would  mean  a  hostile  coun- 
try at  our  doors  and  the  reduction  of 
England  to  the  position  of  a  second  or 
third-rate  Power.  They  had  certainly 
heard  with  dismay  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds,  a  relative  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
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liOthian,  liad  openly  announced  that  if 
fire-edxths  of  the  Members  for  Ireland 
deeired  a  local  Parliament  they  cer- 
tainly ought  to  have  one.  Then  it  was 
announced,  with  the  semblance  of  au- 
thority, that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
was  prepared  to  endorse  the  sentiments 
of  his  eon  on  this  subject.  [**No,  no ! "] 
It  certainly  was  announced  with  the 
semblance  of  authority.  [**No,  no!"] 
He  must  say,  from  what  they  had  seen 
and  heard  of  the  sentiments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  other  mat- 
ters, it  was  not  very  difficult  for  them  to 
believe  that  he  was  prepared  to  take 
this  step ;  and  in  saying  that  he  did  not 
at  all  accuse  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  sympathy  with  revolution.  He  (Sir 
John  Kennaway)  hoped  the  two  great 
Parties  in  the  State  would  put  away 
recrimination  and  mutual  charges  of 
misgovernment  of  Ireland,  and  that 
they  would  rather  admit  that  they  had 
both  committed  inconceivable  foUy  in 
allowing  Ireland  to  be  the  battle-field  of 
Party  politics.  Let  whichever  Party 
could  best  carry  out  what  was  right  in 
this  matter  carry  it  out,  and  receive  the 
support  of  both  sides  of  the  House,  re- 
cognizing, in  view  of  a  crisis  like  the 
present,  that  however  good  and  useful 
service  Party  government  had  done, 
there  were  occasions  when  duty  to  the 
coimtry  rose  above  Party.  He  trusted 
they  would  endeavour  to  do  what  was 
right  in  dealing  with  Ireland.  They 
should  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  motto, 
"  Be  just  and  fear  not."  Let  them  be 
just  to  the  minority  of  the  Irish  people, 
who  needed  the  protection  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Let  them  be  just  to  the 
landlords,  who  had  purchased  their 
lands  under  the  sanction  of  Imperial 
title.  If  the  law  was  not  strong  enough 
for  that  purpose,  it  might  be  strength- 
ened ;  only  if  it  was  to  be  strengthened, 
let  it  become  more  general  in  its  appli- 
cation, so  as  to  reflect  as  little  as  pos- 
sible upon  the  Irish  people.  Let  them 
give  to  Ireland,  as  they  had  given  to 
Scotland,  control  over  educational  ques- 
tions. Let  them  make  effective  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  .of  last  year,  and 
let  them  not  hesitate  to  make  use  of 
Imperial  resources  to  enable  tenants 
to  become  owners  of  the  land.  If 
they  approached  the  subject  with  an 
earnest  desire  to  do  what  was  right 
they  might  leave  the  result  to  a  higher 
power. 


Mr.  T.  0.  HARKINGTON  said,  that 
the  last  speaker  had  not  done  anything  to 
meet  the  objection  taken  that  the  House 
had  not  sufficient  information  to  deal 
with  the  questions  raised.  Special  promi- 
nence had  been  given  in  the  Speech  of 
Her  Majesty  to  the  change  that  had  taken 
place  in  Ireland  recently  with  regard  to 
crime.  It  was  a  very  strange  fact  that 
every  Government  which  undeitook  the 
control  of  Ireland  was  able  at  any  time 
it  suited  them  to  make  the  statistics  of 
crime  suit  the  poliey  it  wished  to  adopt. 
When  it  suited  the  Government  to  re- 
present to  the  English  and  Irish  people 
that  exceptional  powers  of  legislation 
outside  the  ordinary  law  were  not  neces- 
sary the  statistics  of  crime  in  the  country 
were  regulated  accordingly,  and  it  was 
represented  that  there  was  a  diminution 
of  crime,  and  that  Ireland  was  pro- 
gressing in  peace  if  not  in  prosperity ; 
but  so  soon  as  the  General  Election  was 
over,  and  so  soon  as  the  party  of  pre- 
judice and  disorder,  and  the  party  which 
had  encouraged  and  sown  tne  seeds  of 
crime  in  Ireland,  found  it  necessary,  not 
in  defence  of  good  government  or  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire  as  they  pretended, 
but  to  defend  their  own  narrow  interests, 
they  had  endeavoured  to  prejudice  the 
Government  by  lies  and  misrepresenta- 
tion of  the  foulest  character.  He  was 
not  going  to  deny  that  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  turbulence  and  crime  in 
some  parts  of  the  country,  which  must 
be  deplored  by  every  man  who  loved  his 
country,'  but  he  maintained  that  dur- 
ing the  past  five  or  six  months  there 
had  been  less  crime  in  Ireland  than 
there  had  been  at  any  period  during  the 
last  five  or  six  years.  Even  the  most 
disordered  portions  of  Ireland  would 
compare  favourably  with  the  best  and 
most  moral  portions  of  England  or  Scot- 
land. It  was  true  that  attention  had 
been  directed  to  the  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant ;  but  it  was  not  because 
of  **  Boycotting,"  but  rather  on  account 
of  the  conspiracy  got  up  by  the  ad« 
visers  of  the  Government,  who  did  not 
hesitate,  for  the  sake  of  their  own  selfish 
interests,  to  endanger  the  safety  of  the 
Empire  and  the  welfare  of  both  coun- 
tries. When  they  asked  Englishmen  to 
support  the  integrity  of  the  Empire  they 
aimed  at  the  continuance  of  a  system 
which  would  place  a  whip  in  the  hands 
of  Irish  landlords.  In  England  and  Scot- 
land enormous  reductions  of  rent  had 
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been  assented  to,  and  there  was  nothing 
in  Ireland  that  would  enable  the  tenant 
farmer  to  meet  his  obligations  more 
easily  than  the  English  farmer.  The 
House  was  asked  to  lend  its  sanction  to 
a  conspiracy  got  up  by  the  Irish  land- 
lords to  turn  the  people  of  Ireland  out 
of  their  homes,  and  to  cast  them  adrift 
on  the  world.  In  support  of  the  alleged 
divisions  in  the  Liberal  Party  the  noble 
Marquess,  one  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Op- 
position, was  pointed  to  as  having  made 
a  speech  in  favour  of  what  was  called 
the  unity  and  integrity  of  the  Empire  in 
opposition  to  the  demand  for  Home 
Eule ;  but  it  was  well-known  that  a 
relation .  of  the  noble  Marquess  was 
a  President  of  a  so-called  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Union  which  was  one  of  the 
conspiracies  got  up  for  the  purpose  of 
driving  the  Irish  people  from  their  homes. 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  had  declared 
that  the  ordinary  law  was  unable  to 
cope  with  "Boycotting,"  and  it  had 
grown  up  under  the  Grimes  Act.  It  was 
not  unknown  in  London — in  the  City  of 
London — in  connection  with  the  Prim- 
rose League.  But  none  of  the  specific 
cases  of  alleged  "Boycotting"  in  Ire- 
land which  had  been  mentioned  by  the 
recent  deputations  to  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  would  bear  the  test  of  exami- 
nation; one  by  one  every  statement 
made  had  been  flatly  contradicted.  Law- 
lessness and  disorder  were  to  be  found 
in  the  Loyalist  Unions  and  Emergency 
Associations,  whose  object  was  to  drive 
people  from  their  homes ;  and  a  noble 
Lord  who  stood  high  in  the  estimation 
of  Ministers,  who  thought  it  his  special 
rdle  to  patronize  them  and  suggest  their 
Irish  policy*  had  declared  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  himself  and  of  his  followers 
not  to  leave  a  Boman  Catholic  in  the 
Province  of  Ulster.  [Mr.  Johnston: 
Name,  name!  Cries  of  "Order!"  and 
"  Cole !  "]  He  (Mr.  Harrington)  was 
utterly  surprised  to  find  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  interrupt  him  by  calling  out 
'*lName!"  Those  Gentlemen,  who  so 
carefully  read  the  speeches  of  the  various 
National  League  meetings,  seemed  not 
to  pay  any  attention  whatever  to  the 
observations  of  men  like  Lord  Cole.  If, 
therefore,  hon.  Gentlemen  were  ignorant 
on  the  subject  of  such  speeches  having 
been  made  he  would  react  the  speech  of 
Lord  Cole,  made  in  Fermanagh.  In  that 
speech  he  said — 

Mr.  T.  C.  SarringUm 


"  It  iB  not  the  Boman  Oatholic  himself  that  I 
object  to  as  a  neighbour  or  friend,  bat  it  is  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  as  a  body." 

That  was  certainly  very  gratifying — his 
Lordship  did  not  care  about  the  exter- 
mination of  one  Homan  Catholic,  for  it 
would  not  effect  his  purpose. 

Me.  JOHNSTON :  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman kindly ICries  of  **  Order !"] 

Mr.  8PEAKEE :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  entitled  to  proceed 
without  interruption. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  This  noble 
Lord  did  not  object  to  one  Roman  Ca- 
tholic ;  but  if  all  Roman  Catholics  had 
only  one  head  his  Lordship  would  be 
glad  to  cut  it  off  and  dispose  of  them  all. 
His  Lordship  continued — 

*'  Because  when  a  body  of  men  deliver  them- 
selyes  over  to  one  man,  and  show  themselves  to 
be  so  mean-spirited,  low-minded,  and  weak, 
that  they  have  no  opinions  of  their  own,  but 
rely  on  the  opinion  of  one  man,  and  that  man 
their  priest,  it  is  my  opinion  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  have  the  power  in  their 
own  hands  in  this  great  country.'' 

The  noble  Lord  had  also  made  other 
similar  observations,  and  proceeded  to 

say— 

*'  For  that  reason  do  I  preach  this  crusade 
against  Catholics ; " 

and  further, 

*'I  say,  therefore,  to  vou  farmers,  employ 
more  Protestants,  and  don't  employ  Roman 
Catholics." 

They  had  heard  a  great  deal  about 
**  Boycotting."  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  spoke  of  the  growth  and  ex- 
tent of  '^Boycotting."  If  exceptional 
powers  were  given  to  the  Government, 
would  they  use  them  impartially,  and 
would  they  prosecute  Lord  Cole  for  this 
inflammatory  speech?  He  challenged 
the  Government  to  show  on  the  popular 
side  during  recent  agitation  any  speech 
approaching  to  that  of  Lord  Cole  in 
cowardliness,  violence,  meanness,  and 
lawlessness.  They  had  no  objection 
that  the  best  safeguards  should  be  de- 
vised for  the  protection  of  the  minority ; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  if  it  were  not 
for  their  own  selfish  class  interests,  for 
the  belief  that  their  privileges  might 
be  curtailed,  and  that  the  patronage 
they  enjoyed  as  the  humble  followers 
of  one  Government  or  another  in  this 
country  might  be  taken  away,  gentlemen 
of  the  character  of  Lord  Cole  would  rather 
trust  themselves  to  a  QDvemment  of  tho 
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majority  of  their  fellow-countrymen 
than  to  a  Government  of  tliis  country. 
The  language  which  had  been  used  by 
Lord  Cole  was  only  the  plain  expression 
of  a  feeling  which  had  been  entertained 
by  the  landlords  of  Ireland  during  the 
past  six  months.  They  had  seen  an 
organized  system  of  eviction  going  on 
throughout  the  country ;  but  instead  of 
attention  being  directed  to  the  land- 
lords, the  i)oor  peasantry  had  received 
the  exclusive  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  in 
these  hard  times  it  was  impossible  for 
the  tenants  to  pay  the  rents  which  they 
bad  hitherto  paid.  That  fact  had  been 
forced  on  the  attention  of  the  landlords 
in  England;  but  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, instead  of  meeting  the  tenants  in 
the  same  spirit  as  the  English  land- 
lords, had  been  allowed  to  form  them- 
selves into  a  conspiracy  to  evict  the 
J>eople  from  their  holdings.  The  land- 
ord,  of  course,  in  pursuing  such  a 
policy  was  held  to  be  carrying  out  the 
law ;  but  the  unfortunate  people  who 
found  themselves  totally  unable  to  meet 
their  obligations  were  described  in  the 
English  journals  as  lawless  mobs.  He 
contended  that  the  unfortimate  people 
of  Ireland  were  as  ready  now  as  they 
bad  been  in  the  past  to  fulfil- their  en- 

fagements  if  they  had  an  opportunity  of 
oing  so.  He  regretted  to  say  that  so 
far  from  there  being  any  doubt  about  this 
the  misfortunes  of  the  people  had  been 
brought  about,  to  a  great  extent,  by 
their  readiness  to  meet  the  demands  of 
the  landlords.  While  it  was  possible  to 
borrow  money  from  the  money-lender  or 
banker,  or  while  their  credit  lasted,  they 
had  been  giving  their  all  to  the  most 
unjust  and  most  merciless  class  on  God's 
earth.  If  the  House  thought  that  ex- 
ceptional powers  given  to  the  Govern- 
ment would  wring  out  of  the  life-blood 
of  the  unfortunate  peasantry  of  Ireland 
more  than  they  were  able  to  pay,  if 
they  believed  that  by  coercion  they 
would  make  the  land  of  Ireland  more 
productive  than  it  was  at  the  present 
time,  by  all  means  let  the  Government 
attempt  the  task.  But  he,  as  having 
some  knowledge  of  the  country,  as 
having  been  through  a  period  of  trial 
and  of  difficulty  at  the  head  of  the 
organization  which  had  been  attacked, 
knew  different.  The  efforts  of  this 
organization  had  been  directed  towards 
the  repreidon  of  disorder.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 


He  challenged  any  hon.  Member  to 
point  to  one  letter  which  he  had  written 
or  a  speech  which  he  had  made  which 
might  be  regarded  as  an  incentive  to 
crime  or  outrage.  He  maintained  that 
the  best  efforts  of  the  organization  had 
been  directed  to  keep  the  people  peace- 
able and  orderly ;  and  he  told  the  Go- 
vernment that  so  far  from  any  policy  of 
repression  contributing  to  the  peace  of 
the  country,  instead  of  diminishing 
crime  or  abolishing  **  Boycotting," 
crime  would  be  increased  five-fold.  He 
urged  the  Government  not  to  be  led 
away  by  the  false  and  malicious  repre- 
sentations which  had  been  made  to  them. 
They  might  render  the  situation  diffi- 
cult to  Irish  Members ;  they  might  drive 
them  from  the  country  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment must  not  lose  sight  of  this  fact, 
that  it  was  not  with  the  Irish  Members, 
but  with  the  country  behind  them  that 
they  had  to  deal. 

Me.  BRODEIOK  said,  he  thought 
the  speech  they  had  heard  showed  the 
House  what  was  the  commentary  to  be 
made  on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  the  condition  to  which  the  three 
Provinces  of  Ireland  had  been  reduced 
under  a  policy  of  conciliation.  The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  referred  to  the 
Province  of  Ulster,  and  called  in  ques- 
tion the  language  of  a  noble  Lord  lately 
a  Member  of  that  House,  and  whose 
language  he  represented  as  having  been 
of  a  character  to  incite  the  people  of  that 
country  almost  to  bloodshed.  He  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  been  present  to 
have  seen  by  practical  and  ascertained 
facts  what  was  likely  to  be  the  condition 
of  Lreland  should  the  policy  which  he 
practically  hinted  at  that  evening  be 
adopted  by  the  House.  It  should  be 
known  once  for  all  that  the  solution  of 
the  Home  Bule  problem  did  not  consist 
solely  in  a  certain  amount  of  concession 
to  the  views  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
but  in  bringing  one  portion  of  tho 
people  of  Ireland  into  direct  conflict  with 
three  other  portions.  He  recollected  a 
speech  made  by  a  Gentleman  who  held 
a  high  position  in  the  organizations 
which  had  been  referred  to.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Galway  (Mr.  Harris) 
made  a  speech  which  he  (Mr.  Bro- 
drick)  thought  proper  to  bring  before 
the  notice  of  the  Government  of  that 
day.  The  speech  was  delivered  in  1881. 
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The  hon.  Gentleman  then  declared  that 
if  the  landlords  were  shot  down  like 
partridges  in  September  he  would  say 
nothing  against  it.  As  to  the  assertion 
that  there  was  a  conspiracy  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords,  and  from  that  the 
outrages  and  the  difficulties  with  which 
tho  Government  had  to  contend  resulted, 
was  it  not  the  fact  that  if  the  landlords 
had  the  power  of  eviction  the  tenants 
had  tho  power  of  obtaining  a  judicial 
rent  and  also  large  damages  for  dis- 
turbance? There  had,  he  said,  been 
intimidation  by  the  National  League 
at  every  polling-booth  in  Ireland.  In 
many  cases  the  people  were  brought  up 
to  the  poll  by  their  priests,  and  they  had 
to  deliver  their  votes  openly  before  a 
member  of  the  League  who  was  in  the 
polling-booth.  The  majority  by  which 
Irish  Members  sat  on  the  Benches  op- 
posite was  a  cooked  majority.  The 
number  who  claimed  the  privilege  of 
voting  as  illiterate  electors  was  actually 
in  excess  of  the  number  of  illiterate 
electors  returned  in  the  Census.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sheehan),  in  a  speech  delivered  a  fort- 
night or  three  weeks  ago,  advised  the 
tenants  to  insist  on  getting  30  per  cent 
off  their  rent  then,  or  to  get  50  per  cent 
off  next  March ;  and  by  the  next  rent 
day  after  that  there  would  be  no  rent  at 
all.  It  was  perfectly  well-known  that 
not  one-tenth  of  the  outrages  committed 
in  Ireland  ever  reached  the  ears  of  tho 
police.  When  an  appeal  to  the  consti- 
tuted authorities  involved  persecution 
against  which  the  law  failed  to  protect 
a  man,  there  must  be  a  large  proportion 
of  outrages  which  were  never  brought 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  police.  He 
regretted  that  the  Government  had  used 
language  last  July  which  tended  to 
encourage  the  National  League  in  the 
belief  that  they  were  not  about  to  vindi- 
cate the  law.  He  did  not  say  that  the 
Government  had  failed  in  their  duty  in 
the  last  six  months,  so  far  as  the  ordi- 
nary law  was  concerned ;  but  the  con- 
victions showed  that  it  was  not  the  will 
of  the  Government  but  the  power  of  the 
law  that  was  deficient.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  declared 
that  the  paragraph  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  in  which  the  Government  stated 
their  intentions  as  regarded  Ireland  was 
not  altogether  as  clear  as  the  House 
might  desire ;  but  he  asked — was  the 
late  Prime  Minister's  own  speech  that 
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night  clear  to  any  Member  of  the  House? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  had  made  a  straightforward 
and  outspoken  speech ;  but  was  not  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite a  **  contingent  and  shilly-shally 
speech  ?  "  It  was  impossible  to  teU 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do.  He  withheld  his  counsel  and  in* 
vited  hon.  Members  opposite  from  Ire- 
land to  state  their  demands.  He  laid 
down  limits  that  appeared  to  be  dubious 
as  to  his  own  power  of  concession.  He 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
what  were  some  of  the  demands  of  Irish 
Members  opposite.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  ad- 
dressing the  Irish  Volunteers  in  America, 
in  1882,  said— 

'^  Oh,  that  I  could  carry  those  armi  to  Ire- 
land !  Well,  but  it  may  come  to  that  some  day. 
None  of  us  will  be  satisfied  till  we  have  de- 
stroyed the  last  link  that  keeps  Ireland  bound 
to  England." 

Was  not  that  a  sufficiently  definite 
assurance  of  what  the  policy  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be?  Did  the  riffht 
hon.  -Gentleman  opposite  think  that 
O'Donovan  Eossa  and  James  Stephens 
would  give  their  dollars  to  sustain  a 
Parliament  that  would  be  friendly  to 
England?  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  think  that  the  policy  which 
he  refused  distinctly  to  discard  would  be 
acceptable  to  an  English  Parliament? 
Whatever  the  policy  of  Irish  Members 
opposite  might  be,  it  was  certainly  not 
a  backward  policy,  but  an  advancing 
one,  and  one  of  its  objects  had  been 
plainly  avowed  to  be  to  get  the  owner- 
ship of  the  land  for  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  irresistible  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  from  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
that  he  was  undergoing  one  of  those 
processes  of  conversion  which  he  in- 
variably underwent  when  the  newness 
of  his  last  concession  was  gone.  In  the 
magnificent  peroration  he  had  given 
them  that  night  Democratic  sentiment. 
Communism,  and  Conservatism  were  all 
mingled.  They  all  knew  what  almost 
invariably  followed  on  such  declarations 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  They 
knew  that  he  had  incubated  if  the  egg 
was  not  hatched ;  and  they  would  soon 
see  the  result.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  15  years  ago  he  held 
language  similar  to  that  he  used  at  pre- 
sent aa  to  local  government  in  Ireland. 
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That  Tomark  conflicted  entirely  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  statement 
in  1873,  when  he  appealed  to  the  House 
to  pass  a  University  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  would    remove  the  last  social 
grievance  to  be  found  in  Ireland.    Each 
of    the  right  hon.  Gentleman's   great 
measures  had  been  introduced  with  the 
solemn  promise  that  it  would  be  the  last 
one  required  to  secure  complete  con- 
tentedness  in  Ireland ;  whereas  each  of 
them  had  left  that  country  more  dissatis- 
fied and  nearer  to  revolution  than  be- 
fore. What  then,  it  might  be  asked,  were 
the  prospects  that  any  measure  of  local 
government  for  Ireland  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  be  willing  to  sup> 
port  was  likely  to  be  final  ?    The  resiilt 
of  all  the  healing  Irish  measures  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
induced  Parliament  to  pass  was  that  at 
the  recent  General  Election  not  u  single 
Liberal  candidate  had  been  elected  for 
Ireland.     He  warned  the  House  against 
embarking    in  the    fruitless   chase  of 
seeking  to  produce  contentment  in  Ire- 
land by  means  of  concession.    When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  talked  of 
maintaining  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown, 
the  unity  of  the  Empire,  and  the  autho- 
rity of  Parliament,  did  he  mean  that 
that  was  consistent  with  establishing  a 
Parliament    on    College  Green  ?     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  scarcely  justi- 
fied in  twitting  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  a  paragraph  ^hich  had  ap- 
peared in  an  Irish  newspaper  when  he 
had  himself  failed  to  disavow  the  policy 
which  had  been  attributed  to  him  in  a 
London    newspaper,    and    which    Jiad 
struck  terror  into  the  hearts  of  his  poli- 
tical Friends.    The  fact  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  sitting  on  the 
rail,   willing  to  be    knocked  over    on 
either  side,  and  waiting  to  see  whether 
the  Members  of  his  Party  would  accom- 
pany him.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  action  he  was  pursuing  might  be 
paving  the  way  for  the  disruption  of  the 
Liberal  Party.    When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had    charged  the  Liberal  Party 
with  having  no  policy,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  had  laughed  and   sneered   and 
scoffed.    But  they  all  knew  what  was 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Deroy.    He  always  waited  to  see  which 
way  the  wheel  tnmed,  and  had  been 
1^7  described  as  "  the  High  Priest  of 


the  Jumping  Cat,"  whose  shrine  was  the 
only  one  at  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  ever  yet  been  known  to  worship. 
He  did  not  believe  that  this  system  of 
waiting  upon  opportunity  would  recom- 
mend itself  to  the  English  people.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  his  speech  that  even- 
ing had  taken  up  the  strong  ground 
that  Her  Majesty's  GK)vemment  would 
not  consent  to  remain  in  Office  unless  the 
powers  necessary  for  the  proper  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  were  conferred  upon 
them,  and  the  country  was  waiting  to 
hear  what  was  the  policy  of  those  who 
were  anxious  to  take  their  place.     The 
Irish  Party  in  that  House  were  strong ; 
but  no  Gx)vernment  could  exist  for  a  mo- 
ment which  was  prepared  to  purchase 
their  support.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
certainly  not  responsible  for  the  inter- 
pretations which  it  suited  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  put  upon  the  action  of 
the  Irish  voters  in  this  country  during  the 
recent  elections,  inasmuch  as  before  the 
Dissolution  of  the  late  Parliament  his 
speeches  had  shown  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  take  any  share  in  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  unless  the  necessary 
powers  were  conferred  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  enable  them  to  maintain  law 
and  order  in  that  country.    He  hoped 
that  both  Parties  in  that  House  in  deal- 
ing with  this  question  would  be  influ- 
enced by  considerations  of  right  and 
justice,   and  would  not    permit  them- 
selves to  be  swayed  by  any  hope  of  se- 
curing the  votes  of  the  Irish  Members. 
The  country,  however,  would  be  enabled 
to  judge  by  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made  that  night  from  both  Benches  on 
which  side  of  the  House  it  was  most 
likely  that  weakness  on  this  question 
would  be  shown.     He  trusted  and  be- 
lieved that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  pursue  the  line  of  policy  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland  which  they  had  laid 
down,  and  would  so  deserve  and  receive 
the  support  of  Parliament  and  of  the 
country. 

Mb.  ALBERT  GREY  remarked  that 
he  had  been  much  dieappointed  at  the 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  They  had  met  at  the 
opening  of  a  new  Parliament  to  confront 
a  great  national  crisis,  and  they  had  to 
take  into  consideration  two  great  facts, 
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tlie  first  being  that  in  three-fourths  of 
Ireland  the  goyernment  of  the  League 
was  supreme  and  the  Queen's  writ  did 
not  run ;  and  the  second  being  that  an 
overwhelming  proportion  of  the  Irish 
Representatives  had  openly  declared 
that  they  were  resolved  not  to  relax 
their  efforts  until  they  had  secured  the 
legislative  independence  of  their  coun- 
try. What  were  the  steps  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  face  of  a 
crisis  such  as  that?  They  had  intro- 
duced into  the  Queen's  Speech  an  am- 
biguous sen  tence^  and  they  seemed  to  have 
no  other  recourse  than  to  send  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  Ireland 
to  see  the  state  of  the  country  for  him- 
self, and  to  make  a  Report  to  them.  This 
was  an  exceedingly  feeble  line  of  action 
for  the  Government  to  take.  The  very 
moment  they  wanted  the  Report  they 
sent  the  Reporter ;  and  what  an  insult 
it  was  to  their  own  officers  in  Ireland ! 
What  were  Lord  Ashbourne  and  Mr. 
Plunket  doing?  Could  not  the  Govern- 
ment trust  their  Reports?  Were  they 
determined  to  rule  Ireland  entirely 
through  English  eyes  that  they  must 
send  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  report? 
Was  it  not  a  condemnation  on  them- 
selves that  they  should  be  obliged  to 
wait  until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  prepared  his  Report  before  they 
could  decide  what  steps  they  would  take 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  law  in  the 
disturbed  parts  of  Ireland  ?  As  to 
Home  Rule,  he  was  glad  that  the 
Queen's  Speech  rang  with  no  uncertain 
note^namely,  an  unalterable  and  de- 
termined resolve  to  maintain  the  Legis- 
lative Union.  On  this  point  he  could 
find  no  fault  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  objected  to  the  speech 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  because 
it  contained  no  distinct  announcement  of 
a  determination  on  his  part  that  he  also 
was  resolved  to  uphold  the  Legislative 
Union.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  would  not  have  his  hand 
forced.  The  crisis  was  so  great  that  the 
hand  of  every  Member  of  that  House 
ought  to  be  forced,  so  that  the  country 
should  know  who  was  or  who  was  not 
in  favour  of  Home  Rule.  Having  lis- 
tened attentively  to  his  speech,  he  was 
afraid  that  if  the  closed  hand  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  were  to  be  forced,  there 
would  be  fonnd  in  it  a  Parliament  on 
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College  Green.  He  was  surprised  that 
so  old  a  Parliamentary  hand  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  while  inviting  the  Irish 
Members  to  give  full  expression  to  their 
views,  should  have  sought,  by  his  ad- 
vice, to  put  a  muzzle  upon  the  mouths 
of  the  Liberal  Party  upon  this  question. 
Why  should  the  Representatives  from 
Ireland  be  invited  to  speak,  and  the 
Representatives  from  Great  Britain  be 
urged  to  keep  silent  ?  He  trusted  that 
they  would  hear  from  the  other  Leaders 
of  the  Liberal  Party  a  clear  and  dis- 
tinct statement  of  their  views  upon 
this  question.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
would  get  up  and  announce  their  deter- 
mination to  uphold,  by  every  means  in 
their  power,  the  Legislative  Union.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  expressed  a  hope  that  in 
their  debates  they  would  not  allow  any 
hot  or  angry  feelings  to  disturb  the 
calm  consideration  of  the  great  questions 
at  issue.  He  earnestly  hoped  that  such 
would  be  the  case.  But  what  did  the 
country  expect  at  this  crisis?  It  ex- 
pected the  absence  of  Party  recrimina- 
tion ;  that  there  should  be  an  indiffer- 
ence on  the  part  of  Members  as  to  what 
set  of  men  might  enjoy  the  sweets  of 
Office;  and  that  they  should! approach 
this  great  crisis  with  an  absolute  and 
unalterable  determination  to  uphold  the 
Legislative  Union,  and  to  restore  Ireland 
to  the  authority  of  the  Queen. 

Mb.  JOHNS  said,  he  rose  with  a  great 
deal  of  diffidence  to  dissent  entirely  from 
the  doctrine  which  had  just  been  enun- 
ciated by  the  last  speaker.  He  was  one 
of  those  who  thought  that  it  was  not  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  open 
his  hand  or  to  raise  his  voice;  but  it 
was  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on 
the  opposite  Benches  to  say  what  was  to 
be  done  for  Ireland.  It  was  no  part  of 
the  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  say  what 
course  ought  to  be  pursued.  As  a  yoimg 
Member  of  the  House  he  (Mr.  Johns) 
had  listened  with  a  good  deal  of  respect 
to  much  which  had  fallen  from  hon. 
Members  in  the  course  of  the  debate; 
but  he  must  certainly  confess  that  be 
had  been  somewhat  astonished  at  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  by  th« 
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tlie  first  being  that  in  three-fourths  of 
Ireland  the  government  of  the  League 
was  supreme  and  the  Queen's  writ  did 
not  run ;  and  the  second  being  that  an 
overwhelming  proportion  of  the  Irish 
Eepresentatives  had  openly  declared 
that  they  were  resolved  not  to  relax 
their  efforts  until  they  had  secured  the 
legislative  independence  of  their  coun- 
try. What  were  the  steps  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  face  of  a 
crisis  such  as  that?  They  had  intro- 
duced into  the  Queen's  Speech  an  am- 
biguous sentence,  and  they  seemed  to  have 
no  other  recourse  than  to  send  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  Ireland 
to  see  the  state  of  the  country  for  him- 
self, and  to  make  a  Report  to  them.  This 
was  an  exceedingly  feeble  line  of  action 
for  the  Government  to  take.  The  very 
moment  they  wanted  the  Heport  they 
sent  the  Eeporter ;  and  what  an  insult 
it  was  to  their  own  officers  in  Ireland  ! 
What  were  Lord  Ashbourne  and  Mr. 
Plunket  doing?  Could  not  the  Govern- 
ment trust  their  Heports?  Were  they 
determined  to  rule  Ireland  entirely 
through  English  eyes  that  they  must 
send  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  report? 
Was  it  not  a  condemnation  on  them- 
selves that  they  should  be  obliged  to 
wait  until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  prepared  his  Heport  before  they 
could  decide  what  steps  they  would  take 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  law  in  the 
disturbed  parts  of  Ireland  ?  As  to 
Home  Kule,  he  was  glad  that  the 
Queen's  Speech  rang  with  no  imoertain 
note^namely,  an  unalterable  and  de- 
termined resolve  to  maintain  the  Legis- 
lative Union.  On  this  point  he  could 
find  no  fault  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  objected  to  the  speech 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  because 
it  contained  no  distinct  announcement  of 
a  determination  on  his  part  that  he  also 
was  resolved  to  uphold  the  Legislative 
Union.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  would  not  have  his  hand 
forced.  The  crisis  was  so  great  that  the 
hand  of  every  Member  of  that  House 
ought  to  be  forced,  so  that  the  country 
should  know  who  was  or  who  was  not 
in  favour  of  Home  Eule.  Having  lis- 
tened attentively  to  his  speech,  he  was 
afraid  that  if  the  closed  hand  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  were  to  be  forced,  there 
would  be  found  in  it  a  Parliament  on 
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College  Green.  He  was  surprised  that 
so  old  a  Parliamentary  hand  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  while  inviting  the  Irish 
Members  to  give  full  expression  to  their 
views,  should  have  sought,  by  his  ad- 
vice, to  put  a  muzzle  upon  the  mouths 
of  the  Liberal  Party  upon  this  question. 
Why  should  the  Representatives  from 
Ireland  be  invited  to  speak,  and  the 
Representatives  from  Great  Britain  be 
urged  to  keep  silent  ?  He  trusted  that 
they  would  hear  from  the  other  Leaders 
of  the  Liberal  Party  a  clear  and  dis- 
tinct statement  of  their  views  upon 
this  question.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
would  get  up  and  announce  their  deter- 
mination to  uphold,  by  every  means  in 
their  power,  the  Legislative  Union.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  expressed  a  hope  that  in 
their  debates  they  would  not  allow  any 
hot  or  angry  feelings  to  disturb  the 
calm  consideration  of  the  great  questions 
at  issue.  He  earnestly  hoped  that  such 
would  be  the  case.  But  what  did  the 
country  expect  at  this  crisis?  It  ex- 
pected the  absence  of  Party  recrimina- 
tion ;  that  there  should  be  an  indiffer- 
ence on  the  part  of  Members  as  to  what 
set  of  men  might  enjoy  the  sweets  of 
Office;  and  that  they  should! approach 
this  great  crisis  with  an  absolute  and 
unalterable  determination  to  uphold  the 
Legislative  Union,  and  to  restore  Ireland 
to  the  authority  of  the  Queen. 

Mb.  JOHNS  said,  he  rose  with  a  great 
deal  of  diffidence  to  dissent  entirely  from 
the  doctrine  which  had  just  been  enun- 
ciated by  the  last  speaker.  He  was  one 
of  those  who  thought  that  it  was  not  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  open 
his  hand  or  to  raise  his  voice;  but  it 
was  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on 
the  opposite  Benches  to  say  what  was  to 
be  done  for  Ireland.  It  was  no  part  of 
the  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  say  what 
course  ought  to  be  pursued.  As  a  young 
Member  of  the  House  he  (Mr.  Johns) 
had  listened  with  a  good  deal  of  respect 
to  much  which  had  fallen  from  hon. 
Members  in  the  course  of  the  debate; 
but  he  must  certainly  confess  that  he 
had  been  somewhat  astonished  at  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  by  the 


145 


Majesty^  B  Moat 


{Januaky  21,  1886}  OraoiouB  Speech.  146 


hon.  Member  for  the  Guildford  Division 
of  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodriok).  If  they  were 
to  take  Uie  language  of  the  hon.  Member 
as  the  standard  upon  which  they  were 
to  proseoute  their  debates  in  that  House, 
he  was  afraid  that  their  deliberations 
would  deteriorate  rery  materially  from 
those  which  had  taken  place  in  previous 
years.  He  certainly  did  not  understand, 
politically,  what  "a  jumping  cat  '* 
meant.  Possibly  the  hon.  Member  did  ; 
but,  if  so,  he  ought  to  have  acquainted 
the  House  with  what  his  exact  meaning 
was.  He  (Mr.  Johns)  thought  that  all 
that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Quildford  Division  was  a  con- 
demnation of  the  Queen's  Speech.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  were  intended  to 
be  delivered  in  support  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers;  but  most  assuredly 
they  were  as  strong  a  condemnation  of 
the  Queen's  Speech  as  could  have  been 
uttered,  although  the  hon.  Gentleman 
dealt  only  with  the  paragraphs  which 
related  to  Irish  matters.  Allusion  had 
been  made  to  the  political  utterances  of 
Tiscount  Oole  in  Ireland.  If  his  (Mr. 
Johns')  memory  served  him,  Lord  Cole 
Lad  never  been  looked  upon  as  a  very 
discreet  man,  and  could  scarcely  be  re- 
garded as  a  shining  political  light.  A 
good  deal  had  been  said  as  to  "Boy- 
cotting." He  happened  to  hail  from 
an  ag^oultural  constituency,  and  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that  in  the  centre  of 
England  a  good  deal  of  "Boycotting" 
was  going  on  at  present.  He  re- 
gretted to  add  that  the  whole  of  it  ema- 
nated from  the  Party  who  sided  with 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  Tories 
were  in  full  swing  in  North  War- 
wickshire, "Boycotting"  all  who  had 
supported  him.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  communicate 
with  their  friends  and  supporters  in  that 
dibtrict  and  intimate  to  them  that  "Boy- 
cotting "  was  as  undesirable  a  process  in 
England  as  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  terminated  as  speedily  as  possible. 
If  exceptional  legislation  had  to  be 
adopted  in  reference  to  Ireland  upon 
this  particular  question  of  "Boycott- 
ing," he,  for  one,  asked  that  it  should 
be  extended  to  the  whole  of  the  United 
Slingdom  as  well  as  to  Ireland.  He  did 
not  believe  in  exceptional  legislation  for 
Ireland  so  long  as  "  Boycotting  "  was 
allowed  to  remain  a  marked  feature  in 
the  Midland  Counties  of  England.    He 


thanked  the  House  for  having  permitted 
him  to  offer  these  brief  observations. 

Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  is  one  subject  in  respect 
to  which  I  can  contribute  something  to- 
wards this  debate.  It  is  a  subject  which 
has  received  some  prominence  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  has  been  repeat- 
edly mentioned  by  hon.  Members  this 
evening.  It  is  the  annexation  of  Bur- 
mah.  I  have  listened  with  the  utmost 
respect  to  all  that  fell  this  evening  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone).  I 
shall  not  presume  to  follow  him  into  the 
abstract  principles  which  he  adduced, 
nor  attempt  to  argue  as  to  how  far  a 
civil  wrong  may  constitute  a  casus  belli, 
nor  whether  the  desire  of  mercantile  ex- 
pansion would  justify  a  certain  degree  of 
aggressiveness.  I  shall  rather  try  to 
apply  specifically  those  principles  to  prac- 
tical politics,  and  to  present  the  actual 
case  as  it  occurred  for  the  judgment  of 
this  House.  I  was  Lord  Canning's 
Special  Commissioner,  in  1860,  for  the 
formation  and  constitution  of  the  Pro- 
vince now  known  as  British  Burmah, 
and  for  that  purpose  I  travelled  over  the 
country.  I  have  subsequently  governed 
Beugal  Provinces  adjacent  to  Burmah. 
Therefore,  I  have  personal  knowledge 
of  the  subject  upon  which  I  am  about 
to  address  the  House  briefly.  Looking 
over  the  25  years — a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury has  elapsed  since  the  establishment 
of  British  Burmah  in  1860— and  con- 
sidering all  that  has  happened  in  that 
space,  I  know — as  all  India  knows,  as 
everyone  experienced  in  the  East  knows 
also — that  the  recent  annexation  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Ava,  or  Burmese  Proper,  to 
the  British  Dominions  was  just,  timely, 
and  expedient.  The  Burmese  King  of 
Ava  was  bound  to  us  by  peculiar  bonds 
of  political  obligation.  His  relations 
with  us  were  of  an  intimate  character, 
unlike  any  relations  which  he  had, 
or  possibly  could  have,  with  any  other 
Power.  He  was  not  exactly  under 
our  protectorate ;  but  he  was,  since  the 
several  wars  which  his  Predecessors  had 
with  us,  peculiarly  situated  both  as  re- 
gards the  alliance  he  could  give  us,  or 
the  support  which  we  could  afford  to 
him.  In  that  special  situation  he,  and 
some  of  his  Predecessors  too,  pursued  a 
course  of  consistent  hostility;  at  first, 
petty  hostility  indeed,  but,  by  degrees, 
assuming  graver  and  graver  proportions, 
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till  it  was  al)oat  to  burst  out  into  a 
flame,  when  the  British  Government  was 
obliged  to  extinguieh  it  forcibly.  The 
Resident  at  his  Court,  the  accredited 
Agent  of  the  British  Government,  was 
so  slighted  that  he  had  to  be  withdrawn. 
British  subjects  were  maltreated;  Bri- 
tish steamers  were  detained  by  violence 
in  Burmese  rivers;  Hill  tribes  under 
British  control  were  claimed  as  Burmese 
subjects;  brigandage  was  suffered  to 
break  out  in  troublesome  vicinity  to 
British  territory.  Shocking  massacres  of 
portions  of  the  King's  own  family  were 

Eerpetrated  by  his  own  orders.     The 
umane  world  began  to  say  that  these 
horrors  were  preventible,   and  to   ask 
how  long  England  would  stand  by  and 
see  such  atrocities  committed  without 
any  attempt  at  prevention  ?    Even  these 
events,  taken  by  themselves,  might  not 
have  necessitated  armed  intervention; 
but  they  were  accompanied  by  a  long 
series  of  intrigues  with  Foreign  Powers 
in  Europe,    conducted  under  cover  of 
Commercial  Conventions.    As  loyal  and 
patriotic  Englishmen,  we  may  hesitate  to 
allude  to  these  transactions  with  much 
of  particularity ;  and  there  is  always  a 
need  for  caution  and  reserve  in  touching 
on  relations  of  some  delicacy  with  Foreign 
Powers.  But  we  are  informed  that  a  Blue 
Book  containing  a  mass  of  official  Cor- 
respondence relating  to  Burmah  will  be 
shortly  presented  to  this  House.     How 
far  those  Papers  will  explain  or  illus- 
trate these  transactions  we  cannot  yet 
say,  till  we  shall  have  studied  the  Blue 
Book.     But  there  is  sure  to  be  shown 
quite  enough  to  indicate  to  those  who 
can  read  between  the  lines  that,  for 
several  years,  the  Burmese  Sovereign, 
or  the  Court  of  Ava,  had  been  endea- 
vouring to  set  up  indirectly  some  foreign 
European  Ally  within  Burmah  Proper 
which  could  be  used  as  a  fulcrum  against 
the  long-established  British  influence  in 
that  Kingdom,  or  the  Upper  Valley  of 
the  Irawaddy,  and  as  a  lever  ultimately 
for  expelling  the  British  from  British 
Burmah,  or  the  Lower  Valley  of  the 
Irawaddy.    Perhaps  these  sinister  en- 
deavours may  have,  in  some  degree,  been 
thwarted  by  the  action — loyal  to  us — of 
the  European  Powers  thus  appealed  to. 
Partly,  also,  English  diplomatic  pressure 
in  Europe  may  have  been  of  some  avail. 
Still,  the   Burmese  King    persisted  in 
introducing  foreign  European  agency  on 
a  large  scale  into  his  DominionSi  evi- 
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dently  with  the  view  of  enlisting  the 
European  Governments,  of  which  those 
Agents  were  the  subjects,  on  the  Bur- 
mese side  as  against  the  British.    These 
measures  were  fast  maturing  into  accom- 
plished facts  had  it  not  been  for  the 
prompt    intervention   by  force  of    the 
British  Government.     During  last  au- 
tumn the  matter  had  become  so  urgent 
that  there  was  hardly  a  day  to  be  lost.  In 
Burmah,  too — as  we  have  but  too  often 
found  elsewhere — ^the  season  for  military 
operations  is  very  short.    This  much,  1 
am  confident,  will  be  perceived  by  this 
House  as  soon  as  the  Blue  Book  shall  be 
read.    As  a  climax,  there  was  the  affair 
of  the  Bombay  ai&d  Burmah  Trading 
Company.    No  doubt,  that  was  a  grave 
civil  wrong.    Though  it  was  no  ordinaiy 
case,  though  its  magnitude  was  wide,  ex- 
tending over  a  large  area  of  country, 
affecting  the  staple  of  Burmese  produc- 
tion-^teak  timber — though  it  was  closely 
connected  with  the  Burmese  Sovereign 
himself,  still  it  alone  might  not  have 
rendered  necessary  a  recourse  to  arms. 
It  was  the  connection  which  this  case 
had  with    our  political    relations  that 
brought  about  the  necessity.of  war.   The 
case,  indeed,  was  as  a  link  in  a  long- 
drawn  chain  of  injury  and  insult  to  the 
British  nation,  or  as  a  spark  igniting  a 
mass  that  had  been  rendered  combustible 
by  provocation.       Military  operations, 
then,  were  the  only  means  of  settling 
affairs  which,  remaining  unsettled,  would 
have  involved  us  in  inextricable  com- 
plications with  Foreign  Powers.     Sir, 
besides  the  justice  and  reasonableness  of 
our  action  there  is  the  expediency.  Such 
expediency  relates  to  the  interests  of  the 
Burmese  population.     That  portion  of 
this  population  which  inhabits  British 
Burmah,   or  the  Lower  Irawaddy,   is 
benefited  by  the  freedom  and  security 
of  the  trade  with  the  Upper  Irawaddy, 
on  which  national  interests  depend,  and 
which  was  constantly  interrupted    by 
anarchy  at  Ava.     That  portion  which 
inhabits  the  Upper  Irawaddy,  or  Bur- 
mah Proper,  is  benefited  by  the  substi- 
tution of  British  administration  for  the 
cruel  and  inefficient  rule  of  the  Burmese 
King.     The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Manchester  (Mr.  Houldsworth), 
who  this  evening  seconded  the  Address 
in  reply  to  the  Queen's  Speech,  showed, 
by  statistics,  the  amazing  improvement 
wrought  in  British  Burmah  within  the 
last  20  years.    By  that  summary  this 
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House  can  measuro  the  progress  which 
will  take  place  in  Burmah  Proper, 
recently  annexed.  Under  Providence, 
the  annexation  will  be  fraught  with 
blessing  to  a  Burmese  population 
already  considerable,  and  capable, 
under  our  just  rule,  of  multiplying, 
to  replenish  a  fertile  area  now  half- 
waste  through  misrule.  These  advan- 
tages will  be  secured  to  them  at  a  slight 
sacrifice  to  us.  A  comparatively  small 
force  will  suffice  for  garrisoning  the 
country.  Such  a  force  would  cause  no 
perceptible  drain  on  the  military  re- 
sources of  India.  We  shall,  indeed, 
have  one  more  wild  and  mountainous 
frontier  in  our  Eastern  Empire.  But 
who  that  has  witnessed  the  triumphs  of 
British  management  on  the  Trans-Indus 
Borders,  in  the  Himalayan  States,  in 
Assam,  on  the  Lushai  Hills,  can  doubt 
that  we  shall  easily  settle  the  new  border 
between  Burmah  and  China?  That 
which  has  been  so  well  done  in  the 
upper  regions  of  the  Indus,  the  Ganges, 
and  the  Brahmaputra,  we  may  now  do 
in  the  upper  regions  of  the  Irawaddy. 
This  frontier,  too,  will  touch  China, 
becoming  the  first  point  of  contact 
between  the  British  -  Indian  Empire 
and  China  Proper.  With  the  capacity 
and  potentiality  of  China,  who  shall 
venture  to  estimate  the  vastness  of  the 
commercial  result  that  may  arise  here- 
after from  such  a  contact  ?  There  will 
also  be  Chinese  immigration  into  Upper 
Burmah ;  and  we  know  what  that  will 
be  from  our  experience  of  what  that 
immigration  has  oeen,  and  is,  in  Lower 
Burmah.  The  emigration  of  the  Chinese 
from  China  towards  the  United  States 
has  been  checked — that  towards  Aus- 
tralia is  likely  to  be  checked  also.  It 
will  now  have  an  unchecked  flow  into 
Burmah ;  and  there  it  will  have  free 
play  for  development.  All  this  will 
happen  as  among  the  consequences 
of  a  just  and  necessary  war,  rapidly, 
easily,  and  cheaply  conducted.  While 
entirely  deprecating  aggressiveness  for 
the  sake  of  any  advantage,  however 
precious,  yet  if  the  justice  and  necessity 
be  indisputable,  as  they  are  in  this 
case,  I  am  not  ashamed  to  express  my 
joy  at  finding  that  in  these  days  of 
profitless  trade  something  considerable 
has  occurred  in  Burmah  that  may  help 
to  lift  our  commerce  out  of  the  slough 
of  depression.  Sir,  before  I  sit  down 
I  will  allude  to  one  more  passage  in  the 


Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne.  I 
rejoice  to  see  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  proposes  an  inquiry 
by  this  House  as  to  the  results  of  the 
Indian  administration  since  the  Crown 
assumed  the  government  of  India,  nearly 
30  years  ago.  This  inquiry  implies  no 
disparagement  whatever  to  the  noble 
progress  which  has  been  attained  in 
India  during  that  time.  But  it  does 
imply  that  we  may  still  direct  this  pro- 
gress into  higher  walks  of  social  or  poli- 
tical advancement,  and  towards  move- 
ments of  a  character  affecting  the  self- 
education  of  the  Indian  people  in  the 
best  and  loftiest  sense.  It  is  true,  on 
the  one  hand,  that,  as  responsible  for 
the  defence  of  the  country,  we  must 
keep  in  our  own  hands  the  supreme 
direction  of  afiairs.  In  that  we  can 
admit  of  no  participation;  and,  there- 
fore, we  must  have  Europeans  in  those 
posts  which  demand  British-born  capa- 
city. But  short  of  this,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  should  try  to  promote  Natives 
more  and  more  in  the  Public  Service, 
always  without  prejudice  to  the  rights 
of  the  European  officers  actually  in  that 
Service.  We  should  improve  the  salary, 
furlough,  and  pension  rules  for  Native 
officials.  We  should  raise  th  e  Natives  of 
India  more  and  more  to  positions  in  which 
they  will  feel  responsible  for  evincing 
energy,  self-reliance,  and  promptitude. 
This  is,  indeed,  that  practical  education 
which  lasts  through  life.  But,  further, 
we  should  impart  national  education  to 
them  as  forming  a  nation.  Such  educa- 
tion consists  in  teaching  them  the  art  of 
self-government  in  local  afiairs,  in  in- 
duciog  them  to  take  a  lively  interest  in 
the  management  of  their  Provincial  con- 
cerns, in  causing  them  to  perform  those 
many  honorary  duties  which  are  per- 
formed by  municipal  magnates  in  our 
British  towns  at  home,  and  by  the 
country  gentlemen  in  our  counties— in 
cautiously  introducing  among  them  the 
municipal  franchise  primarily,  and  after- 
wards that  elective  or  electoral  system 
which  is  the  life  of  our  body  politic. 
In  guiding  aright  the  legitimate  aspira- 
tions which  they  now  have,  and  in  in- 
spiring them  with  an  ambition  yet  nobler 
than  any  which  they  now  possess,  we 
shall  imbue  them  with  a  real  loyalty, 
of  which  we  had  an  earnest  the  other 
day,  when  hostilities  with  Eussia  were 
threatened;  and  we  shall  render  them, 
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as  a  mighty  mass,  a  source  of  strength 
to  the  British  Empire  at  large. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  I  do  not  intend  to 
add  to  the  heat  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Guildford  Division  of  Surrey 
(Mr.  Brodriok)  imported  into  the  debate 
a  short  while  ago.  In  dealing  with  his 
speech  I  will  only  say  that  I  do  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  was  either 
fair  or  accurate  in  the  references  he 
made  to  some  of  my  Friends  and  also  to 
myself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  cer- 
tainly not  fair  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Eastern  Division  of  Galway  (Mr. 
Harris)  when,  in  reading  from  a  speech 
alleged  to  have  been  made  by  him  a 
great  many  years  ago,  in  support  of  the 
accusations  brought  so  freely  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Guildford  Division  of 
Surrey  in  his  speech  to-night,  that  hon. 
Member  omitted  to  tell  the  House  a  fact 
which,  I  think,  must  have  been  within 
his  cognizance — namely,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Galway  apologized  for, 
and  withdrew,  every  word  of  the  speech 
complained  of,  on  the  first  opportunity 
he  could  find,  afterwards.  I  think  it  was 
not  fair  to  my  hon.  Friend  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  this  old  speech 
should  have  been  brought  up  in  judg- 
ment against  him  and  against  the  Irish 
Members  to-night  without  the  additional 
information  being  aflfbrded  by  the  hon. 
Member  which,  I  submit,  it  was  both  in 
the  hon.  Member's  power  to  afford,  and 
which  it  was  equally  his  duty,  under  the 
circumstances,  in  dealing  with  the  grave 
situation  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  to  have 
vouchsafed  to  the  House.  Neither  was 
the  hon.  Member  correct  in  his  reference 
to  me.  He  was  both  inaccurate  and 
vague.  He  tells  us  that  it  was  stated 
in  the  English  newspapers  that  I  was 
reported  in  an  American  newspaper  to 
have  made  a  speech  in  America  in  1882. 
The  hon.  Member  will  forgive  me  for 
reminding  him  that  I  was  not  in  America 
in  1882.  [Mr.  Brodrick:  In  1881.] 
Nor  in  1881.  I  was  in  America  neither 
in  1881  nor  in  1882,  for  I  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  be  in  a  rather  different  place, 
and  I  certainly  was  not  in  a  position  to 
make  the  speech  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  complains.  I  will  only  say,  in 
leaving  the  hon.  Member,  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  goes  back  to  rake  up 
speeches  which  he  alleges  to  have  been 
reported  in  certain  newspapers  he 
might,  perhaps,  occupy  a  little  of  his 
time  in  making  perfectly  certain  as  to 
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his  facts  and  as  to  his  dates.    I  prefer, 
Sir,  rather  to  imitate  the  spirit  displayed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in 
dealing  with  this  question ;  and  I  desire 
to  acknowledge  to  the  fullest  extent  that 
that    right    hon.   Gentleman    has   ap- 
proached   the    question  to-night  in  a 
manner  worthy  of  the  traditions  which 
attach  to  his  name  and  to  the  g^reat 
power  he  possesses.   The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  invited  me,  at  some  future 
time,  to  state  the  demands  which  are 
made  by  more  than  five*  sixths  of  the 
Eepresentatives  of  Ireland  in  regard  to 
the  government  of  their  country,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  such  an  opportunity 
would  be  found  at  the  proper  moment. 
For  the  present,  I  can  only  say  I  have 
little  doubt  that  if  the  House  at  large, 
or  even  a  majority,  approach  the  ques- 
tion of  the  government  of  Ireland,  or 
the  alterations  to  be  made  in  it,  in  the 
same  spirit  and  with  the  same  largeness 
of  views  as  have  characterized  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  such  a  solution 
would    be    found    as    would    enable 
Ireland  to  be  entrusted  with  the  right 
of  self-government,   and  secure   those 
guarantees,  regarding  the  integrity  of 
the    Empire,    the    supremacy    of    the 
Crown,    and    the    protection     of    the 
minority — of  what  is  called  the  loyal 
minority — in  Ireland  which  have  been 
required  by  the  Leaders  of  both  the 
political  Parties  in  the  House.    I  have 
always  believed  that  if  we  could  come 
to  a  discussion — ^if  we  could  agree  upon 
the  principle  that  the  Irish  people  are 
entitled  to  some  self-government,  that 
Parliament  has  to  a  very  large  extent 
failed  to  impose  conditions  for  govern- 
ing Ireland  during  the  85  years  that 
have  elapsed    since    the    Union  —  we 
should  not  find  the  details  so  very  for- 
midable, or  such  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  securing  the  Empire  against  the 
chances  of  separation,  which  seem  to 
oppress  the  public  mind  in  England  at 
the  present  moment.    My  own  candid 
opinion  is  this — that  so  far  from  increas* 
ing  the  chances  of  separation  the  con* 
cession  of  autonomy  to  Ireland  would 
undoubtedly  very  largely  diminish  them. 
I  believe  that  the  feeling  in  this  country 
upon  the  matter — a  feeling  which  I  be- 
lieve to  be  a  genuine  one  and  really  to 
eiust — the  feeling  that  the  entrusting  of 
Ireland  with  sel^goyemment  might 
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BTilt  in  danger  to  tlie  Empire,  simply 
arises  from  the  want  of  knowledge, 
which  must  befall  Englishmen,  with 
reference  to  any  Irish  question  ;  and 
from  the  very  industrious  attempts  which 
haye  been  set  on  foot  by  some  gentle- 
men, who  assume  to  represent  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  with  the  view  of  throw- 
ing the  public  opinion  of  this  country 
on  the  wrong  scent,  and  diverting  atten- 
tion from  the  real  issue  to  a  question 
about  danger  to  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire,  with  reference  to  which  I  be- 
lieve there  is  really  no  apprehension  at 
all.  Indeed,  the  very  persons  who  are 
loudest  in  their  talk  about  the  risk  run 
by  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland,  and 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire,  secretly  and 
in  their  own  hearts  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  statement  has  no  foundation. 
No,  Mr.  Speaker ;  this  question  is  really 
a  question  of  the  amount  of  rent  which 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  shall  receive; 
and  when  hon.  Members,  representing 
the  landowners  of  the  country,  talk  about 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire  they  are 
thinking  rather  about  the  integrity  of 
their  breeches  pockets.  The  Land  Ques- 
tion is,  undoubtedly,  a  very  difficult 
question,  and  to  my  mind  presents  the 
real  point  of  difficulty  in  arriving  at  a 
solution  of  the  question  of  Irish  auto- 
nomy ;  and  the  House  will  find  that  if 
that  question  be  once  settled  on  a  basis 
satisfactory  to  the  Irish  landlords  and 
tenants,  if  such  a  basis  could  be  arrived 
at,  you  would  hear  nothing  more  from 
Irish  Bepresentatives  on  the  opposite 
Benohes  about  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire  and  the  risk  of  separation.  We 
have  been  spoken  to  to* night  about  the 
necessity  of  protecting  the  loyal  mi* 
nority.  Now,  I  myself  was  born  a  Pro- 
testant ;  I  have  always  lived  a  Protestant, 
and  I  hope  to  die  a  Protestant ;  and  if  in 
the  future,  after  the  concession  of  the 
Irish  claims,  any  danger  were  to  arise 
to  my  Protestant  fellow-countrymen,  I 
would  be  the  first  to'stand  up  for  liberty  of 
speech,  liberty  of  conscience,  and  liberty 
to  live  and  thrive  for  every  section  of 
the  community,  whether  they  be  Pro- 
testants or  whether  they  be  Catholics ; 
and  perhaps  I  might  1be  a  more  efiectual 
aid,  in  times  of  real  danger,  than  some  of 
those  hon.  GFentlemen  who  talk  so  loudly 
and  who  boast  so  much.  But  I  have  no 
such  apprehension.  I  am  convinced  that 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  would  not  at- 
tempt to  oppress  their  fellow-country- 


men. They  would  desire,  and  it  would 
be  their  object,  in  view  of  the  history  of 
the  past,  to  give  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land more  &an  fair  play ;  they  would 
endeavour  to  bring  them  to  the  front, 
and  give  them  the  fullest  share  in  the 
government  of  Ireland.  Look  at  the 
considerable  proportion  of  Protestants 
which  the  Irish  national  constituencies 
have  willingly  and  freely  returned.  If 
they  have  not  returned  more  Protestants 
it  is  not  on  account  of  any  prejudice 
against  their  creed,  but  because  it  has 
been  difficult  to  find  more  from  that 
class  with  the  necessary  leisure  and  with 
a  desire  sufficient  to  induce  them  to 
come  to  Westminster  in  order  to  repre- 
sent Irish  constituencies.  No,  Sir;  I 
have  no  belief  at  all  in  the  talk  either  of 
the  danger  of  separation  or  the  danger 
to  the  Protestant  minority.  The  alle- 
gation is  brought  forward  for  interested 
motives  by  the  landlord  class  in  Ireland 
in  order  that  they  may,  for  a  few  years 
longer,  retain  the  power  of  exacting 
from  their  tenants  exorbitant  rents 
which  the  soil  has  not  produced.  If 
there  was  no  Land  Question  in  Ireland 
there  would  be  no  opposition  from  any 
influential  or  considerable  section  in  the 
country  to  the  concession  of  a  full  mea- 
sure of  autonomy  for  Ireland.  But  in 
any  case  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  are 
perfectly  willing  that  any  guarantees 
that  the  ingenuity  of  man  can  frame  for 
the  protection  of  the  minority  shall  be 
framed  and  shall  be  put  in  force ;  and  it 
would  be  found  that  the  Catholics  would 
treat  much  more  justly  and  much  more 
generously  the  1,000,000  Protestants  of 
Ireland  in  regard  to  their  future  repre- 
sentation in  the  Irish  Parliament  than  the 
Protestants  of  England  and  Scotland 
have  treated  the  2,000,000  of  Catholics 
in  regard  to  their  just  representation  in 
this  Imperial  Parliament.  Allusion,  Sir, 
has  been  made  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
and  also  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — ^I  ad- 
mit a  most  moderate  allusion  has  been 
made  by  him — to  the  difficulties  in  con- 
nection with  what  is  called  *  *  Boycotting, " 
and  also  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
obtaining  of  rents.  The  right  hon.  G-en- 
tleman  certainly  did  not  appear  to  me, 
speaking  from  his  point  of  view,  to 
attempt  to  magnify  these  difficulties. 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman  admitted  that 
convictions  had  been  obtained  in  almost 
every  instance  tuider  the  ordinary  law, 
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as  a  mighty  mass,  a  source  of  strength 
to  the  British  Empire  at  large. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  I  do  not  intend  to 
add  to  the  heat  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Guildford  Division  of  Surrey 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  imported  into  the  debate 
a  short  while  ago.  In  dealing  with  his 
speech  I  will  only  say  that  I  do  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  was  either 
fair  or  accurate  in  the  references  he 
made  to  some  of  my  Friends  and  also  to 
myself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  cer- 
tainly not  fair  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Eastern  Division  of  Galway  (Mr. 
Harris)  when,  in  reading  from  a  speech 
alleged  to  have  been  made  by  him  a 
great  many  years  ago,  in  support  of  the 
accusations  brought  so  freely  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Guildford  Division  of 
Surrey  in  his  speech  to-night,  that  hon. 
Member  omitted  to  tell  the  House  a  fact 
which,  I  think,  must  have  been  within 
his  cognizance — namely,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Gal  way  apologized  for, 
and  withdrew,  every  word  of  the  speech 
complained  of,  on  the  first  opportunity 
he  could  find,  afterwards.  I  think  it  was 
not  fair  to  my  hon.  Friend  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  this  old  speech 
should  have  been  brought  up  in  judg- 
ment against  him  and  against  the  Irish 
Members  to-night  without  the  additional 
information  being  afforded  by  the  hon. 
Member  which,  I  submit,  it  was  both  in 
the  hon.  Member's  power  to  afford,  and 
which  it  was  equally  his  duty,  under  the 
circumstances,  in  dealing  with  the  grave 
situation  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  to  have 
vouchsafed  to  the  House.  Neither  was 
the  hon.  Member  correct  in  his  reference 
to  me.  He  was  both  inaccurate  and 
vague.  He  tells  us  that  it  was  stated 
in  the  English  newspapers  that  I  was 
reported  in  an  American  newspaper  to 
have  made  a  speech  in  America  in  1882. 
The  hon.  Member  will  forgive  me  for 
reminding  him  that  I  was  not  in  America 
in  1882.  [Mr.  Brodrick:  In  1881.] 
Nor  in  1881.  I  was  in  America  neither 
in  1881  nor  in  1882,  for  I  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  be  in  a  rather  different  place, 
and  I  certainly  was  not  in  a  position  to 
make  the  speech  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  complains.  I  will  only  say,  in 
leaving  the  hon.  Member,  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  goes  back  to  rake  up 
speeches  which  he  alleges  to  have  been 
reported  in  certain  newspapers  he 
might,  perhaps,  occupy  a  little  of  his 
time  in  making  perfectly  certain  as  to 
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his  facts  and  as  to  his  dates.    I  prefer, 
Sir,  rather  to  imitate  the  spirit  displayed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in 
dealing  with  this  question ;  and  I  desire 
to  acknowledge  to  the  fullest  extent  that 
that    right    hon.   Gentleman    has   ap- 
proached   the    question  to>night  in   a 
manner  worthy  of  the  traditions  which 
attach  to  his  name  and  to  the  g^reat 
power  he  possesses.   The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  invited  me,  at  some  future 
time,  to  state  the  demands  which  are 
made  by  more  than  five- sixths  of  the 
Hepresentatives  of  Ireland  in  regard  to 
the  government  of  their  country,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  such  an  opportunity 
would  be  found  at  the  proper  moment. 
For  the  present,  I  can  only  say  I  have 
little  doubt  that  if  the  House  at  large, 
or  even  a  majority,  approach  the  ques- 
tion of  the  government  of  Ireland,  or 
the  alterations  to  be  made  in  it,  in  the 
same  spirit  and  with  the  same  largeness 
of  views  as  have  characterized  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  such  a  solution 
would    be    found    as    would     enable 
Ireland  to  be  entrusted  with  the  right 
of  self-government,   and  secure   those 
guarantees,  regarding  the  integrity  of 
the    Empire,    the    supremacy    of    the 
Crown,    and    the    protection     of    the 
minority — of  what  is  called  the  loyal 
minority — in  Ireland  which  have  been 
required  by  the  Leaders  of  both   the 
political  Parties  in  the  House.    I  have 
always  believed  that  if  we  could  come 
to  a  discussion — ^if  we  could  agree  upon 
the  principle  that  the  Irish  people  are 
entitled  to  some  self-government,  that 
Parliament  has  to  a  very  large  extent 
failed  to  impose  conditions  for  govern- 
ing Ireland  during  the  85  years  that 
have   elapsed    since    the    Union  —  we 
should  not  find  the  details  so  very  for- 
midable, or  such  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  securing  the  Empire  against  the 
chances  of  separation,  which  seem  to 
oppress  the  public  mind  in  England  at 
the  present  moment.    My  own  candid 
opinion  is  this — that  so  far  from  increas- 
ing the  chances  of  separation  the  con- 
cession of  autonomy  to  Ireland  would 
undoubtedly  Tory  largely  diminish  them. 
I  believe  that  the  feeling  in  this  oountrj 
upon  the  matter — a  feeling  which  I  be- 
lieve to  be  a  genuine  one  and  really  to 
exist — the  feeling  that  the  entrusting  of 
Ireland  with  self-goyemment  might 
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Bult  in  danger  to  the  Empire,  simply 
arises  from  the  want  of  knowledge, 
which  must  befall  Englishmen,  with 
reference  to  any  Irish  question  ;  and 
from  the  vety  industrious  attempts  which 
haye  been  set  on  foot  by  some  gentle- 
men, who  assume  to  represent  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  with  the  view  of  throw- 
ing the  public  opinion  of  this  country 
on  the  wrong  scent,  and  diverting  atten- 
tion from  the  real  issue  to  a  question 
about  danger  to  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire,  with  reference  to  which  I  be- 
lieve there  is  really  no  apprehension  at 
all.  Indeed,  the  very  persons  who  are 
loudest  in  their  talk  about  the  risk  run 
by  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland,  and 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire,  secretly  and 
in  their  own  hearts  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  statement  has  no  foundation. 
No,  Mr.  Speaker ;  this  question  is  really 
a  question  of  the  amount  of  rent  which 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  shall  receive; 
and  when  hon.  Members,  representing 
the  landowners  of  the  country,  talk  about 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire  they  are 
thinking  rather  about  the  integrity  of 
their  breeches  pockets.  The  Land  Ques- 
tion is,  undoubtedly,  a  very  difficult 
question,  and  to  my  mind  presents  the 
real  point  of  difficulty  in  arriving  at  a 
solution  of  the  question  of  Irish  auto- 
nomy ;  and  the  House  will  find  that  if 
that  question  be  once  settled  on  a  basis 
satisfactory  to  the  Irish  landlords  and 
tenants,  if  such  a  basis  could  be  arrived 
at,  you  would  hear  nothing  more  from 
Irish  Bepresentatives  on  the  opposite 
Benches  about  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire  and  the  risk  of  separation.  We 
have  been  spoken  to  to-night  about  the 
necessity  of  protecting  the  loyal  mi* 
nority.  Now,  I  myself  was  born  a  Pro- 
testant ;  I  have  always  lived  a  Protestant, 
and  I  hope  to  die  a  Protestant ;  and  if  in 
the  future,  after  the  concession  of  the 
Irish  claims,  any  danger  were  to  arise 
to  my  Protestant  fellow-countrymen,  I 
would  be  the  first  to'stand  up  for  liberty  of 
speech,  liberty  of  conscience,  and  liberty 
to  live  and  thrive  for  every  section  of 
the  oonmiunity,  whether  they  be  Pro- 
testants or  whether  they  be  Catholics ; 
and  perhaps  I  might  1be  a  more  effectual 
aid,  in  times  of  real  danger,  than  some  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  talk  so  loudly 
and  who  boast  so  much.  But  I  have  no 
Booh  apprehension.  I  am  convinced  that 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  would  not  at- 
tempt to  oppresa  their  fellow-country- 


men. They  would  desire,  and  it  would 
be  their  object,  in  view  of  the  history  of 
the  past,  to  give  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land more  &an  fair  play ;  they  would 
endeavour  to  bring  them  to  the  front, 
and  give  them  the  fullest  share  in  the 
government  of  Ireland.  Look  at  the 
considerable  proportion  of  Protestants 
which  the  Irish  national  constituencies 
have  willingly  and  freely  returned.  If 
they  have  not  returned  more  Protestants 
it  is  not  on  account  of  any  prejudice 
against  their  creed,  but  because  it  has 
been  difficult  to  find  more  from  that 
class  with  the  necessary  leisure  and  with 
a  desire  sufficient  to  induce  them  to 
come  to  Westminster  in  order  to  repre- 
sent Irish  constituencies.  No,  Sir;  I 
have  no  belief  at  all  in  the  talk  either  of 
the  danger  of  separation  or  the  danger 
to  the  Protestant  minority.  The  alle- 
gation is  brought  forward  for  interested 
motives  by  the  landlord  class  in  Ireland 
in  order  that  they  may,  for  a  few  years 
longer,  retain  the  power  of  exacting 
from  their  tenants  exorbitant  rents 
which  the  soil  has  not  produced.  If 
there  was  no  Land  Question  in  Ireland 
there  would  be  no  opposition  from  any 
influential  or  considerable  section  in  the 
country  to  the  concession  of  a  full  mea- 
sure of  autonomy  for  Ireland.  But  in 
any  case  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  are 
perfectly  willing '  that  any  guarantees 
that  the  ingenuity  of  man  can  frame  for 
the  protection  of  the  minority  shall  be 
framed  and  shall  be  put  in  force ;  and  it 
would  be  found  that  the  Catholics  would 
treat  much  more  justly  and  much  more 
generously  the  1,000,000  Protestants  of 
Ireland  in  regard  to  their  future  repre- 
sentation in  the  Irish  Parliament  than  the 
Protestants  of  England  and  Scotland 
have  treated  the  2,000,000  of  Catholics 
in  regard  to  their  just  representation  in 
this  Imperial  Parliament.  Allusion,  Sir, 
has  been  made  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
and  also  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — I  ad- 
mit a  most  moderate  allusion  has  been 
made  by  him — ^to  the  difficulties  in  con- 
nection with  what  is  called  "Boycotting," 
and  also  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
obtaining  of  rents.  The  right  hon.  G-en- 
tleman  certainly  did  not  appear  to  me, 
speaking  from  his  point  of  view,  to 
attempt  to  magnify  these  difficulties. 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman  admitted  that 
convictions  had  been  obtained  in  almost 
every  instance  under  the  ordinary  law, 
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and  that  more  serious  crime  had  not  in- 
creased since  the  Government  allowed 
the  more  stringent  proyisions  of  the 
Coercion  Act  to  drop.  He  also  admitted 
that  while,  what  he  terms,  and  justly 
terms,  minor  offences,  such  as  threaten- 
ing letters,  have  somewhat  increased, 
yet,  in  regard  to  "Boycotting"  offences, 
the  Government  have  ohtamed  about 
150  convictions  out  of  400  prosecutions, 
and  that  in  other  cases  prosecutions  are 
still  pending  and  have  yet  to  come  off. 
I  regard  that  testimony  as  most  im- 
portant, for  it  shows  that  at  the  termi- 
nation of  the  Crimes  Act  there  was  not 
that  relapse  into  serious  crime  which 
many  people  had  apprehended ;  and  it  is 
a  somewhat  remarkable  result  in  the 
case  of  a  people  of  such  an  elastic  nature 
as  that  which  unhappily  belongs  to  the 
Irish.  It  is  much  to  their  credit  that 
they  should  have  abstained  from  crime, 
and  set  their  faces  resolutely  against 
crime  as  they  have  done.  I  think  it  is 
a  matter  which  ought  to  be  better 
known  and  admitted  more  by  the  public 
feeling  in  England  than  it  appears  to 
be.  Nevertheless,  I  admit  that,  un- 
happily, in  regard  to  the  question  of 
land,  affairs  in  Ireland  are  at  present 
very  serious.  That  result  is  one  which 
I  myself  have  deprecated  very  much. 
Neither  the  organization  of  which  I  am 
the  head  in  Ireland  nor  I  myself  can 
charge  ourselves  with  having  done  any- 
thing to  foment  that  state  of  things.  On 
the  contrary,  so  far  as  my  influence  and 
that  of  my  friends  has  been  available  it 
has  distinctly  been  used  to  prevent 
''Boycotting"  in  as  many  cases  as  we 
could  possibly  interfere ;  and  it  has  also 
been  distinctly  used  in  the  direction  of 
repressing  and  restraining  the  move- 
ment which  spnmg  up  in  a  spontaneous 
manner  among  the  people  themselves. 
These  matters  are  on  record,  and,  of 
course,  it  will  not  be  denied  that  these 
have  been  the  efforts  of  nearly  all  of  the 
important  leaders  of  the  National  Party 
in  Ireland.  I  do  not  deny  that  some 
extravagant  speeches  have  been  made 
by  one  or  two  gentlemen — speeches 
which  I  have  been  the  first  to  deprecate 
— but  we  all  know  that  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult at  times  to  put  an  old  head  on 
youog  shoulders,  and  young  men  are 
sometimes  very  much  carried  away  when 
making  speeches  into  saying  things 
which  in  their  sober  moments  they 
would  undoubtedly  regret.    Bat  as  re* 
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gards  the  movement  itself,  it  is  a  very 
remarkable  and  a  noteworthy  fact  that 
the  present  movement  was  a  spontaneous 
one,  and  in  that  it  differs  from  the  Land 
League  movement  of  1879.     Upon  that 
movement  £250,000  sterling  was  spent 
in  organizing  the  tenantty  and  in  per- 
suading them  to  resist  the  payment  of 
rents  which  were    admittedly,  at   the 
time,  rack  rents.    That  movement  re- 
sulted in  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.    But  upon  the  present  movement 
not  one  single  penny  has  been  spent. 
In  addition  to  the  repressing  and  re- 
straining influences  we  have  exercised, 
we  have  refrained  from  making  any  ex- 
penditure whatever  in  aid  of  the  move- 
ment for  the  reduction  of  rents,  to  which 
the  right  hon*  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  referred.    There- 
fore, it  cannot  be  said  that  it  has  been 
a  movement  which  has  been  encouraged 
and  fomented  by  the  National  League. 
I  think  the  spontaneous  character  of  the 
movement  is  a  matter  well  worthy  the 
attention    and    consideration    of    the 
House  and  of  the  Gt>vemment.    The 
Irish     tenantry    have,     for     a     very 
great    number    of    years,    paid    large 
sums  of  money  in  the  shape  of  rent. 
They  are  represented  as  persons  desirous 
of  evading  their  obligations.    That  is 
not  my  experience.    My  experience,  on 
the  contrary,  has  been  that  they  have 
been  rather  too  willing  to  pay  excessive 
body  and  soul  together,  even  at  the  risk 
rents ;  and  so  long  as  they  could  keep 
of  starvation  to  their  families  and  them- 
selves, they  have    attempted  to  keep 
the  roofs  over  their  heads  at  any  cost. 
But  now  their  condition  is  so  desperate, 
and  brought  as  it  has  been  to  its  present 
pitch  by  such  a  reduction  in  the  prices 
of  agricultural  produce  as  we  have  not 
had  any  experience  of  for  30  years — in 
the  prices  of  all  the  agricultural  produce 
which  their  farms  yield — that  they  have 
been  forced  into  the  present  movement 
in  order  to  claim  from  certain  landlords 
— not  all  landlords,  because  I  believe 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  landlords  at 
the  present  moment  are  giving  fair  re- 
ductions, and  are,  in  that  way,  prevent- 
ing the  tenants  from  going  to  extre- 
mities, and  also  saving  the  remains  of 
their  own  property — but  in  the  case  of  a 
minority  of  the  Irish  landlords  who  have 
stubbornly  refused  all  reduction  of  rent 
there  does  unhappily  exist  on  a  certain 
number  of  estates  in  Ireland  a  combina- 
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tion  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  re- 
duction of  these  rack  rents.  If  the 
matter  be  inquired  into,  I  think  it  will 
be  found  that  that  is  the  whole  dimen- 
sion to  which  the  complaint  is  capable 
of  being  stretched.  The  House,  com- 
posed, as  it  is,  largely  of  EepresentatiYes 
from  agricultural  districts,  must  know 
that  that  ag^cultural  depression  does 
exist,  and  has  sprung  up  since  rents 
were  fixed  tmder  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
The  rents  were  then  fixed  for  a  term  of 
lo  years;  but  owing  to  the  depreciation 
in  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce, 
amounting  to  50  per  cent,  it  has  now 
become  in  many  cases  absolutely  im- 
possible to  collect  these  rents.  I  think 
that  it  is  no  discredit  to  the  exertions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  say 
that  the  rents  fixed  under  his  Act,  owing 
to  this  g^at  fall  in  the  prices  of  agri- 
cultural produce,  have  become  impos- 
sible rents,  and  that  the  purpose  of  that 
Act  has  been  defeated,  ihere  are  many 
examples  which  I  might  give  of  the 
action  of  landowners  in  Ireland  in  proof 
of  my  contention  as  to  the  exorbitancy 
of  rents.  Take  a  case  which  happened 
the  other  day  in  my  own  county  of 
Wicklow — a  county  which  has  always 
been  remarkably  free  from  crime  and 
outrage,  having  been  without  a  single 
case  of  outrage  during  the  whole  of  the 
Land  League  agitation.  I  will  take  the 
case  of  an  estate  of  a  nobleman  on  which 
the  rents  have  been  fully  20  per  cent 
lower  than  those  of  the  poorer  landed 
gentry — namely,  the  estate  of  Lord 
Fitz  William,  a  large  property  worth 
fully  £50,000  a-year.  The  other  day 
Lord  Fitzwilliam  voluntarily  and  of  his 
own  accord  gave  a  reduction  of  50  per 
eent  on  the  half-year  to  all  his  tenants 
—those  who  had  obtained  reductions 
under  the  Land  Act,  tenants  from  year 
to  vear,  and  leaseholders.  Lord  Fitz- 
william gave  them  all  round  a  reduction 
of  50  per  cent.  I  know  that  this  has 
been  denied.  I  have  seen  a  letter  from 
the  agent,  Mr.  Duncan  McNeill,  who 
states  that  it  was  a  reduction  for  the 
whole  year,  and  therefore  was  only  a 
reduction  of  25  per  cent.  Practically 
speaking,  it  was  a  reduction  of  50  per 
cent  upon  the  half-year ;  because,  as  a 
tenant  npon  that  estete,  I  had  paid  my 
rent  in  full  for  the  preceding  half-year, 
and  I  myself  received  back  from  Mr. 
Duncan  McNeill  an  abatement  of  50  per 


cent  upon  the  amount  which  I  owed  to 
Lord  Fitzwilliam  in  respect  of  a  tenancy 
upon  which  a  judicial  rent  has  been 
fixed.  This  is  a  conclusive  proof  that 
there  is  g^at  agricultural  depression  in 
Ireland,  and  that  agricultural  depres- 
sion is  recognized,  not  only  by  the 
tenants,  but  also  by  the  landlords.  The 
rents  on  Lord  Fitzwilliam's  estate  have 
been  so  moderate  that  many  of  his 
tenants  have  never  gone  into  the  Land 
Court  at  all ;  and  notwithstanding  that 
fact  he  has  given  this  large  reduction  to 
the  tenants  to  save  them  from  exter- 
mination. What,  then,  must  be  the  fate 
of  poor  tenants  in  a  county  like  Kerry, 
under  an  agent  like  Mr.  Hussey,  where 
every  concession  is  refused,  and  the  only 
answer  to  the  tenant  is  a  visit  from  an 
army  of  policemen  and  soldiers  to  drive 
away  any  poor  stock  the  tenants  may 
have  ?  We  were  told  just  now  that  the 
Queen's  writ  does  not  run  in  Ireland. 
The  only  answer  the  tenant  gets  to  an 
application  for  a  reduction  of  rent  is,  as  I 
have  said,  a  visit  from  an  army  of  police- 
men and  soldiers,  to  drive  away  the  stock 
he  has  on  the  holding,  or  a  shower  of 
writs.  Queen's  writs  not  only  run,  bu t  fiy . 
They  come  in  clouds  ;  they  come  in 
storms.  Well,  Sir,  the  situation  is  un- 
doubtedly a  serious  one;  but  if  the 
Gt)vemment  step  in  and  support  that 
small  minority  of  landlords  who  are  re- 
fusing all  reasonable  concessions  to  their 
tenants,  like  that  which  I  have  cited, 
the  result  will  be  that  these  landowners 
and  many  others  will  be  strengthened 
in  their  unjust  demands,  and  great 
sufferiDg  and  misery  would  befall  the 
unfortunate  and  wretched  people.  The 
weight  of  authority  and  power  which 
must  always  exist  will  weigh  down  the 
scale  unjustly  and  cruelly  towards  the 
tenant.  I  shall  be  glad  if  some  propo- 
sition can  be  made  for  dealing  with  the 
land  difficulty  in  Ireland,  because  I 
look  upon  it  as  the  real  difficulty  in 
that  country,  which  overshadows  every 
other.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
real  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
tenants  to  refuse  just  and  fair  conces- 
sions ;  and  I  am  sure  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  are  most  anxious  that  the 
landlords  i^ould  receive  such  fair  terms 
and  fair  treatment  as  the  extremity  of 
the  times  renders  at  all  possible.  Some 
scheme  of  purchase  might  be  devised 
on  some  such  lines  as  tnose  which  are 
understood  to  have  been  put  forward  by 
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the  eminent  statistioian,  Mr.  GKffen,  in 
a  recent  letter  which  has  attracted  a 
good  deal  of  attention.  I  do  not  pledge 
myself  to  details ;  but  as  to  the  general 
idea  contained  in  that  letter,  it  is  one 
under  which  the  bulk  of  the  land  in  the 
occupation  of  agricultural  tenants  might 
be  purchased.  It  must  be  recollected 
that  this  is  a  limited  question  ;  and  I  am 
very  much  disposed  to  believe— of  course, 
I  have  not  accurate  information  in  my 
possession,  but  I  am  disposed  to  be- 
lieve— that  the  land  of  Ireland  in  the 
possession  of  agricultural  tenants,  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Land  Act,  including 
honA  fide  leaseholders,  and  leaving  out 
of  the  question  mesne  lands,  does  not 
amount  to  the  value  of  more  than 
£6,000,000  or  £6,000,000  at  the  out- 
side ;  and  taking  that  valuation  as  the 
basis— and  certainly  we  could  not  take 
a  higher — I  think  it  would  be  fair  to 
arrange  to  purchase  at  such  a  number 
of  years  purchase  as  would  fairly  com- 
pensate the  landlords  and  extricate  them 
from  the  dangerous  and  difficult  position 
they  occupy  now.  The  depreciation  of 
prices  which  now  exists  makes  it  diffi- 
cult for  the  tenant  to  pay  any  large 
amount  of  money ;  indeed,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  him  to  pay  the  judicial  rents. 
The  question  demands  the  careful  atten- 
tion of  the  House  and  the  Government ; 
and  I  believe,  and  all  those  who  are  not 
influenced  by  Party  motives  in  Ireland 
are  of  opinion,  that  there  should  be 
some  fair  settlement,  and  if  such  fair 
settlement  were  arrived  at  and  agreed 
upon  by  all  parties,  and  if  it  were  really 
a  fair  one,  I  am  convinced  that  the  pay- 
ments would  be  made  by  the  Irish  ten- 
ants to  the  last  penny.  I  hope.  Sir, 
that  we  may  have  a  further  opportunity 
of  reverting  to  this  matter.  We  are 
bound  to  stand  by  our  people.  When 
it  comes  to  be  a  struggle  between  the 
Irish  landowners,  aided  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  Irish  tenants,  whom  I  and 
mv  Friends  represent,  and  the  Irish 
labourers,  we  can  have  no  doubt  as  to 
which  side  we  should  cast  our  lot  with. 
But  we  wish  that  the  "  still  small  voice 
of  reason  "  should  prevail.  We  do  not 
desire  to  go  into  any  contest.  We  see  in 
the  present  position  a  desire  and  a  wish 
on  the  part  of  Englishmen  to  study 
and  understand,  with  a  view  to  its  final 
settlement,  this  great  Irish  question;  and 
we  are  resolved  that  no  extravagance  on 
our  part  of  action  or  language  uutU  mar 
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the  chance  which  we  believe  our  country 
possesses  now  for  the  first  time  in  her 
history. 

Majoe  SAUNDERSON  :  In  rising  to 
reply  to  the  speech  of  thehon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  did  not  hear  his  opening  sen- 
tences ;  but  since  I  came  into  the  House 
the  hon.  Member  has  spoken  upon  the 
Land  Question,  but  I  do  not  find  that  he 
has  mentioned  any  of  those  burning 
questions  which  are  now  exciting  publio 
attention  in  Ireland  and  all  over  the 
Empire.  In  Ireland  the  hon.  Member 
has  declared,  in  the  first  place,  that  he 
has  taken  ofiP  his  coat  and  that  he 
stands  on  a  single  plank.  It  would 
now  appear  that  the  hon.  Member 
is  engaged  to-night  in  removing  some 
other  portion  of  his  garments,  or  that 
he  is  increasing  his  platform.  We 
have  heard  not  one  word  about  the 
single  plank  on  which  he  iias  informed 
the  country  he  and  his  supporters  intend 
to  stand.  According  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member,  so  far  as  I  can  under- 
stand it  is  now  a  simple  question  of  the 
land.  It  is  simply  the  further  develop- 
ment of  that  Land  Question  with  the 
settlement  of  which,  in  former  times,  he 
and  his  Friends  professed  themselves  so 
entirely  satisfied.  \Cr%ei  of  **No!"] 
Now  it  seems  that  all  that  is  required  to 
settle  the  Irish  Question  is  to  buy  out 
the  landlords  at  a  few  years  purchase, 
and  then  peace  and  happiness — nothing 
was  said  about  loyalty — and  prosperity 
will  return  to  Ireland.  No  doubt  before 
the  debate  closes  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  will  move  an  Amend* 
ment  to  the  Address.  To  his  supporters 
in  Ireland  he  has  stated  most  distinctly 
and  repeatedly  that  he  has  now  but  one 
object.  It  is  no  longer  the  land ;  but 
his  object — I  am  quoting  his  own  words 
— is  '*  to  secure  a  separate  Parliament 
for  Ireland,  free  from  outside  control.'' 
Those  are  words  made  use  of  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  a  speech  delivered  at 
Castlebar,  and  repeated  elsewhere. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  what  attitude  the 
hon.  Member  takes  on  the  question  at 
issue  at  present — whether  England  is  to 
remain  connected  with  Ireland,  or  to  be 
separated  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Harrington)  referred  to  a  speech 
made  in  the  North  of  Ireland  by  Vis- 
count Cole ;  and  he  tried  to  fasten  that 
speech  upon  the  Party  to  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  belong.    I  am  not  in  the 
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least  ashamed  of  it ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wishes  to  fasten  on  the  Party  to 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong  the 
exclusive  right  of  using  violent  lan- 
guage. Let  me  point  out  to  the  House 
that  there  are  other  Members  who  use 
violent  language.  Allow  me  to  quote 
words  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fermanagh  (Mr.  W.  Eedmond)  in 
Dublin  the  other  day,  and  then  let  me 
ask  hon.  Members  to  compare  the  words 
of  Lord  Cole^who  I  do  not  believe  was 
ever  much  gifted  with  the  power  of 
oratory — with  the  words  made  use  of 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fermanagh, 
notoriously  one  of  the  most  polished 
rhetoricians  below  the  Gangway.  These 
are  the  words  made  use  of  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Fermanagh,  four  days 
ago— 

"He  did  not  think  it  was  worth  while  to 
discuss  the  matter,  for  the  experience  of  the 
past  had  shown  that  the^more  coercion  they 
got,  the  more  clearly  they  would  see  the  neces- 
sity for  drivinp^  from  their  'midst  the  Govern- 
ment from  which  coercion  came.  The  English 
people  knew  they  had  enemies  in  every  quarter 
of  the  world.  They  knew  that  the  very  moment 
they  struck  at  the  Irish  people  they  would  give 
the  signal  which  would  stir  the  Indian  Princes 
to  a  greater  and  still  more  successful  mutiny, 
and  which  would,  perhaps,  lead  the  Russians 
into  London  to  stahle  their  horses  in  the  House 
of  Commons." 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  the  class  of  eloquence 
which  is  habitually  employed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  speaking  to  their 
constituents  in  Ireland ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  although  he  says  that  he  has  de- 
plored the  employment  of  language  of 
this  kind,  and  adds  that  it  is  impossible 
to  place  old  heads  on  young  shoulders, 
never  raised  his  voice  in  Ireland  to  de- 
nounce it.  This  language,  to  any  civi- 
lized assembly,  is  beneath  contempt; 
but  when  addressed  to  the  sympathizing 
ears  of  the  igpiorant  multitude,  it  must 
have  the  effect  of  hounding  on  their 
ignorant  dupes  in  Ireland  to  the  perpe- 
tration of  crimes  and  outrages  which  their 
leaders  have  not  the  determination  or 
courage  to  perform.  In  regard  to  the 
measures  which  the  Government  pro* 
pose  to  introduce  for  Ireland,  perhaps  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  a  word.  We, 
in  Ireland,  have  been  asking  ourselves 
the  question— and  it  is  a  very  serious 
question — what  is  the  use  of  a  Govern- 
ment at  all,  when  we  see  the  law  evaded, 
broken,  and  defied  with  impunity ;  when 
we  see  the  citizens  in  any  part  of  Her 
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Majesty's  Empire  deprived  of  their  civil 
rights,  when  they  cannot  buy  and  sell 
in  any  market  in  the  South  unless  they 
can  show  the  mark  of  the  beast  in  the 
shape  of  the  National  League  ticket — 
an  organization  which  meets  now  all 
over  the  country  with  all  the  parapher- 
nalia of  justice  and  the  Law  Courts,  which 
tries  its  unhappy  victims  as  they  would 
be  tried  before  a  Court  of  Law,  and,  what 
is  more,  enforces  with  unvarying  severity 
its  unwritten  law ;  when  we  see  these 
things  wo  ask,  what  is  the  use  of  a  Go- 
vernment ?  This  is  not  the  first  time 
that  the  Government — I  do  not  say  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government,  but  other 
Governments — have  shown  a  certain 
amount  of  laxity  in  dealing  with  Irish 
crime.  We  saw  it  in  1881  and  1882, 
when  so  unfavourable  a  shadow  was 
cast  over  Irish  history ;  and  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to-night 
accuses  the  Government  of  vacillation  in 
dealing  with  the  Irish  Question,  I  could 
not  help  recalling  those  years  in  the 
history  of  the  late  Parliament  when 
outrage  and  murder  stalked  abroad  in 
Ireland,  and  when  no  hand  was  raised 
— at  all  events,  not  the  hands  of  a  para- 
lyzed Government — to  arrest  its  evil 
course,  and  the  first  blow  at  the  organi- 
zation, of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parneil)  was  the  head, 
was  not  struck  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  by  a  few  Orangemen  on 
the  shores  of  Lough  Mask.  We  believe 
that  the  first  duty  of  any  Government 
is  to  cause  the  law  to  be  respected  and 
to  be  observed.  When  Ihe  present  Go- 
vernment took  Office  they  undertook  to 
give  up  the  exceptional  legislation  which 
up  to  that  time  had  been  deemed  neces- 
sary. It  was  an  experiment.  I  am  sure 
that  everybody  who  cares  for  Ireland 
desires,  from  his  heart,  that  no  more 
coercion  should  be  necessary;  but,  in 
my  opinion,  as  an  Irishman,  and  as  a 
magistrate,  I  have  certainly  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  that  experiment  has 
proved  a  failure,  and  I  gather  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
Government  have  come  pretty  nearly  to 
the  same  conclusion.  But  there  is  this 
of  value  in  the  experiment — that  it  has 
shown  conclusively  that  no  conciliation, 
by  whatever  Party,  can  gain  the  adhesion 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  those 
they  represent.    The  hon.  Member  for 

Q  IFint  Night.'] 


163 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


164 


the  City  of  Cork  and  bis  Friends  have 
declared  over  and  over  again  that  they 
will  be  satisfied  with  no  concession  short 
of  separation.  [Cries  of  "No!"  and 
**  Quote!"]  If  non.  Members  dislike 
the  word  **  separation,"  I  would  say  a 
Parliament  in  College  Green  entirely 
without  any  outside  control ;  and  if  that 
is  not  separation  I  leave  it  to  any  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  House  to  describe 
otherwise  the  distinction  between  a 
Parliament  sitting  in  College  Green 
without  outside  control  and  complete 
separation.  The  experiment  tried  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  proved 
a  failure.  I  do  not  attempt  to  say  that 
crime  and  outrage  have  assumed  the 
proportions  it  did  from  1880  to  1882. 
why  have  they  not  done  so?  It  has 
been  because  there  was  no  more  neces- 
sity for  crime  and  outrage  in  Ireland. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  those  crimes 
which  have  stained  the  pages  of  our 
Irish  history  with  blood?  The  object 
was  to  subjugate  the  will  of  the  Irish 
people  until  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  could  erect  a  platform  and 
then  stand  without  his  coat  on  the  top 
of  it.  Hon.  Members  opposite  fre- 
quently say  that  the  landlords  are  in 
favour  of  coercion,  because  coercion  is 
an  Act  simply  to  protect  landlords. 
[^Cheers  from  the  Irish  Members.']  I  am 
glad  that  I  have  elicited  that  cheer.  I 
do  not  know  whether  hon.  Members 
opposite  ever  go  into  the  statistics  of 
crime  caused  by  outrage  in  Ireland. 
The  truth  is  that  out  of  57  murders  that 
took  place  in  two  years,  only  seven  land- 
lords were  murdered — so  that  the  land- 
lords had  rather  a  good  time  of  it — 
three  were  agents,  and  the  rest  were 
miserable  tenants  and  caretakers  on  the 
wild  mountains  of  Kerry,  Cork,  and  the 
West,  who  refused  to  bow  to  the  iron 
yoke  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  sought  to  weld  round  their 
throats.  When  the  hon.  Member  comes 
forward  as  the  Bepresentative  of  Irish 
grievances,  he  does  not  represent  that 
class,  at  all  events,  whom  he  tries  to 
exterminate  and  stamp  out.  As  far  as 
we,  as  landlords,  are  concerned,  we 
come  off  better  than  the  victims  in  the 
South  and  West.  At  that  time  we  had 
the  Land  League.  Well,  the  Land 
League  was  proclaimed,  and  what  had 
we  then?  There  is  a  habit  among 
criminals,  when  a  place  is  made  too  hot 
for  them,  to  adopt  an  alias,  and  in  this 
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case  the  Land  League  adopted  an  alias, 
and  called  themselves  the  National 
League.  The  Land  League  was  re- 
suscitated as  the  National  League, 
and,  winked  at  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  with  the  same  machinery, 
the  same  objects,  and  the  same  lea'der 
and  agents,  has  ever  since  been  carry- 
ing on  its  fell  work  of  intimidation 
and  disloyalty  to  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land. Therefore,  I  consider  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  abso- 
lutely wanting  in  the  first  functions  that 
a  Government  owes  to  the  country  it 
rules  if  it  did  not  accompany  any  Act  of 
a  remedial  character  with  another  crush- 
ing-out of  this  organization,  which  is  now 
the  curse  of  the  country.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  pride  them- 
selves on  their  strength,  and  are  inclined 
to  laugh  at  the  weakness  of  the  Con- 
servative contingent  from  Ireland.  They 
are  85;  we  are  16.  But  now  let  me 
observe  to  the  House  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  gauge  the  ratio  between  loyalty 
and  disloyalty  in  Ireland  by  the  number 
of  Members  who  sit  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite.  A  very  able  letter  was 
written  not  long  ago  by  a  very  honest 
man,  although  I  entirely  disagree  with 
him,  but  whose  honesty  I  respect.  I 
refer  to  Mr.  Davitt.  Mr.  Davitt  wrote 
a  letter  to  27ie  Times,  in  answer  to  a 
letter  from  Lord  Cowper,  in  which  he 
said — "  Lord  Cowper,  when  he  confronts 
these  figures,  I  think,  will  admit  himself 
defeated."  Lord  Cowper  denied  that 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  people  were  in 
favour  of  Home  Eule.  Mr.  Davitt  said, 
in  his  letter — 

"  Let  118  BuppoM,  by  way  of  illastration,  that 
an  election  had  taken  place  in  England,  that 
this  election  had  returned  to  Parliament  447 
Members  in  favour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), and  120  Members  who  were  in  favour  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  •  Could  Lord  Cowper,'  said  Mr. 
Davitt,  '  in  confronting  these  figures,  maintain 
that  England  had  not  distinctly  decided  on  the 
side  of  Mr.  Ghidstone  P ' '' 

Mr.  Davitt  thought  that  was  a  very  con* 
elusive  argument.  In  my  opinion,  how- 
ever,  it  is  defective,  and  the  analogy 
hreaks  down.  In  order  that  the  analogy 
should  be  perfect,  we  must  conceive,  as 
exists  in  Ireland,  an  electors'  intimida- 
tion society.  We  must,  furthermore, 
conceive  that  the  447  Gladstonian  Mem- 
bers were  not  chosen  by  their  own  con- 
stituents, but  by  the  head  of  the  electors' 
intimidation  society.     And   to  {nrther 
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establish  the  analogy  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  we  must  conceive 
that  the  power  of  the  intimidation 
society  is  backed  up  by  the  whole 
influence  of  a  powerful  priesthood — 
a  priesthood  possessing  unbounded 
influence  over  the  minds  and  con- 
sciences of  the  electors — an  influence 
not  circumscribed  by  any  earthly  horizon. 
If  such  a  condition  of  things  could  exist 
in  England  the  analogy  would  be  per- 
fect ;  but  I  do  not  think  any  sane  man 
can  imagine  that  such  an  intimidation 
society  would  be  suffered  to  exist  for  a 
week  in  this  country.  The  analogy,  there- 
fore, breaks  down.  How  are  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site chosen  ?  They  are  not  chosen  by  their 
own  constituents  ;  thev  have  no  voice  in 
the  matter.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
may  be  admirable  masters  of  political 
tactics ;  but  they  have  been  chosen  by  a 
Council  of  three.  [  CricB  of ' '  Name ! "  ] 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  (Mr.  T.  Harrington),  who  has 
spoken  this  evening,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  That  Council 
of  three  chose  every  single  Member  who 
sits  opposite  to  me  at  the  present  moment 
below  the  Gangway.  I  will  give  the 
House  an  instance  to  prove  exactly  what 
I  mean.  There  was  one  constituency  in 
Ireland^^ 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
beg  to  say  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  has  made  a  false  statement. 
[CVfVfo/**  Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  interrupt.  When  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  is  in 
possession  of  the  House  has  concluded 
his  speech  it  will  be  quite  competent  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  reply. 

Majob  SAUNDEESON  :  I  am  quite 
ready  to  receive  correction.  I  am  not 
certain  as  to  the  Council  of  three,  for  I 
was  not  present  at  any  meeting  of  it ; 
but  I  have  been  informed,  on  the  best 
authority,  that  what  I  state  is  correct.  I 
will  now  give  the  instance  I  was  about 
to  refer  to.  There  was  one  constituency 
in  Ireland  which  had  a  will  of  its  own, 
and  which  thought  it  had  a  right  in  the 
19th  century,  and  in  a  free  country,  to 
choose  its  Representative.  That  was 
the  constituency  of  North  Louth.  The 
choice  of  the  constituency  of  North 
Louth  fell  upon  a  Gentleman  who  will 
probably  be  well  remembered  in  this 


House— I  refer  to  Mr.  Philip  Callan. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
absolutely  refused  to  sanction  the  choice 
of  the  electors  of  North  Louth.  [Cries 
o/  **No;  he  was  never  chosen! "/row 
Irish  Members.']  A  Convention,  or  what- 
ever it  was  called,  was  summoned,  and 
various  accusations  were  brought  against 
Mr.  Callan,  which  afterwards  were 
dropped.  One  of  them  was  that  he  fell 
asleep  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Many 
years  ago  I  myself  was  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  I  can  only  say  that 
there  were  few  Members  who  through 
the  whole  Session  escaped  that  feeling 
of  sleepiness.  I  have  repeatedly  seen 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Benches  nodding  through  a  Scotch  de- 
bate. But  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  went  to  North  Louth  he 
did  not  say  one  single  word  about  this 
sonmolont  habit  of  Mr.  Callan's  ;  but  he 
said  that  Mr.  Callan  was  unmanageable, 
because  he  spoke  when  he  was  told  to 
hold  his  tongue.  And,  therefore,  poor 
Mr.  Callan,  who  had  offered  involuntary 
sacrifice  to  Morpheus  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  was  supplanted  by  the  High 
Priest  of  the  Temple  of  the  Muses  at 
Liverpool.  I  do  not  wish  to  express 
any  opinion  of  the  choice  that  was  made, 
but  what  I  want  to  show  is  this,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  used 
the  influence  which  he  undoubtedly  pos- 
sesses in  Ireland  as  the  head  of  this 
great  intimidation  society,  and  went 
down  to  North  Louth  with  hired  mobs 
in  special  trains,  and  interfered  in  the 
choice  of  the  constituency.  \_Cries  of 
**  No  !  "]  I  defy  contradiction  as  to  the 
special  trains,  because  I  know  who  paid 
for  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  a  Member  is  entiiled 
to  make  a  charge  against  another  Mem- 
ber of  taking  a  hired  mob  to  a  particular 
constituency  during  an  election,  which 
would  be  an  offence  under  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  and  would  render  that 
Member  legally  incapacitated  from  sit- 
ting in  this  House?  Besides,  I  may 
remind  you,  Sir,  that  there  is  an  Election 
Petition  on  the  subject  pending  at  the 
present  time. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  is  nothing 
in  the  form  of  the  words  used  to 
bring  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
under  any  remark  from  the  Chair ;  but 
it  certainly  is  a  very  grave  charge  to 
make  against  an  hon.  Member,  espe- 

G  2  [Firet  iTyW.] 


167 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Ser 


168 


oially  in  a  case  in  which  I  understand 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy )  to  say  there  is  a  Petition  pending. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  P6rhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  explain  that  there  is  not  the 
slightest  foundation  for  the  statement 
which  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  resumed, 
amid  cries  of  *' "Withdraw."  He  said: 
If  it  will  please  hon.  Members  opposite  I 
am  quite  ready  to  withdraw  the  word 
** hired;"  but  I  will  not  withdraw  the 
statement  of  the  fact  that  special  trains 
brought  men  from  Cavan  and  Monaghan ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  (Hty  of 
Cork  cannot  deny  that  £60  was  paid  to 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company 
of  Ireland  for  the  hire  of  those  trains. 
I  am  not  saying  that  it  was  an  illegal 
act;  I  am  only  stating  what  took  place. 
I  will  only  add  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  is  the  political 
father  of  all  the  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
opposite.  Now,  Sir,  we  object  to  a 
House  of  Commons  so  made  up  ;  and  I 
think  that  the  interruptions  I  have 
elicited  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
afford  a  standing  proof  to  the  House  of 
what  chance  the  15  loyal  Members 
would  have  had  of  being  returned, 
being,  as  they  are,  men  who  would  not 
do  as  they  were  told  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  who  would  not 
sit  on  those  Benches  at  his  beck  and 
call,  like  so  many  political  bagpipes  with 
hats  on.  It  is  right  to  look  with  the 
gravest  apprehension  at  a  Parliament 
so  composed  and  so  guided ;  and  I 
humbly  trust  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
verament  will  deal  firmly  but  justly  with 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  cannot  accuse  me  of  being  an 
exterminating  landlord,  because  in  this 
House  I  supported  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
I  did  so  because  I  believed  that  Irish 
tenants  required  protection.  The  mis- 
fortune of  all  concessions  yet  extorted  by 
Ireland  has  been  that  they  have  been 
snatched  from  an  unwilling  hand,  and 
not  accepted  as  gifts.  The  opportunity 
has  now  arrived  for  turning  over  a  new 
leaf  and  starting  on  a  better  course. 
There  is  no  nation  in  the  world,  with  all 
her  faults,  that  better  understands  jus- 
tice than  Ireland ;  but  now,  when  there 
is  an  opportunity  of  turning  over  a  new 
leaf  and  starting  on  a  better  course,  if 
England  is  found  coming  with  eifts  in 
one  hand  and  with  weakness  and  vacil- 
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lation  in  the  other,  the  Irish  people 
would  not  believe  that  Parliament  are 
giving  of  their  own  free  accord,  but 
would  think  they  are  only  conceding 
to  fear  what  they  refused  to  concede 
to  justice.  I  believe  that  if  Eng- 
land would  now  deal  fairly,  justly, 
and  rightly  with  Ireland,  we  might  have 
at  last  that  finality  without  which  we 
can  never  have  peace.  When  the  Irish 
people  have  forgotten  the  lesson  that  by 
crime  and  outrage  they  can  extort  con- 
cessions from  England,  and  when  they 
learn  that  the  law  must  be  maintained, 
then  the  darkness  and  the  clouds  that 
have  so  long  overshadowed  the  country 
will  fiee  away  before  the  dawn  of 
brighter  and  better  days. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  spoken  with  some  pomp  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  of  being  a  magistrate.  I 
think  the  speech  which  the  House  has 
just  listened  to  is  a  very  happy  example 
of  the  judicial  tone  and  temper  with 
which  gentlemen  of  his  class  administer 
justice  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  way  in 
which,  under  a  Coercion  Act,  im- 
poverished and  distressed  tenants  would 
be  dealt  with  when  handed  over  to  their 
landlords.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman has  boasted  that  he  is  not  an 
exterminating  landlord,  because  he  sup- 
ported the  Land  Act  of  1870  ;  but  I 
should  like  some  better  and  more  inde- 
pendent evidence  upon  that  point  than 
that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 
I  should  like  to  examine  the  records  of 
the  Land  Commission  before  I  could 
satisfy  myself  upon  any  evidence  which 
he  can  give.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  says  that  he  supported  the 
Land  Act  of  1870.  I  congratulate  him 
upon  having  done  so;  but  at  that  time, 
unfortunatdy,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Major  Saunderson)  was 
not  a  Tory,  nor  was  he  an  Orangeman. 
The  hon.  Member  did  not  become  a 
Tory,  nor  did  he  become  an  Orangeman, 
until  he  was  kicked  out  of  Cavan  by  the 
Liberals. 

Majoe  SAUNDERSON:  I  beg  the 
hon.  Member's  pardon.  Not  by  tbe 
Liberals,  but  by  the  Home  Rulers. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  am  delighted 
that  they  executed  so  much  justice. 
But  en  being  so  dealt  with  and 
turned  out  of  Cavan  by  the  liberals 
or  Home  Rulers  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  changed  his  coat.    He  went  to 
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North  Armagh,  and  what  was  his  con- 
duct there  ?    I  appeal  to  English  Con- 
senratiYes  to  judge  of  Ireland  by  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man.   The  hon.  and  gallant  G-entleman 
poses  before  the  English  Conservatives 
as  a  loyal  supporter  of  Lord  Salisbury, 
and  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit 
opposite.    It  is  not  for  me  to  say  a  word 
about  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
opposite.   I  am  willing  to  confess  that,  in 
times  of  difficulty  and  distress,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  endeavoured  to 
the  best  of  their  ability  to  carry  out  the 
powers  entrusted  to  them ;  and  I  do  not 
intend  to  say  a  harsh  word  of  them,  al- 
though I  do  not  agree  with  some  of  the 
things  they  have  done.   But  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh  poses 
before  English  Conservatives  as  a  loyal 
Member  of  the  Party,  whereas  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  got  his  seat  as  a 
turncoat  Liberal.    And  who  was    the 
Conservative   candidate  for  North  Ar- 
magh ?    It  was  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  Mr.  John  Monroe,  now  Judge 
Monroe.    These  are  the  loyal  Conserva- 
tives who  appeal  for  support  to  English 
landlords  and  to  the  English  Conserva- 
tive people  on  the  ground  of  their  great 
loyalty  to  the  Tory  Party.    The  hon.  and 
gallant    Gentleman    and    Mr.    Justice 
Monroe  were  both  put  up  for  the  consti- 
tuency, Mr.  Monroe  being  sent  down 
as  the  Eepresentative  of  Lord  Salisbury, 
to  whom  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Major  Saunderson) 
went  yesterday  with  his  begging  peti- 
tion.    Having  gone  to  Lord  Salisbury  in 
his  distress  and  danger,  I  wonder  that 
the  noble  Marquess  did  not  ask  him  why 
he  did  not  allow  Justice  Monroe  to  be- 
come the  Member  for  North  Armagh. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  speaks 
of  hired  mobs ;  but  who,  I  would  ask, 
broke  up  the  meetings  of  Judge  Monroe 
in  Portadown — who  smashed  the  head  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Dickson,  the  late  Member 
for  Tyrone  ?    Why,  the  loyal  Conserva- 
tives of    North    Armagh.    When   the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  speaks  about 
hired  mobs  and  special  trains,  the  Irish 
Members  have  not  the  advantage  which 
he  possesses  of  access  to  the  books  of  the 
Great  Northern  Bailway.    I  observe  that 
the  gentleman  who  is  President  of  the 
Great  Northern  Hailway  was  included 
in  the  deputation  to  Lord  Salisbury,  and 
I  hope  the  people  of  Ireland  will  take 
note  of  the  proved  fact  that  private  mat- 


ters of  this  kind  can  be  communicated 
in  such  a  manner  to  private  individuals. 
If  the  secrets  of  the  Great  Northern 
Eailway  could  be  exposed  we  should  be 
able  to  know  something  more  about 
hired  mobs.    We  should  be  able  to  know 
who  paid  for  the  tickets  to  Dromore  and 
Eosslea,  where  hired  demonstrationists 
at  7*.    6d.  had  to  be  brought.      We 
have  been    told  that  there  are  mobs 
in  Ireland;  but  it  is  well  known  that 
there  are  mobs  and  mobs — there  are 
mobs,  I  believe,  that  do  not  require  to 
be  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  Is.  6d.  per 
head.    There  are  mobs   imbued   with 
some  ideas  of  patriotism ;  but  they  are 
composed  of  very  common  people,  who 
have  to  work  at  the  plough  from  morn- 
ing till  night,  and  who  send  Gentlemen 
like  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to 
this  House.    These  are  mobs  which  go 
of  their  own  accord  to  elections,  and  do 
not  require  to  be  hired.    But  will  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  reveal  the  cost 
of  the  mobs  for  his  hired  demonstra- 
tions?    No  doubt,   these  are  scarcely 
arguments  to  be  addressed  to  a  delibera- 
tive Assembly,  and  I  would  not  have 
spoken  were  it  not  for  the  extraordinary 
gyrations  and  gesticulations  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member.    I  and  my  hon. 
Friends  have  been  told  that  we  are  in- 
tolerable, that  we  are  difficult  to  get  on 
with,  and  that  Gentlemen  of  the  class  to 
which   the  hon.    and   gallant  Member 
belongs  would  have  no  chance  in  an  Irish 
Parliament;  but  I  should  say  that  in 
the  English  Parliament  the  hon.  and 
gallant    Gentleman    has  no  chance  if 
many  of  his  speeches  are  constructed  on 
the  same  gigantic,  I  may  say  moun- 
tainous,  scale   as   that  we    have   just 
listened  to.    I  believe  the  hon.  and  gsd- 
lant  Member  will  find  that  in  a  House 
intended  for  debate  it  would  be  difficult 
to  get  up  a  discussion  on  the  scale  which 
he  has  initiated.     I  do  not  think  that  it 
was  the  scale  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  when  he  was  Member  for 
Cavan,  but  that  it  is  only  since  he  has 
been    branded    by  the  Orangemen  of 
North  Armagh  that  he  has  attempted 
anything  of  the  kind.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  quoted  the  hon. 
Member    for    North  Fermanagh   (Mr. 
W.   Redmond)   as    a  Gentleman   who 
speaks  with  one  voice  in  Ireland  and 
another  voice  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  whose  words  on  one  occasion  have 
received  no  rebuke  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  will 
say,  is  the  last  person  in  the  world  who 
should  attempt  to  condemn  heated 
speeches ;  and  the  position  he  has  taken 
up  with  regard  to  that  matter  reminds 
me  very  much  of  Satan's  reproof  of  sin. 
Not  two  months  ago  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member,  in  defiance  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  surrounded  by  his  excited 
friends,  declared  at  a  meeting  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  that  if  the  Nationalists 
dared  to  announce  a  meeting  in  Fer- 
managh— hedid  not  say  he  would  come  to 
murder  them;  but  he  said — **Give  us 
notice  when  you  are  coming,  and  we  will 
see  what  we  will  see."  That  is  one  in- 
stance of  the  style  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman.  Then  there  is  the 
remark  about  a  bullet,  which,  if  uttered 
by  Joe  Brady,  or  individuals  who,  like 
him,  had  been  convicted  of  crime  in 
Ireland,  would  be  very  terrible.  But 
this  magistrate — this  holder  of  the 
Queen's  Commission — who  gets  up  in 
this  House  to  reprove  the  Nationalists 
for  their  language — told  the  population 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  never  notorious 
for  peacefulness,  that  if  the  Nationalists 
had  won  certain  elections,  **  it  was  not 
by  the  ballot,  but  by  the  bullet,  that 
Orangemen  would  be  put  down."  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  seems  quite 
proud  of  that  statement;  but  why  did  he 
not  get  up  in  this  House  and  make  a 
speech  of  the  same  kind  ?  Instead  of 
reproving  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Fermanagh,  why  did  he  not  trot  out 
some  of  his  own  elegiacs,  or  give  the 
House  a  small  taste  of  the  invinciblism 
of  the  Orange  Lodges  ?  Let  it  be  under- 
stood that  those  Gentlemen  who  attack 
Irish  Members  for  heated  language  and 
unfortunate  demeanour  can  coo  in  this 
House  as  gently  as  a  sucking  dove,  but 
that  when  they  are  addressing  men  in 
whose  belts  are  revolvers  their  language 
is  such  as  I  have  described.  It  is  such 
language  as  this  that  leads  to  violence. 
Yiscount  Cole,  who  lately  had  a  seat  in 
that  House,  said — ''It  is  time  to  preach  a 
crusade  against  Catholics ;  "  not  against 
Nationalists,  let  it  be  borne  in  mind, 
nor  against  Farnellites,  or  Absolutists, 
but  against  those  who  believe  in  the 
Beven  Sacraments  as  expounded  by  the 
Bee  of  St.  Peter.    He  said — 

"  Yoa  ought  not  to  employ  Catholics.  Dis- 
miss  your  Uatholics,  and  employ  only  Protes- 
tants in  their  stead." 
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Hon.  Gentlemen  enjoying  the  confidence 
of  the  Ulster  Conservatives  have  very 
simple  machinery  ready  at  their  hands ; 
they  have  the  entire  English  Fress  at 
their  disposal ;  and  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  was  not 
ashamed,  when  attending  the  deputation 
which  waited  on  Lord  Salisbury  the 
other  day,  to  make  a  statement  which 
was  untrue,  and  which  he  might  have 
found  out  to  be  untrue,  if  he  had  taken 
the  least  trouble  to  ascertain  the  fact. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  then 
stated  that  the  Newbridge  Board  of 
Guardians,  or  that  the  National  League 
of  Newbridge,  had  passed  a  resolution 
ordering  the  Board  of  Guardians,  the 
members  of  the  National  League  being 
themselves  the  majority  of  the  Board, 
not  to  give  labourers'  cottages  to  men 
who  were  not  members  of  the  League. 
Lord  Salisbury  had  naturally  asked 
whether  that  resolution  had*  been  ac- 
tually passed,  whereupon  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  said  he  believed  it 
had  been.  Would  the  House  believe 
that  there  is  not  a  single  tittle  of 
foundation  in  truth  for  that  statement  ? 
It  is  absolutely  and  actually  a  figment, 
and  is  as  false  as  the  annoimcement 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  just  made,  that  the  Irish  Members 
have  attacked  Mr.  Callan  for  having 
fallen  asleep  in  the  House.  There  is  not 
a  particle  of  truth  in  that  statement. 
Other  statements  have  been  made  about 
Mr.  Callan.  It  has  been  said  that  Mr. 
Callan  has  been  drunk  in  the  Houso  of 
Commons.  Thus,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
Irish  Farty  are  to  be  charged  with 
being  debauched,  and  now,  because  they 
have  attempted  to  purge  the  Farty  of  a 
man  whom  they  feel  to  be  a  disgrace  to 
it,  and  whose  conduct  in  the  House  of 
Commons  must  very  frequently  have 
given  rise  amongst  English  Members  to 
the  feeling  that  at  least  Irishmen  might 
return  creditable  persons  to  represent 
them  there,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  gets  up  and  says 
that  they  attacked  Mr.  Callan  because 
he  fell  aeleep  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  falling  asleep  might  be  Orange  for 
getting  drunk,  just  as  in  the  little  pla- 
cards sent  out  last  year  the  Orangemen 
had  invited  those  who  attended  their 
meetings  to  bring ''  copies  of  Moody  and 
Sankejrs  hymn-Dooks "  with  them  — 
another  name  for  revolvers  —  and  to 
bring  their  '' sweethearts"  with  them, 
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by  wHicli  was  meant  some  other  lethal  | 
weapon.     This  was  the  Party  to  which 
the  hon.,  gallant,  and  truthful  Member 
for  North  Armagh  belonged. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  reflecting  on  a  Member  of  this 
House  in  a  manner  which  is  un-Parlia- 
mentary. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  at  once 
withdraw  the  word  '*  truthful  "  if  it  is 
regarded  as  offensive.  I  shall  be  very 
Borry  in  any  way  to  contravene  the 
Boles  of  the  House  in  addressing  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  I  trust  that  I  shall  in 
no  way  trespass  on  any  ruling  of  the 
Speaker.  In  conclusion,  I  heartily  adopt 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  that  if  those  gentlemen 
who  are  now  so  ferocious  in  Ireland 
once  have  the  Land  Question  settled  and 
hade  the  money  for  their  estates  in  their 
pockets  they  will  care  very  little  more 
about  the  Irish  people.  At  the  present 
moment  they  do  not  live  in  the  country ; 
most  of  them  spend  their  money  and 
time  in  England.  It  is  quite  true  that 
many  of  the  Orange  Brotherhood  live  in 
Ireland,  and  are  very  creditable  and 
respectable  members  of  the  community. 
They  pay  for  their  halls,  they  sustain 
their  chapels,  they  pay  for  their  railway 
tickets  to  and  from  demonstrations  ;  but 
subtract  from  the  Orange  organization 
the  landlord  party  and  it  would  fall  like 
a  liouse  of  cards,  and  great  would  be  the 
fall  thereof. 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill): 
Sir,  like  the  general  body  of  the  House, 
I  have  not  been  able  to  prevent  myself 
taking  a  very  close  and  deep  interest  in 
the  encounter  which  has  just  taken  place 
between  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh,  who  so  naturally 
enjoys  the  confidence  of  the  electors  of 
UUter,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  resumed  his  seat.  The  language  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  has  greatly  impressed  the 
House.  [^Laughter.']  I  say  that  with 
all  seriousness,  because  it  is  evident 
that  an  hon.  Member  like  himself,  who 
represents  a  great  Party  and  a  great 
interest,  and  who  represents  a  Party, 
moreover,  labouring,  and  rightly  labour- 
ing, under  the  strongest  possible  im- 
pression as  to  the  critical  nature  of  their 
situation — the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentle- 
mao,  speaking,  as  he  did,  under  such 
droomstances,  with  such  fire,  and  such 


true  eloquence,  must  have  impressed  a 
large  portion  of  the  House.  Moreover, 
I  do  not  scruple  to  say  that  I  could  not 
help  listening  with  an  amount  of  pleasure 
— such  as  I  have  experienced  before  on 
more  than  one  occasion — to  the  not  un- 
genial  or  ill-natured,  though  sometimes 
bitter,  humour  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Derry  (Mr.  Healy).  It  has  oc- 
curred to  me  within  the  last  hour  and  a 
half  or  two  hours  that  there  are  con- 
siderations which  might  possibly  in- 
fluence the  House  of  Commons  to  con- 
sider favourably  whether  it  might  not  be 
in  the  interest  of  all  Parties,  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  country  generally,  that 
the  general  debate  on  the  Address  in 
answer  to  the  Speech  from*  the  Throne 
should  come  to  a  close  to-night.  [**  Hear, 
hear!"  and  cries  of  *'0h!"]  I  am 
alluding  to  what  I  may  venture  to  call 
the  general  sense  of  hon.  Members;  and 
although  the  remark  may  seem  at  first 
rather  a  strong  one,  I  think  I  can  sug- 
gest one  or  two  reasons  which  may  have 
weight  with  the  House.  A  great  deal 
has  taken  place  since  2  o'clock  this 
afternoon .  There  has  been  an  enormous 
amount  of  popular  excitement  attending 
the  meeting  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
There  have  been  some  features  in  the 
political  situation  tending  to  give  rise 
to  considerable  uncertainty  as  to  the 
political  future,  whether  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  Opposition,  or  the  Irish  Party. 
All  that.  Sir,  culminated  at  2  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon.  The  House  is  now  in 
possession  of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
and  also  the  House  has  listened  to 
speeches  of  great  interest  and  great  im- 
portance from  three  Leaders  of  public 
opinion.  I  am  extremely  anxious  to 
say,  if  I  may  do  so  without  presumption, 
that  the  tone  in  which  this  great  debate, 
so  long  looked  forward  to  by  the  country, 
was  begun,  has  not  in  any  way  degene- 
rated. The  House  was  almost  unani- 
mously of  opinion  that  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address  discharged 
their  traditional  duty  in  a  manner  which 
reflected  the  highest  honour  upon  them. 
But  after  them  came  a  speech  from  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  perhaps  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  orations  that  the 
House  has  ever  listened  to  from  him.  I 
do  not  intend  now  to  argue  on  that 
oration.  As  I  listened  to  it  there  was 
much  with  which  I  thought  I  should  like 
to  express  my  agreement,  and  much  also 
from  which  it  would  have  given  me 
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great  pleasure  to  express  my  strongest 
possible  disagreement ;  but  it  was  a 
Bpeech  which,  like  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  requires  consideration.  Then 
my  right  hon.  Friend  who  sits  near  me 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  explained,  in 
terms  which  were  certainly  not  am- 
biguous, in  terms  which  I  think  were 
veiy  forcible,  the  views,  and  the  policy, 
and  the  position  of  the  Government.  I 
venture  to  think  that,  coming  after  the 
speech  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
it  was  a  speech  which  also  requires 
consideration.  Then,  after  that,  again, 
came  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  Now, 
all  the  speeches  I  have  mentioned  have 
been,  more  or  less,  surprises  to  the 
public.  The  Speech  from  the  Throne 
contained,  I  think,  passages  for  which 
the  public  were  hardly  prepared.  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  certainly  sur- 
prised the  House ;  for  we  must  recollect 
that  he  is  at  the  head  of  a  g^eat  Party, 
which  is  numerically  more  powerful  than 
the  Party  supporting  the  Government. 
It  must  also  be  recollected  that  much 
has  been  done  recently  that  was  calculated 
to  enlist  the  sympathies,  if  not  to  obtain 
the  support,  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  public  were  certainly 
prepared  to  receive  Notice  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  a  hostile  Amend- 
ment, which,  if  it  had  been  carried, 
would  have  placed  him  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  But  nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  pleased  to  express 
unstinted  approbation  of  the  general 
foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  was  most  geaerous  and  un- 
measiired  in  the  praise  which  he  poured 
upon  Lord  Salisbury's  Eastern  Koume- 
lian  policy ;  and  not  only  that,  but  even, 
as  it  were,  showing  that  he  did  not  con- 
template making  a  hostile  movement 
against  the  Government,  ho  expressed 
what  was  evidently  a  sincere  and  earnest 
wish  on  his  part,  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment might  be  fortunate  enough 
to  go  through  their  policy  in  Eastern 
Houmelia,  and  to  carry  it  to  a  success- 
ful conclusion ;  and  in  that  task  he  pro- 
mised them  his  cordial  and  warm  sup- 
port. I  have  some  slight  knowledge  of 
the  Eastern  Boumelian  question;  and 
I  am  of  opinion  that  if  the  present  Go- 
vernment is  to  remain  in  Ofnce  till  that 
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question  is  brought  to  a  satisfactory  and 
permanent  conclusion,  the  present  Go- 
vernment will  possibly  successfully  wea- 
ther more  than  one  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  have  said  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  certainly  a  sur- 
prise ;  but  the  gpreatest  surprise  of  all 
was  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  I  made  no  doubt  in 
my  own  mind — from  what  knowledge 
I  happen  to  possess  in  regard  to  the 
Irish  political  movement  I  made  sure^- 
that  there  was  a  passage  in  the  Speech 
of  so  indubitable  a  meaning  and  so  clear 
a  form,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  head- 
ing, as  he  does,  a  strong  numerical 
l^arty,  and  representing,  as  he  appa- 
rently does,  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish 
people,  would  have  had  no  choice  but 
to  meet  that  paragraph  with  a  direct 
negative.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  be  surprised — he  will  not  be  dis- 
posed to  blame  me  for  having  come  to 
the  conclusion — when  he  recollects  that 
the  incidents  of  the  late  Election  were 
still  fresh  in  my  mind,  and  the  speeches 
which  he  and  his  supporters  made  both 
before  and  after  the  Election — that  no 
doubt  could  be  left  on  the  mind  of  any 
human  being  as  to  the  issues  which  he 
would  bring  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  soon  as  Parliament  met.  More- 
over, I  felt  assured  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, being  at  the  head  of  a  Party  rela- 
tively and  absolutely  stronger  than  the 
Party  led  by  O'Connell,  would  havo 
adopted  the  course  adopted  by  O'Connell, 
and  would  have  directly  placed  before 
the  House,  in  a  manner  which  would 
have  enabled  the  House  to  come  to  a 
clear  decision,  the  views,  as  he  under* 
stands  them,  of  the  Irish  people  on  the 
question  of  the  government  of  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member,  for  reasons  which 
are  best  known  to  himself,  and  which 
I  do  not  impugn,  has  not  taken  that 
course.  All  I  say  is,  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  to-night  has  been 
a  surprise  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  will  be  a  surprise  to  the  public. 
That  being  so,  and  it  being  evident,  from 
the  attitude  of  the  Front  Bench  oppo- 
site—  I  may  say  the  condition  of  the 
Front  Bench  —  and  from  the  pensive 
attitude  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  from 
the  waiting,  watching,  and  cautious 
attitude  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  that  neither  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  nor  the  Libwal  Party, 
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nor  the  Irish  Party  think  the  present 
occasion  a  fitting  one  for  raising  a  deci- 
sive issue  as  to  the  fate  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  as  to  the  future  government  of 
Ireland,  am  I  not  justified  in  recom- 
mending the  House  quietly  to  consider 
whether  it  might  not  be  well  to  close 
the  general  debate  on  the  Address? 
We  can  then  proceed  to  discuss  Amend- 
ments. There  are  some  Amendments 
which  have  been  given  Notice  of  to- 
night. There  is  one  which  has  been 
given  Notice  of  in  regard  to  the  an- 
nexation of  Burmah  and  the  war  in  that 
country.  On  that  point  I  shall  be  only 
too  glad  that  the  war  and  the  causes  of 
the  annexation  shoidd  be  discussed  with- 
out delay ;  but  I  know  that  the  whole 
Burmese  Question  is  a  most  complicated 
one — that  it  is  a  question  involving  a 
large  amount  of  matter  of  detail,  and 
requiring  a  considerable  amount  of 
study  to  those  interested  in  it.  A  Blue 
Book,  containing  as  much  detail  as  the 
Government  have  it  in  their  power  to 
produce,  has  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
to-night;  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunter), 
who  has  given  Notice  of  the  Motion, 
and  who  takes  great  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject, will,  at  a  future  time,  be  in  a  better 
position  to  bring  his  views  before  the 
House  of  Commons  than  he  can  possibly 
be  at  the  present  moment.  He  may 
have  exceptional  facilities  for  obtaining 
information  on  the  subject ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, the  House  at  large  is  not  in 
the  same  fortunate  position;  and,  there- 
fore, if  he  wishes  this  subject  to  be 
fairly  discussed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, I  would  ask  him  whether  he 
would  not  do  better,  in  the  interests  of 
the  question  itself,  to  defer  the  debate 
until  the  time  when  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  make  a  formal  Motion  on  the  sub- 
ject in  this  House?  There  is  another 
Amendment  of  which  Notice  has  been 
given  by  a  Member  well  known  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings),  and 
which,  as  I  understand  it,  is  intended  to 
raise  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labourer.  That  is  a  subject  with  which 
the  Government  will  not  find  fault.  On 
the  contrary,  it  is  a  subject  which,  con- 
sidering the  change  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  electorate,  and  the  vast 
number  of  the  agricultural  body  now 
represented,  eminentlv  and  pre-eminently 
d^ervesy  I  believe,  the  consideration  of 


the  House  of  Commons,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  would  find  little 
difficulty  in  obtaining  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  it  forward  at  a  more  fitting 
time.  But,  with  the  exception  of  these 
two  Amendments,  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  special  subject  which  the 
House  is  asked  to  consider.  [An  hon. 
Membeb:  The  crofters.]  Of  course, 
there  are  the  crofters;  but  they  are 
rather  a  portion  of  the  agricultural 
population;  and  when  I  refer  to  the 
agricultural  population  I  do  not  refer 
only  to  the  agricultural  population  of 
England.  But,  after  all,  would  it  not 
be  better  that  this  new  Parliament,  from 
which  the  country  expects  such  great 
things — ^which  is  the  result  of  a  larger 
measure  of  Parliamentary  Beform  than 
this  country  has  ever  known — would 
it  not  be  well  for  this  Parliament 
to  consider  whether  it  might  not 
adopt  a  wise  and  prudent  course 
by  reverting  to  the,  perhaps,  better 
practice  of  former  times,  and  shorten 
the  proceedings  on  the  Address  in  reply 
to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  ?  That 
was,  undoubtedly,  the  practice  of  earlier 
Parliaments,  and  was  the  practice  until 
the  last  few  years.  I  am  only  anxious 
myself  that  the  House  of  Commons, 
from  which  so  much  is  expected,  should 
be  enabled,  by  the  general  co-operation 
of  all  Parties  in  the  House,  to  get  as 
rapidly  as  possible  through  the  trans« 
action  of  the  vital  Business  of  the  coun- 
try. There  is  the  question  of  Ireland, 
which  will,  undoubtedly,  have  to  be 
considered  separately,  either  on  a  Mo- 
tion by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  or  some  one  of  his  followers.  There 
is  also  the  question  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  given  Notice  of  to-night — the 
question  of  reforming — no,  not  reform- 
ing ;  that  is,  perhaps,  not  the  right 
word  to  use — the  question  of  improving 
still  further  the  Procedure  under  which 
this  House  conducts  its  Business.  I 
want  the  House — I  want  clearly  to 
explain  to  the  Hou^e,  as  I  view  it,  and 
as,  I  believe,  my  Colleagues  view  it,  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
We  are  perfectly  aware — it  does  not 
require  any  great  wisdom  or  knowledge 
to  be  aware  of  it — ^that  we  do  not  com- 
mand a  majority  of  pledged  supporters 
in  this  House;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
what  we  are  not  aware  of  is,  that  there 
is  any  other  set  of  Members  in  the 
House  who  are  in  a  position  to  say  that 
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they  do  command  a  majority  of  pledged 
supporters  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  being  so — I  say  it  with  no  Party 
feeling — we  have  considered  it  to  be  our 
duty  to  meet  FarliamoDt,  and  to  endea- 
vour, to  the  best  of  our  ability,  to  carry 
on  the  Business  of  the  country,  and  to 
place  before  Parliament  the  measures 
which  we  think  Parliament  would  do 
well  to  adopt.  But  the  position  is  not 
one  that  can  be  a  grateful  or  a  pleasant 
position  for  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
We  remain  here,  Sir,  not  for  the  plea- 
sure of  retaining  Office,  nor  for  the 
mere  pleasure  of  governing,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  fulfilling  our  duty.  As  long 
as  that  duty  can  be  discharged  by 
us  on  reasonably  honourable  terms — 
\_Laughter] — I  am  afraid  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  who  laugh  have  not 
been  accustomed  to  follow  a  Government 
who  conducted  the  Business  of  the  coun- 
try on  those  terms,  and  they  appear  to 
thank  the  position  Quixotic.  However, 
we  have,  unfortimately,  a  prejudice  in 
favour  of  conducting  the  Business  of  the 
country  on  reasonably  honourable  terms, 
and  on  those  terms  only;  and  the  mo- 
ment we  see  the  slightest  indication  of 
any  desire  on  the  part  of  any  consider- 
able section  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  to  take  up  the  Government  of 
the  country,  that  moment  we  will  take 
every  imaginable  step  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion to  an  immediate  and  rapid  issue. 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  much  more 
on  which  I  need  detain  the  House, 
unless  I  revert  for  one  minute  to  the 
matter  which  has  been  so  effectually  and 
indefinitely,  though  a  little  confusedly, 
put  before  the  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. To  go  back,  I  refer,  if  I  am  not 
trespassing  too  much  upon  the  attention 
of  the  House,  to  the  question  of  Irish 
government,  as  that  question  was  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  th  e  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  when 
he  alluded  very  scornfully  to  the  terms 
in  which  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
Ireland  is  alluded  to  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  It  appears  to  me  that 
in  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  re- 
marks he,  for  some  reason  best  known  to 
himself,  mixed  up  the  question  of  local 
government,  as  we  should  consider  the 
meaning  of  the  term,  with  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  as  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  consider  the  meaning  of  the  term. 
And  he  seemed  to  imagine  that  it  was 
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never  in  the  power,  or  that  it  was  ever 
in  the  mind,  or  that  it  had  ever  been  in 
the  dreams  of  any  Member  of  the  Tory 
Party  to  propose  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons any  measure  that,  by  any  possi- 
bility, could  be  considered  to  contain 
any  germ  of  any  institution  which  might 
in  time  possibly  develop  into  an  Irish 
Parliament.  It  may  bo  possible  hon. 
Members  may  think  us  wrong  in  that 
conclusion ;  but  that,  I  venture  to  say, 
is  the  unanimous  and  united  conclusion 
of  the  Tory  Party.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
wish  Irish  Members,  nor  Members  of 
the  Liberal  Party  opposite,  to  imagine 
that,  even  if  other  circumstances  were 
favourable  for  the  purpose,  any  Local 
Government  Bill  for  Ireland  which  the 
Government  might  wish  to  introduce 
and  carry  would  contain  anything  which 
would  come  within  any  measurable  dis- 
tance of  that  which  I  believe  to  be  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork — the  institution  of  an  Irish  Par- 
liament, on  which  the  Irish  people  and 
Party  are  supposed  to  have  set  their 
hearts.  It  would  be  the  wish  of  the 
Government,  as  I  believe  I  may  say  it 
would  be  the  ambition  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  be  able  to  introduce  into  Ire- 
land— if  only  peace  and  order  prevailed 
in  that  country,  and  the  same  state  of 
law  and  general  acceptance  of  obliga- 
tions that  prevails  in  England—a  local 
government  as  similar  as  possible  to  any 
institution  of  the  kind  introduced  into 
this  country,  believing  that  the  great 
principle  of  the  Legislative  Union  is 
similarity  of  institutions  in  England  and 
Ireland.  That,  at  any  rate,  I  take  to 
be  the  view  of  the  matter  taken  by  the 
Tory  Party.  Circumstances  may  prevent 
that  similarity  from  being  attained  as 
rapidly  as  could  be  wished;  but  simi- 
larity of  institutions  and  equal  laws  is 
the  foundation  of  the  Union  which  we 
intend  absolutely  to  maintain.  I  do  not 
know  whether,  in  the  course  of  time,  a 
change  may  come  over  Ireland  which 
may  possibly  encourage  the  Government 
to  press  forward  upon  the  attention  of 
Parliament  a  measure  such  I  have  de- 
scribed ;  but  this  I  will  say — ^that  the 
present  state  of  Ireland  is  not,  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
one  which  would  be  favourable  for  the 
consideration  of  a  measure  for  establish- 
ing local  government.  A  measure  is 
under  consideration — many  of  its  lead- 
ing features  may  have  been  determined 
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— but  the  time  for  the  introduction  of 
that  measure  has  not  yet  come,  and  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  will  come  ;  but 
I  hope  that  it  may,  and  I  believe  that 
the  introduction  of  a  measure  of  local 
government  for  Ireland  by  the  present 
Ministry  will,  when  it  comes,  be  a  con- 
spicuous sign  that  peace  and  order  pre- 
vail in  that  country.     That,  Sir,  is  the 
Yiew  we  take  of  the  position  of  affairs 
in  Ireland.     We  cannot  conceal  from 
ourselves   that   the  state  of  ^things  is 
not  such  as  to  justify  the  Government  in 
beginning  immediately  to  discuss  the 
question    of   local    government.      The 
Union  between  the  two  countries  which 
the  Government  intend  to  do  their  best 
to  maintain,  whether  in  Opposition  or  in 
power,  is  not  a  vague  phrase,  such  as  is 
Tised  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  when 
they  talk  about  the  *'  unity  and  inte- 
grity of  the  Empire,"  and  their  burning 
and    intense    desire    to  maintain  that 
Union    equally    with    ourselves.      But 
when  we  talk  of  maintaining  the  Union 
between  England  and  Ireland,  we  mean 
the  maintenance  of  the  Parliamentary 
Union  as  established  by  the  Act  of  1800, 
and  nothing  short  of  that.    It  is  possible 
that  these  words  may  produce  feelings 
of  anger  or  of  hostility  amongst  the  He- 
presentatives  of  Badical  feeling  in  this 
country  and  amongst  Bepresentatives  of 
Irish  feeling  over  the  Channel ;  but  they 
are  words  which  must  be  said.    They 
aro  not  said  with  any  malice ;  they  are 
not  said,  I  can  say  from  my  heart,  from 
any  other  feeling  than  that  of  the  truest 
friendship  for  Ireland,  and  the   most 
earnest  and  intense  desire  to  promote 
her  prosperity.     But   they  are   words 
whicn  represent  the  unshaken,  the  im- 
movable conviction  of  the  whole  body  of 
the  Tory  Party  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  England  ;  and  I  firmly 
believe  myself  that  they  are  words  which 
will  before  long  unite  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Sexton^) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP     LOEDS, 
Friday y  22nd  January,  1886. 


Several  Lords— took  the  Oath. 

BURMAH—  MILITARY  EXECUTIONS— 

THE  PROVOST  MARSHAL. 

OBSERVATIONS.        QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON:  My 
Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
It  relates  to  certain  statements  which  ap- 
peared in  The  Times  yesterday  from  its 
Correspondent  at  Mandalay.  Before  pro- 
ceeding to  read  the  statements,  I  desire 
to  say  that,  by  asking  this  Question,  I 
do  not  in  the  slightest  degree  imply 
any  opinion  on  my  part  as  to  their  cor- 
rectness. They  affect  very  seriously  the 
character  of  a  public  officer,  the  Provost 
Marshal  in  Burmah.  I  do  not  know 
who  this  officer  is ;  but  the  conduct  attri- 
buted to  him  appears  to  me  to  be  so 
unworthy  of  a  British  officer  that  I  feel 
great  confidence  in  expressing  the  sin- 
cere hope  that  these  statements  will 
ultimately  turn  out  to  be  inaccurate.  It 
is  quite  as  much  in  the  interests  of  the 
officer  himself,  as  with  a  view  of  putting 
a  stop  to  such  proceedings,  if  unfortu- 
nately they  are  correctly  reported,  that 
I  put  this  Question.  I  will  read  the 
statements  as  they  appear  in  The  Times 
of  yesterday,  and  I  am  sorry  to  add  that 
with  respect  to  the  first  of  them  further 
confirmation  appears  to-day  in  other 
papers.  The  extract  from  The  Times  to 
which  I  refer  is  as  follows : — 

"  The  Rev.  Mr.  Colbeck,  the  representative 
in  l^Iandalay  of  the  Society  for  the  Propagation 
of  the  Gospel,  has  addressed  a  public  protest  to 
the  Chief  Commissioner  against  a  recent  attempt 
by  the  Provost  Marshal  to  procure  testimony 
against  other  persons  from  a  Burman  while  he 
was  covered  by  the  presented  rifles  of  a  firing 
party.  Mr.  Colbeck,  who  has  long  been  resi- 
dent in  Burmah,  declares  that  such  proceedings 
cannot  fail  to  bring  shame  and  discredit  upon 
our  name,  nation,  and  religion.  The  ghastly 
scenes  which  constantly  recur  ,in  executions 
carried  out  by  the  Provost  Marshal  constitute 
g^ve  public  scandals.  The  Provost  Marshal, 
who  is  an  ardent  amateur  photog^pher,  is  de- 
sirous of  securing  views  of  the  persons  executed 
at  the  precise  moment  when  they  are  struck  by 
the  bullets.  To  secure  this  result,  after  the 
orders  *  Ready,*  '  Present,*  have  been  given  to 
the  firing  party,  the  Provost  Marshal  fixes  his 
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camera  on  the  prisoners,  who  at  times  are  kept  moment,  wHcli  will  enable  US  to   say 

waiting  for  some  minutes  in  that  position.  The  ^lietber  these  accounts  are  varnished  or 

officer  commanding  the  firing  party  is  then  di-  ^^^^     rpj^^  ^^yAb  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
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S  fire  at  the  moment  when  he%xposcs  his  Stote  for  India    recogmziDg  the  concern 

plate.  So  far  no  satisfactory  negative  has  been  which  no  doubt  tne  public  teel  alike 
obtained,  and  the  experiments  are  likely  to  be  with  the  Government  on  this  question, 
continued.    These  proceedings  take  place  before    j^^g  despatched  telegrams  to  Lord  Duf- 

toZTe  f  ^;^:^S^1^  ontretdi^s  feri?  and  Mr  Bernard  requesting  infor- 
and  spectators."  mation  upon  the  matter,  and  asking  that 

a  strict  and  searching  inquiry  be  made 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  Jq^q  the  matter.  As  soon  as  this  infor- 
opposite,  and  all  your  Lordships  who  mation  i*  obtained,  I  shall  have  great 
have  heard  or  read  these  statements,  will  pleasure  in  informing  the  noble  Mar- 
agree  with  me  that  the  proceedings  attri-  qu^ga.  With  respect  to  what  he  has 
butedto  the  Provost  Marshal  are  very  out-  stated  as  to  court  martials  being  held  in 
rageous,  and  deserve  serious  reprobation. ;  Burmah,  I  would  deprecate  any  discus- 
Although  I  think  it  very  unlikely  that .  qJqh  at  the  present  moment,  and  until 
the  noble  Lord  will  be  able  to  give  me  |  ^e  have  further  information  about 
any  positive  information  on  the  subject  them. 

just  now,  I  earnestly  trust  that  my  j  The  Eakl  of  KIMBEELEY suggested 
noble  Friend  will  make  inquiry  without  that,  as  Papers  were  about  to  be  pre- 
delay  into  the  truth  of  these  allegations,  gented  on  the  subject  of  Burmah,  it 
so  that  if  they  are  inaccurate,  the  cha- ,  ^ould  be  as  well  that  they  should  be 
racter  of  this  officer  may  be  cleared,  as  accompanied  with  a  map  of  the  coun- 
I  trust  it  will ;  but  if,  unhappily,  they  try. 

turn  out  to  be  correct,  that  measures  |      Lord  HAEEIS  said,  he  would  make 
may  be  taken  not  only  to  put  a  stop  to   inquiries  as  to  that, 
those  proceedings,  but  to  mark  in  a  | 

most  signal  manner  the  sentiments  of  |     giR  WILLIAM  ROSE,  K.C.B.,  LATE 
Her  Majesty  8  Government  with  regard 
to  them.     There  is  one  other  matter  to 
which    I    wish    to  refer.     One  would 


CLERK  OF  THE  PARLIAMENTS. 
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gather  from  those  statements  that  a  con-  [  The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  : 
siderable  number  of  persons  are,  at  the  ,  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  perforni  a  sorrowful 
present  time,  being  tried  by  court  mar-  duty.  It  is  to  move — 
tial  and  executed  in  Burmah.  I  will  |  «  That  this  House  is  deeply  sensible  of  tho 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  loss  which  they  have  sustained  by  the  death  of 
opposite  that  he  should  very  seriously    Sir  WiUiam  Rose,  K.C.B.,  the  late  Clerk  of  the 

co^n'sxder  to  what  extent  there  h  legal .  J^^-t*'-^  ^^JJ^^  ^^t^to,^^^ 
warrant  for  trying  persons  withm  Her  ^  abiHties,  diUgence,  and  integrity  with  which 
Majesty's  Dominions  who  are  not  under  '  he  executed  his  important  duties  in  that  and 
the  Mutiny  Acts.  Burmah  has  now  been  [  other  offices  in  the  service  of  this  House  during 
annexed,  and  is  a  part  of  Her  Majesty's  *  P^"^^  ^^  ^^  years.^* 
Dominions.  I  do  not  wish  to  express  a  My  Lords,  I  have  but  little  to  add  to 
positive  opinion  on  that  subject  at  pre-  the  terms  of  the  Motion.  The  loss  of 
sent ;  but  it  is,  I  think,  worthy  of  the  Sir  William  Bose  has  been  regretted,  I 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  think,  by  all  in  this  House.  There  are 
Government.  very  few  of  us  who  have  been  here  long 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  enough  to  remember  the  time  when  Sir 
STATE  (Lord  Harris)  :  My  Lords,  in  |  William  Rose  was  not  at  this  Table, 
reply  to  the  noble  Marquess  opposite ,  His  manner  and  kindness  to  all  the 
(the  Marquess  of  Ripon),  I  have  to  say  j  Members  of  this  House  are  well  known, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  ,  He  was  laborious  and  careful  and  exact 
read  with  the  greatest  concern  the  |  in  his  duties.  He  possessed  a  profound 
account  of  The  Times  Correspondent  at  knowledge  of  the  precedents  of  this 
Mandalay  with  respect  to  these  execu- 1  House,  and  of  our  customary  law ;  and 
tions,  and  the  manner  in  which  they  he  was  able  to  render  services  to  the 
have  been  conducted.  We  have  no  in-  Members  of  this  House  in  that  capacity 
formation,     however,    at    the    present  which  we  specially  require.    Owing  to 
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the  fact  that  our  Speaker  does  not  pos- 
sess authority  over  us,  and  that  the  dis- 
posal of  all  Order  in  this  House  is  imme- 
diately the  work  of  the  House  itself,  an 
authority  like  that,  ahle  and  willing  to 
furnish  us  with  guidance,  was  of  ines- 
timable yalue.  My  Lords,  I  feel  that  I 
am  only  expressing  the  opinion  enter- 
tained by  aJl  Peers  in  this  House,  on 
whichever  side  of  the  House  they  may 
sit,  of  the  deep  loss  we  have  sustained 
by  the  death  of  Sir  William  Bose. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville) 
alluded  last  night  in  a  touching  manner 
to  the  loss  we  have  experienced  by  the 
death  of  Sir  William  Eose.  I  only  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  how  heartily  I 
concur  in  every  word  that  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Marquess.  I  have  known 
Sir  William  Rose  for  very  many  years, 
both  in  his  public  and  private  capacity  ; 
and  anyone  more  obliging,  more  atten- 
tive to  his  duties,  or  more  anxious  to 
assist  everyone  to  obtain  information,  I 
think  none  of  us  have  ever  known.  The 
House  has  sustained  a  very  severe  loss 
by  the  death  of  Sir  William  Rose,  and 
1  am  sure  that  noble  Lords  will  concur 
in  every  word  that  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess.  I  beg  to  second  the 
Motion. 


Moved  to  resolye, ''  That  this  House  is  deeply 
sensible  of  the  loss  which  they  have  sustained 
by  the  death  of  Sir  William  Rose,  K.C.B.,  the 
late  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  and  think  it 
right  to  record  the  just  sense  which  they  enter- 
tain of  the  zeal,  ability,  diligence,  and  integrity 
with  which  he  executed  his  important  duties  in 
that  and  other  offices  in  the  serviceH  of  this 
House  during  a  period  of  50  years.'* — (The 
Marquess  of  Salisbuiy,) 

The  Eabl  of  LIMERICK  said,  he 
desired,  on  behalf  of  the  younger  and 
private  Members  of  the  House,  to  ex- 
press their  deep  sense  of  the  assistance 
which  was  invariably  so  kindly  and 
constantly  rendered  to  them  by  Sir 
William  Eose. 

Motion  agreed  to,  nemtne  dmentiente. 

House  a4]oumed  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills -^  liesolutions  in 
Committee — Ordered — First  Heading— Chnrch 
of  Scotland  •  [6]  ;  Licensing  Laws  Amend- 
ment (Local  Control)  •  [35 J ;  Burial  Law 
Amendment*  [45];  Spirits  in  Bond  (Great 
Britain  and  Ireland)  •  [52] ;  Oaths  •  [64] ; 
Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland)  •  [72]. 

Ordered — First  Heading  —  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act  (1881)  Amendment*  [11;  County  Go- 
vernment  (Ireland)  •  [2]  ;  Police  Forces  En- 
franchisement •  [3]  ;  Church  Patronage  • 
[4] ;  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  •  [6] ; 
Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Expenses)  • 
[7] ;  Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning 
Officers  Expenses)  (Ireland)*  [8];  Municipal 
Franchise  (Ireland)*  [91;  Labourers  (Ire- 
land) Acts  Amendment*  [10];  Tenure  of 
Town  Houses  (Ireland)*  [H];  National 
School  Teachers  (Ireland)  •  [12] ;  Registra- 
tion of  Voters  (Ireland)*  [13];  University 
Education  (Ireland)  •  [14] ;  salmon  Fisheries 
(Ireland)*  [15];  Butter  Substitutes*  [16]; 
Crofters  (Scotland)  *  [17] ;  Technical  Educa- 
tion (Ireland)*  [18];  Housing  of  Working 
Classes  in  Towns  (Ireland)  *  [19]  ;  Municipal 
Boundaries  (Dublin)  *  [2Ql ;  Kates  (Dublin)  * 
[21] ;  Private  Bill  Legislation  *  [22] ;  Bounda- 
ries of  Towns  (Ireland)  *[23]  ;  rarliamentary 
Elections  (Polls)  *  [24]  ;  Representation  of  the 
People  Act  ( 1 884)  Extension  ♦  [25] ;  Copyhold 
Enfranchisement  •  [26] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  *  [27J  ;  Police  Constables* 
Pensions  •  [28] ;  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours 
(Ireland}  *  [29]  ;  Trees  (Ireland)  •  [301 ; 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Fire  Brigade 
Expenses)*  FSl]  ;  Tobacco  (Ireland)  *  [32]  ; 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal  *  [33] ; 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 
&c.)  •  [34]  ;  Fairs  and  Markets  (Tolls)  (Ire- 
land) *  [36]  ;  Quarter  Sessions  (Boroughs)  * 
[37];  Tenure  of  Land  (Scotland)*  [38]; 
Probation  of  First  Offenders  *  [39]  ;  Port  and 
Harbour  Authorities  *  [40] ;  Land  Purchase 
Facilities*  [41];  Sites  for  Schools,  &o.  (Ire- 
land) •  [42] ;  Landlord's  Right  of  Distress 
Abolition  *  [43] ;  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Theatres,  &c.)*  [44];  Explosive 
Substances  Act  (1883)  Amendment*  [46]; 
Bankruptcy  (Ireland)*  [47];  Land  (High- 
lands and  Islands)  *  [48] ;  Marriage  with  a 
Deceased  Wife's  Sister*  [49];  Marriages 
(Nonconformist  Chapels)  *  [60]  ;  Beer  Adul- 
teration *  [61] ;  Allotments  and  Small  Hold- 
ings *  [53] ;  Church  Boards  *  [64] ;  Mining 
Leases  *  [66] ;  Shop  Hours  Regulation  •  [56]; 
Allotments  *  [671 ;  Game  Laws  Amendment  * 
[58]  ;  Beer  Adulteration  (No.  2)  *  [69] ; 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment* 
[60];  Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Extraordinary) 
Amendment*  [61];  Marriages  (Hours  of 
Solemnisation)  *  [62]  ;  Tithe  Rent  -  Charge 
(Extraordinary)  Redemption*  [63];  Tithe 
Rent-Charge  Amendment  *  {65] ;  Beer  Adul- 
teration (No.  3)  *  [66] ;  Workhouse  Children* 
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[67];  Turbary  Mountain  Grazing  and  Sea 
Wrack  (Ireland)  •  [681 ;  Theatree,  &c.  (Me- 
tropolis) •  [69] ;  Parliaioentary  Franchise 
(Extension  to  Women)  •  [70] ;  Land  Cultiva- 
tion* [71]  ;  Fishery  Acts  (Scotland)  •  [73J  ; 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Durham)  •  [74]  ;  Municipal  Franchise  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2)  •  [76] ;  Employers'  Liability 
Act  (1880)  Amendment  (No.  2)*  [76]; 
Unclaimed  Deposits  •  [77];  Tramways  Acts 
(Ireland)  Amendment*  [78];  Ecclesiastical 
Assessments  (Scotland)  *  [70]  ;  Ib^anitation  of 
Houses*  [80]  :  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
(Keeping  of  Firewood)  *181];  Parliamentary 
Elections  •  [82] ;  Land  Tenure  and  Transfer* 
[83J ;  Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning 
Officers'  Expenses)  (Scotland)  ♦  [84]. 

QUESTIONS. 

ARMY— THE  TESTING   OF  SIDE- 
ARMS. 

Colonel  SALI8-SCHWABE  asked 
tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
sidearms,  more  especially  Cavalry  swords, 
used  to  be  and  are  now  subjected  to  a 
test  by  a  viewer  or  official  of  the  Ord- 
nance Department  before  issue,  and 
whether  each  Cavalry  sword  or  other 
sidearm  used  to  be  and  is  marked,  so 
that  the  viewer  who  passed  it  fit  for  use 
can  be  identified  ;  and,  whether  several 
sidearms,  especially  Cavalry  swords, 
have,  within  the  last  three  years,  been 
found,  after  issue  to  Her  Majesty's 
troops,  to  be  unable  to  stand  the  test 
which  they  should  have  undergone  be- 
fore issue ;  and,  if  that  be  the  case, 
whether  the  viewers  or  officials  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  who  passed  such 
sidearms  are  still  employed  in  the  public 
service  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  :  All  sidearms,  including 
Cavalry  swords,  are  and  have  been  sub- 
jected to  a  test  by  a  viewer  before  issue 
to  troops;  and  every  arm  so  tested  is 
marked  in  such  a  manner  that  the  viewer 
by  whom  it  has  been  passed  can  be 
identified.  No  sidearms  have  been  found 
within  the  last  three  years  unable  to 
withstand,  after  issue  to  the  troops,  the 
tests  to  which  they  should  have  been 
and  were  subjected  before  issue.  It  is, 
however,  to  be  observed  that  a  far  more 
severe  test  of  fitness  than  that  hitherto 
adopted  officially  has  recently  been  ap- 
pliea  to  sidearms  in  the  possession  of 
the  troops ;  and,  I  may  add,  the  future 
standard  of  efficiency  at  the  time  of  issue 
will  be  regulated  by  this  more  stringent 
trial. 


BURMAH—MILITARY  EXECUTIONS— 
THE  PROVOST  MARSHAL. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  following 
paragraph  contained  in  a  telegraphio 
despatch  dated  Mandalay,  January  19tb, 
published  in  The  Times  of  the  2l8t 
inst. : — 

<*  The  ghastly  scenes  which  constantly  recur 
in  executions  carried  out  by  the  Provost  Mar- 
shal constitute  grave  public  scandals.  Tho 
Provost  Marshal,  who  is  an  ardent  amateur 
photographer,  is  desirous  of  securing  views  of 
the  persons  executed  at  the  precise  moment 
when  they  are  struck  by  the  bullets.  To  secure 
this  result,  after  the  orders,  *  Ready,'  *  Present,' 
have  been  given  to  the  firing  party,  the  Provost 
Marshal  fixes  his  camera  on  the  prisoners,  who 
at  times  are  kept  waiting  for  some  minutes  in 
that  position.  The  officer  commanding  the 
firing  party  is  then  directed  by  the  Provost 
Marshal  to  give  the  order  to  fire  at  the  moment 
when  he  exposes  his  plate  ;  " 

and,  whether  in  view  of  The  Timee  cor- 
respondent's declaration  that 

*^  So  far  no  satisfactory  negatives  having  been 
obtained  the  experiments  are  likely  to  be  con- 
tinued," 

he  will  telegraph  to  the  authorities  in 
India  calling  their  attention'to  the  alle- 
gation with  a  view,  if  it  be  found  to  be 
true,  to  the  immediate  suppression  of 
the  practice  and  the  prosecution  of  the 
Provost  Marshal  ? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  there  is  any  truth  in  the  following 
statement  from  The  Times  o£  January  2l6ty 
respecting  certain  executions  in  Bur- 
mah:— 

**  The  ghastly  scenes  which  constantly  recur 
in  execuUons  carried  out  by  the  Provost  Mar- 
shal constitute  grave  public  scandals.  The 
Provost  Marshal,  who  is  an  ardent  amateur 
photog^pher,  is  desirous  of  securing  views  of 
the  persons  executed  at  the  precise  moment 
when  they  are  struck  by  the  bullets.  To  secure 
the  result,  after  the  orders,  *  Ready,'  *  Present,* 
have  been  given  to  the  firing  party,  the  Provort 
Marshal  fixes  his  camera  on  the  prisoners,  who 
at  times  are  kept  waiting  for  some  minutes  in 
that  position.  The  officer  commanding  tho 
firing  party  is  then  directed  by  the  Provost 
Marshal  to  give  the  order  to  fire  at  the  moment 
when  ho  exposes  his  plate ;  *' 

and,  if  so,  whether  the  Gk>vemment  have 

taken  or  intend  to  take  any  action  in 

the  matter  ? 

Sm  QEOEGE   CAMPBELL:  There 

is  an  urgent  question  arising  out  of  this 

— namely,  whether  at  the  present  time 

questions  of  life  and  death  in  Upper 

JBurmah  are  under  the  control  of  the 
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Chief  Civil  Authority  (Mr.  Bernard)  or 
whether  the  military  authorities  are 
allowed  to  exercise  any  sort  of  uncon- 
trolled martial  law  ? 

The  SECRErAEY  op  STATE  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  :  I  am  not  quite 
certain  whether  the  Civil  Authorities  in 
Upper  Burmah  have  hitherto  superseded 
the  Military  Authorities ;  but  when  Mr. 
Bernard  went  up  to  Mandalay,  in  the 
absence  of  General  Prendergast,  on  the 
expedition  to  Bhamo,  I  was  then  under 
the  impression  that  Civil  government  had 
recommenced,  in  Mandalay  at  any  rate. 
Bat  since  Mr.  Bernard's  departure  from 
Mandalay  and  General  Prendergast's 
return,  I  am  not  quite  sure  what  would 
be  the  precise  relation  between  the  Civil 
Authorities  and  the  Military  Authorities. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  will  repeat  the 
Question  on  Monday  I  will  try  to  ascer- 
tain in  the  meantime.  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Members  for  Glasgow  and  Newry, 
I  may  say  I  am  not  surprised  that  both 
hon.  Members  should  have  thought  it 
their  duty  to  put  Questions  on  the  very 
grave  and  startling  information  which 
for  two  days  running  has  been  given  to 
the  public  by  The  Times  Correspondent 
at  Mandalay.  I  cannot  bring  myself  to 
beliere  that  any  officer  wearing  the 
Queen's  uniform  would  have  allowed 
himself  to  perpetrate  actions  which 
really  would  have  disgraced  the  officers 
of  King  Theebaw.  I  cannot  bring  myself 
to  believe  that  there  is  any  portion  of 
truth  in  this  announcement ;  but  when 
the  announcement  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Provost  Marshal  at  Mandalay  ap- 
peared in  The  Times  of  to-day,  I  thought 
it  my  duty  to  telegraph  to  the  Viceroy  to 
ascertain  the  exact  foundation  for  these 
serious  allegations.  And  I  did  more 
than  that — I  departed,  I  believe,  from 
the  established  practice.  In  order  that 
no  time  might  be  lost,  I  sent  a  similar 
telegram  direct  to  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner at  Mandalay.  I  trust  most 
earnestly  that  it  may  turn  out  that  these 
allegations  are  not  well  founded ;  but  I 
have  instructed  the  Chief  Commissioner 
at  Mandalay,  on  my  own  authority,  that 
if,  in  any  degree,  these  allegations  are 
true,  the  gravest  and  most  immediate 
action  must  be  taken  against  the  officer 
concerned. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  shall  in  a  few 
days  ask  if  any  reply  has  been  received 
by  the  noble  Lord. 


INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— INCOME  TAX. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBEELAIN 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Financial 
Minister  for  India  has  proposed,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Viceroy,  a  graduated 
Income  or  License  Tax ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Government  has  offered 
any  objection  to  this  proposal? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Lord 
Randolph  Chuhchill)  :  I  have  some 
difficulty  in  answering  the  Question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not 
quite  know  what  he  precisely  means  by 
a  graduated  Income  Tax.  As  far  as  I 
can  gather,  he  has  been  careful  to  leave 
not  only  his  opponents,  but  also  his  pos- 
sible Colleagues,  in  a  state  of  the  utmost 
uncertainty  on  this  point;  and,  there- 
fore, I  can  only  answer  his  Question  by 
telling  him  what  the  Indian  Income  Tax 
proposed  by  the  Government  is,  and 
leave  him  to  draw  his  own  conclusions 
as  to  whether  it  comes  up  to  his  own 
idea  of  a  graduated  Income  Tax.  The 
draft  Bill  of  the  Government  of  India, 
which  has  now  passed  through  two 
stages  in  the  Legislative  Council,  pro- 
vides that  non-agricultural  incomes  shall 
be  taxed,  and  the  sources  are  classified 
under  four  heads  —  offices,  profits  of 
Companies,  interest  on  securities,  and 
other  sources.  The  rate  of  Income  Tax 
is  five  pice  a  rupee,  which,  I  believe,  in 
English  money  is  a  little  under  |rf.  in 
Is,  6d.j  on  incomes  of  2,000  rupees  per 
annum  and  upwards;  and,  roughly, 
4  pice  on  incomes  under  2,000  rupees. 
There  are  certain  exceptions — namely, 
incomes  derived  from  land  or  agricul- 
ture, charities,  soldiers  with  pay  under 
500  rupees  a  month.  Government  offi- 
cials with  salaries  under  100  rupees  a 
month,  also  allpersons  with  a  total  income 
of  less  than  500  rupees  per  annum.  In 
cases  of  incomes  derived  under  the 
fourth  head  of  **  other  sources,'*  incomes 
under  2,000  rupees  per  annum  are  as- 
sessed in  six  grades,  rising  from  500 
rupees  to  2,000  rupees.  The  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
has  been  given  to  the  Bill.  This 
is  all  the  information  I  can  give  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  upon 
that,  no  doubt,  he  will  form  his  own 
conclusions. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBEELAIN: 
The  noble  Lord  has  not  answered  the 
last  portion  of  the  Question. 
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Of  course,  the  Indian  Budget  has  not 
come  before  the  Goyernment  as  a  whole; 
but  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council  has  been  given  to  the 
Bill,  the  heads  of  which  I  have  stated 
to  the  House. 
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CHINA— THE  REPORTED  LOAN. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs, 
Whether  he  can  give  any  information 
respecting  the  truth  of  the  rumours  that 
a  Chinese  Loan  is  being  negotiated  by  a 
foreign  syndicate  in  Germany  for  the 
construction  of  Railways  in  China;  whe- 
ther any  inducements  have  been  offered 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
Chinese  Government  to  raise  their  loans 
for  public  works  in  the  London  Money 
Market;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  taken  any  steps  to 
secure  for  British  manufacturers  all 
contracts  for  Bailway  material  required 
by  China  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bourke)  :  We  have  heard 
the  rumour  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  we  have  no  means  of  knowing 
whether  any  loan  will  be  brought  out  by 
the  Syndicate  in  question.  The  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Charged'  Affaires 
at  Pekin  has,  however,  been  called  to 
the  subject.  It  would  be  altogether 
contrary  to  the  usual  practice  of  the 
British  Government  to  interfere  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  of 
China  may  see  fit  to  raise  loans.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will,  if  the  occa- 
sion arises,  be  ready  to  give  such  assist- 
ance as  they  can  properly  afford  in 
support  of  British  manufacturing  and 
commercial  interests  in  China ;  but  they 
could  not  take  the  steps  suggested  in 
the  third  clause  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question. 

Mb.  M'LAREN:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lays  down  the  principle  that  the  Govern  • 
ment  will,  in  no  circumstances,  inter- 
fere with  foreiffn  Governments  on 
behalf  of  English  commerce  in  com- 
petition with  the  commerce  of  other 
countries  ? 

Me.  BOURKE:  I  said  just  the  re- 
verse. I  said  ^the  Government  would 
always  be  very  glad  to  give  such  support 
as  may  properly  be  given  to  gentlemen 
engaged  in  commercial  affairs. 


BURMAH— THE  CHINESE  GOVERN- 
MENT. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  representations  have  been, 
made  by  the  Chinese  Government  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  respecting  the 
annexation  of  Burmah  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Botjrke)  :  I  have  to  say 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  in 
communication  with  the  Government  of 
China  with  respect  to  Burmese  affairs. 
The  time  has  not  yet  arrived  when  it  is 
thought  advisable,  in  the  interests  of  the 
public,  that  those  communications  should 
be  made  known. 

IRELAND—"  BOYCOTTING  "—ALLEGED 

OUTRAGE. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  on  the  occasion  of  a  deputation  to 
Lord  Salisbury,  that  a  boycotted  woman 
in  Ireland  was  held  down  by  her  neigh- 
bours, while  a  dog  gnawed  her  leg^; 
and,  if  true,  whether  any  persons  have 
been  arrested  for  the  outrage  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke)  said,  that  this 
statement  referred  to  a  very  horrible  and 
serious  outrage  if  it  really  occurred.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  if  it  had  occurred  it 
had  already  come  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  authorities  in  Ireland.  He  had 
taken  steps  to  make  inquiries,  and  had  no 
doubt  his  hon.  Friend  would  get  the  in- 
formation he  sought. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  would  repeat  the  Question  on  Monday. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  when  this  Question  is  asked  I  shall 
ask  the  Home  Secretary,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  action  of 
an  English  lady  who  tied  a  little  child, 
aged  two,  to  a  chair  before  a  fire  and 
slowly  roasted  her  to  death  ? 

PARLLA.MENT  —  BUSINESS     OP     THE 

HOUSE— INTRODUCTION  OF 

PUBLIC  BILLS. 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN  drew  atten- 
tion  to  the  fact  that,  at  the  close  of  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  the  introductioa 
of  Bills  would  occupy  some  three  hours ; 
and  he  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  the  debate  could  be 
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closed  at  a  reasonable  hour,  so  that 
Members  interested  in  the  Bills  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  introducing 
them? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEK,  in  reply,  said,  that  they  might, 
perhaps,  be  able  to  make  an  arrange- 
ment which  would  be  con7enient  to  the 
hon.  Member  if  it  were  possible  to  close 
the  general  debate  on  the  Address  that 
evening,  and  take  the  first  Amendment 
upon  it  on  Monday. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  what 
he  meant  was,  that  when  the  debate 
closed  it  should  be  at  a  reasonable  hour, 
say  10  o'clock,  so  that  hon.  Members 
might  have  anopportunity  of  introducing 
their  Bills. 

ORBUR   OF  THE  BAY, 


ADDRESS   IN   ANSWER   TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOTT&iq^D   DEBATE.     [sECOND   NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2 let  January.] — 
[See  page  92.] 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  sexton  said,  they  were  not 
able  last  night  to  respond  to  the  appeal 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Banaolph 
Ohurchill)  that  the  general  debate  on  the 
Address  should  be  allowed  to  close  as 
soon  as  he  had  himself  sat  down.  If 
there  were  no  other  reasons  for  refusing 
to  close  the  debate,  they  considered  that 
it  would  not  be  duly  regardful  to  the 
position  held  in  the  G-overnment  of  the 
country  by  the  noble  Lord  himself  if  they 
were  to  allow  his  speech  on  this  impor- 
tant occasion  to  pass  by  without  any 
notice.  Moreover,  they  knew  the  secret 
of  the  haste  of  the  noble  Lord.  They 
knew  that  he  was  very  anxious  tx)  go  on 
with  what  he  called  the  reform  of  Proce- 
dure. The  noble  Lord  wbhed  the  House, 
in  regard  to  the  length  of  the  debate  on 
the  Address,  and  in  regard  to  other 
matters,  to  go  back  to  the  habits  and 
practices  of  the  good  old  times ;  but  there 
were  more  recent  times  than  the  good 
old  times  when  the  noble  Lord  himself 
was  not  anxious  to  curtail  debate.  Those 
times  might  soon  return,  and  the  Irish 
Members,  for  their  part,  had  too  sincere 
a  regard  for  the  freedom  of  debate  in 
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that  House  to  abet  the  noble  Lord  in  any 
measure  which  might  prevent  aspiring 
and  active  Members  of  the  House  from 
rivalling  the  former  courses  of  the  noble 
Lord,  or  which  would  prevent  him,  when 
opportunity  and  occasion  served,  from 
returning  to  the  practice  which  he  for- 
merly adorned.  That  being  so,  they 
were  not  in  a  hurry  at  that  moment  to 
approach  the  question  of  the  reform  of 
Procedure.  With  regard  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  he  would  say  that 
surprise  was  its  keynote.  According  to 
the  noble  Lord,  everything  was  surpris- 
ing and  everybody  was  surprised.  The 
country,  the  noble  Lord  said,  was  sur- 
prised by  the  Queen's  Speech.  He  should 
not  wonder  if  he  heard  that  the  noble 
Lord  himself  was  surprised  when  he  first 
saw  the  Queen's  Speech.  The  country 
thought  that  the  Government  was  com- 
posed of  men  consistent  in  their  course  of 
public  action.  It  was  thought  that  they 
were  men  whose  minds  were  animated  by 
a  consistent  principle  of  conduct.  If  that 
were  so,  he  admitted  that  the  country 
had  good  reason  to  be  surprised.  None 
of  the  Irish  Members  could  forget  that 
in  the  brief  interval  during  which  the 
Government  had  been  in  power  the  Prime 
Minister  made  a  public  speech  of  the 
greatest  gravity  and  moment,  in  which 
he  referred  to  the  dualism  of  Austria- 
Hungary  in  connection  with  the  Irish 
Question .  Th e  fact  was  that  those  words 
of  the  Prime  Minister  were  placed  before 
the  country  by  him  at  a  time  when  the 
question  of  the  national  legislative  free- 
dom of  Ireland  was  occupying  the  public 
mind  to  the  exclusion  of  everything  else. 
Those  words  were  uttered  after  the  Irish 
Leader  had  made  his  declaration  that 
the  claim  of  the  Irish  people  to  legisla- 
tive independence  would  be  the  imme- 
diate care  of  the  Parliamentary  Party ; 
and  he  contended,  therefore,  that  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  could  have 
no  other  interpretation  in  the  minds  of 
intelligent  men,  and  they  had  no  other 
purpose  in  his  own,  but  to  convey  to  the 
country  that  his  Administration  were 
ready  to  consider  the  claim  to  legislative 
independence  of  Ireland;  and  in  the 
settlement  of  that  question  to  consider — 
at  least  as  a  general  guiding  principle — 
the  settlement  which  had  made  the  Im- 
perial authority  of  the  Emperor  of  Aus- 
tria consistent  with  the  concession  of  the 
claim  of  the  people  of  Hungary  to 
national  independence.    At  a  later  date 
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tbe  Prime  Minister  distinctly  shadowed 
out  a  settlement  of  the  Irish  Question  in 
a  public  speech  limited,  on  the  one  hand, 
by  the  integrity  of  the  Empire,  and,  on 
the  other,  by  the  protection  of  the  rights 
of  the  Protestant  and  territorial  minority 
in  Ireland.  What  was  the  meaning  of 
making  those  limits  at  all,  and  of  de- 
fining them  in  a  public  speech,  unless 
they  had  a  relation  to  a  project  of  legis- 
lative independence  for  Ireland,  and  un- 
less the  Prime  Minister  meant  to  indicate 
to  the  country  that  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment were  ready  to  concede  that  freedom 
within  the  bounds  of  those  limits  ?  Tho 
Government  came  into  Office  last  June  ; 
tho  elections  took  place  in  November  and 
December.  Ministers  spoke  often  in  that 
interval ;  and  they  never  directly  or  in- 
directly, by  any  declaration  or  hint,  gave 
tho  country  to  understand  that  there 
was  lurking  in  the  minds  of  any  of  them 
a  fundamental  objection,  or  objection  in 
point  of  principle,  to  a  settlement  of  the 
Irish  national  question,  provided  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire  were  preserved  and 
tho  rights  of  the  minority  respected. 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  :  I 
particularly  inserted  in  my  speech  a 
passage  saying  that  I  would  always  do 
my  best  to  support  the  maintenance  of 
the  Parliamentary  Union  between  the 
two  countries. 

Mr.  sexton  replied  that  the  noble 
Lord  appeared  to  have  felt  called  upon 
last  night  to  make  a  very  specific  declara- 
tion on  the  subject.  But  up  to  the  General 
Election — and  that  was  the  date  which 
the  House  would  have  to  keep  in  mind 
— there  was  not  conveyed  to  the  mind  of 
the  country  any  intimation  or  hint  that 
the  Government,  as  a  whole,  or  that  any 
important  individual  Member  of  it,  saw 
any  objection  in  point  of  principle  to 
the  concession  of  the  Irish  claim  for  the 
native  care  of  native  affairs,  provided 
only,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the  integrity  of 
the  Empire  was  maintained,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  such  guarantees  as  were 
available  should  be  given  that  the'rights 
of  the  minority  should  not  be  abused. 
If  the  Government  saw  any  objection  to 
the  concession  of  the  Irish  claim,  they 
deliberately  withheld  from  the  know- 
lodge  of  the  country  the  condition  of 
their  minds.  They  deliberately  excited 
oei'tain  hopes  in  the  breasts  of  tho  people 
of  Ireland.  They  deliberately  spread  a 
certain  impression  through  the  minds  of 
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the  English  people — they  did  all  that  to 
secure  a  certain  result  at  the  polls ;  and, 
failing  to  secure  that  result,  they  now 
turned  round,  without  a  moment's  warn- 
ing, and  by  an  unprecedented  act  had 
by  their  advice  induced  the  Sovereign 
in  the  Royal  Speech  to  use  language 
which  he  held  to  be  not  duly  regardful 
either  of  the  freedom  of  speech  of  that 
House,  or  of  the  usage,  the  custom,  and 
the  spirit  of  the  British  Constitution. 
He  had  always  understood  the  function 
of  the  Sovereign  of  the  Realm,  in  re- 
gard to  the  passing  of  laws,  to  be 
either  to  give  or  to  withhold  from  Bills 
sent  up  by  the  consent  of  both  Houses 
Her  Majesty's  Royal  Assent.  But  ob- 
serve the  language  used  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  with  respect  to  the  Irish  National 
question.  The  Sovereign  was  actually 
advised  to  say — 

"  I  am  resolutely  opposed  to  any  disturbance 
of  that  fundamental  law  *' 

— that  was,  the  law  of  the  Legislative 
Union — 

'*  and  in  resisting  it  I  am  convinced  that  I  aihall 
be  heartily  supported  by  my  Parliament  and  my 
people.** 

The  Party  who  professed  themselves  to 
be  the  guardians  of  the  Constitution  had 
thus  advised  and  induced  the  Sovereign 
to  depart  from  the  Constitutional  course 
of  waiting  on  the  action  of  the  House. 
They  had  advised  and  induced  the  Sove- 
reign to  take  what  would  be  found  to 
have  been  the  regprettable  coarse  of  de- 
claring in  advance  Her  Majesty's  oppo- 
sition to  a  certain  Bill  before  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  had  been  pleased 
to  consider  that  Bill.  Was  it  meant  by 
that  paragraph  (for  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  responsible)  that  if  it  should 
happen  that  both  Houses  were  to  agree 
to  a  Bill  for  the  legislative  independence 
of  Ireland,  the  Sovereign  would  uncon- 
stitutionally persist  in  the  exercise  of  the 
Royal  veto  to  the  extinction  of  the 
powers  and  of  the  functions  of  both 
Houses?  If  it  did  not  mean  that,  it 
did  not  mean  anything.  He  thought  it 
would  have  been  more  decent,  more 
seemly,  and  more  Constitutional  for  the 
Qevernment  to  have  refrained  from 
giving  the  advice  reflected  in  that  pas- 
sage until  the  time  had  come  for  the 
Sovereign  constitutionally  to  act — not 
in  anticipation  of  the  action  of  the  two 
Houses,  but  as  the  sequel  to  it.  Again, 
what  did  the  Government  mean  by  the 
''  disturbance  of  that  fundamental  law?'' 
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How  or  why  was  one  law  more  funda- 
mental than  another  ?  Did  not  all  laws 
rest  on  the  same  sanction — namely,  the 
will  of  that  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  the  assent  of  the  Queen? 
And  the  lightest  law  to  which  those 
united  consents  were  given  had  the  same 
sanction  as  any  other  law,  however  great 
and  vital  it  might  be.  Moreover,  Her 
Majesty's  Boyal  Predecessor  and  Pela- 
tive,  King  George  III.,  in  1782,  gave  the 
Hoyal  Asisent  to  a  law  which  not  only 
conceded  the  legislative  independence  of 
Ireland,  but  actually  declared— and  the 
language  remained  on  the  Statute  Book 
to  England's  eternal  shame — that  that 
legislative  independence,  to  which  the 
Sovereign  now  declared  itself  to  be  re- 
solutely opposed,  should  for  ever  remain 
in  force.  People  sometimes  talked  as 
though  an  independent  Irish  Parliament 
were  a  matter  of  ancient  history ;  but  it 
should  be  remembered  that  there  had 
been  a  series  of  Irish  Parliaments.  It 
was  only  100  years  since  the  last  Irish 
Parliament  met ;  and  yet  Irishmen  were 
now  told  that  it  was  impossible  to  alter 
*•  the  fundamental  law,"  although  the 
Sovereign  and  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment were  pledged  1 00  years  ago  to  the 
concession,  and  to  the  permanent  exist- 
ence of  that  legislative  independence 
which  now  must  not  be  even  argued. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had,  unfortu- 
nately, given  the  Sovereign  ill  advice.  The 
truth  or  the  statement  would,  no  doubt, 
be  accepted  hereafter.  Those  who  be- 
lieved in  the  consistency  of  the  action 
and  mind  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
must  have  been  surprised  at  some  pas- 
sages in  the  Queen's  Speech.  Even  those 
who  had  no  faith  in  their  consistency, 
and  no  belief  in  their  intelligence,  must 
have  experienced  similar  astonishment. 
For  while  he  found  that  the  rising  in 
Eastern  Boumelia  was  giving  an  ex- 
pression to  the  desire  of  the  inhabitants 
for  a  change  in  their  political  arrange- 
ments, and  although  the  desire  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Eoumelia,  expressed  in 
that  moderate  and  Constitutional  man- 
ner, had  led  Her  Majesty,  under  the  in- 
fluence of  her  Advisers,  to  feel  herself 
bound  to  carry  on  negotiations  to  realize 
the  wish  of  those  inhabitants,  a  little 
lower  down  in  the  Speech  he  found  that 
deep  sorrow  was  recorded  to  have  been 
caused  in  the  Boyal  mind  by  an  attempt 
to  excite  the  people  of  Ireland  against 
the  maintenance  of  the  Union.    A  rising 


I  in  arms  by  a  rebel  population  in  Bou- 
melia was  conclusive  proof  to  the  Boyal 
mind  of  the  justice  of  their  cause;  but 
the  election  of  Nationalist  Representa- 
tives by  five-sixths  of  the  Irish  people, 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  British 
Constitution — that  election  being  con- 
ducted in  a  peaceful  and  orderly  way — 
was  not  to  be  accepted  as  an  expression 
of  the  desire  of  the  people ;  but  was  to 
be  treated,  in  the  language  of  the  Sove- 
reign, as  simply  a  regrettable  and  de- 
plorable 

**  Attempt  to  excite  the  people  to  hostility 
against  the  Legislative  Union.' ' 

What  was  the  moral  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment wanted  to  drive  home  to  the 
mind  of  the  people  of  Ireland  from  .these 
things  ?  Were  they  to  understand  that 
as  long  as  the  Irish  people  confined 
themselves  to  orderly  and  legal  and 
Constitutional  modes  of  giving  expres- 
sion to  their  desires  they  would  be  de- 
spised and  contemned;  and  that  there 
was  no  probability  that  the  expressions 
of  their  desires  woidd  be  taken  to  be 
valid  by  the  Government  or  by  the^Royal 
mind  of  England  until  they  were  driven 
and  compelled  to  rise  in  arms  ?  No  body 
of  men  vested  with  the  grave  and  solemn 
responsibility  of  the  issues  of  Imperial 
rule  had  ever  committed  themselves  to 
an  inference  so  imbecile  or  so  fatal  as 
that  which  might  be  drawn,  and  which 
must  be  drawn,  from  those  two  para- 
graphs in  the  Eoyal  Speech.  The  Cabi- 
net consisted  of  14  Members;  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  any  14  schoolboys 
in  the  country  who  could  not  produce  a 
more  congruous  document  than  that 
which  he  was  criticizing  deserved  to  be 
whipped.  The  question  of  local  self- 
government  in  Ireland  had  occupied  the 
fore-front  in  the  Eeoess,  and  the  Press 
and  public  men  of  all  sections  had  re- 
cognized its  urgency.  The  Government 
had  played  for  a  certain  stake  at  the 
General  Election,  and  they  had  lost  it. 
And  now  it  was  found  that,  with  an  in- 
difference to  their  own  past  constructive 
promises  and  of  the  expectations  which 
they  had  raised,  and  with  an  insincerity 
which  could  scarcely  be  exceeded,  they 
were  preparing,  by  means  of  the  Queen's 
Speech,  to  make  a  fresh  raid  at  a  conve- 
nient moment  upon  public  simplicity  and 
credulity.  That  Speech  was  not  meant 
to  be  taken  by  anyone  literally— it  was 
simply  intended  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  a  dramatic  exigency.    He  could  only 
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compare  that  Speech  to  a  letter  written 
by  a  lady  who  had  an  action  for  breach 
of  promise  looming  in  the  distance,  with 
a  view  to  its  being  read  before  the  jury. 
The  Queen's  Speech  had  been  drawn  up, 
not  as  an  exposition  of  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  but  for  consumption  in 
Ireland,  so  that  after  they  were  turned 
out  of  OflSce  they  might  point  to  it  and 
say — "See  what  splendid  things  we 
would  have  done  for  you  had  we  re- 
mained in  Office;  and  see  what  splen- 
did things  we  will  do  for  you  if  you 
place  us  in  Office  again."  But,  after  all, 
what  promise  did  the  Government  hold 
out  to  the  Irish  people  ?  They  were  told 
that  as  soon  as  Procedure  was  done 
with  the  Government  would  go  on  to 
give  to  England  and  Scotland  county 
councils  of  a  representative  character. 
They  all  knew  that  in  England  and 
ScoUand  county  government  was  not  so 
offensive  or  so  injurious  to  the  people 
as  it  was  in  Ireland.  In  England  and 
Scotland  county  government  was  con- 
ducted by  gentlemen  between  whom  and 
the  people  there  existed  not  only  no  con- 
flict, but  a  general  confidence ;  and  yet, 
while  councils  of  a  representative  cha- 
racter were  promised  to  England  and 
Scotland,  not  one  word  about  the  repre- 
sentative character  of  the  councils  was 
said  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  The  Bills 
of  England  and  Scotland  were  to  pre- 
cede the  Bills  for  Ireland ;  and  if  they 
indulged  the  wild  and  improbable  sup- 
position that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  to  remain  in  Office,  the  prospect 
before  Members  for  Ireland  was  this  ~ 
that  Procedure  would  occupy  till  Easter ; 
that  the  English  and  Scotcn  Oounty  Go- 
vernment Bills  would  consume  the  time 
until  Whitsuntide ;  and  that  the  House 
would  approach  the  consideration  of  a 
worthless  Bill  for  the  Oounty  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  about  the  time  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  House  began  to 
pine  for  the  pleasures  of  grouse  shoot- 
ing, and  to  think  of  the  charms  of  coun- 
try life.  The  eole  principle  which 
actuated  the  present  Government  was 
the  desire  to  get  into  Office  whenever 
they  could,  to  occupy  it  as  long  as  they 
could,  and  when  they  were  thrown  out 
to  get  back  as  soon  as  possible.  This 
Queen's  Speech  was  not  to  be  treated  as 
a  frank  and  candid  contribution  to  the 
political  questions  of  the  time.  It  was 
simply  a  kind  of  device  whereby  the 
Qovemmenty  after  having  lost  Office, 
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might  be  able  once  more  to  deceive  the 
opinions  of  the  public.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  a  majority  over 
the  noble  Lord,  and,  upon  an  Amend- 
ment, could  throw  the  Government  out 
if  he  liked.  The  noble  Lord,  when  he 
nodded  assent,  left  another  material 
element  out  of  view.  The  noble  Lord 
forgot  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  had  not  a  majority  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  been  engaged  for  50  years  in  the 
conflicts  of  public  life  without  knowing 
that  it  was  not  wise  to  take  so  grave 
and  vital  a  step  without  something  like 
an  approach  to  certainty  as  to  the  re- 
sulting consequences.  He,  therefore, 
thought  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  in  abstaining  from  moving  an 
Amendment  and  taking  a  division  upon 
the  Address  at  the  present  moment, 
had  shown  that  prudence  he  had  gained 
by  the  length  of  his  experience.  He 
would  also  say  that  it  was  too  soon  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  attempt  to  give  les- 
sons in  Parliamentary  strategy  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  also  been  sur- 
prised by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  refraining  from  moving 
an  Amendment  upon  the  Address,  and 
thus  having  prevented  a  g^eneral  debate 
upon  the  Irish  National  question  being 
raised  with  a  view  to  a  division  being 
taken  on  the  subject.  Had  the  Govern- 
ment made  any  definite  propositions 
with  regard  to  Ireland ;  had  they  laid 
down  any  definite  principles,  and  had 
they  held  out  any  hope  or  prospect  of 
a  permanent  settlement  of  the  Irish 
Question,  the  Irish  Party  would  have 
been  prepared  to  consider  those  propo- 
sals, and  to  have  arrived  at  a  condusion 
whether  those  proposals  were  satisfac- 
tory or  not.  The  Government,  however, 
had  made  no  proposals  whatever.  The 
paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech  was 
simply  a  blunt  and  an  emphatic ''No." 
That  paragraph,  therefore,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Irish  Party,  offered  no  fit  materials 
for  a  debate.  The  effective  answer  to 
a  blunt  and  eniphatic  "No"  was  not 
action  in  that  House,  but  organization 
outside.  The  noble  Lord  had  pointed 
to  the  example  set  by  O'Connell  as  one 
to  be  followed  by  the  Irish  Members ; 
but  that  example  was  set  a  long  time 
ago,  when  the  Irish  Party  was  in  a  very 
different  position  from  that  whioh  it  at 
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present  held,  and  when  the  science  of 
Irish  political  action  had  not  advanced 
to  the  point  now  attained.  Moreover, 
the  final  success  of  O'Connell  was  not 
finch  as  to  tempt  the  present  Irish  Party 
to  follow  his  example.  And  he  thought 
that  no  hon.  Member  who  heard  him 
would  question  the  accuracy  of  what  he 
said  when  he  asserted  that  the  present 
Irish  Leader  had  proved  himself  to  be  a 
man  of  original  faculty.  He  had  shown, 
by  his  manner  of  dealing  with  circum- 
stances, that  he  was  a  man  who  used  his 
faculties  with  signal  success ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  might  be  absolved  from  following 
in  all  respects  the  example  of  O'Connell, 
and  especially  he  might  be  pardoned 
for  declining  such  advice  when  it  came 
from  a  British  Minister.  Another  reason 
why  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  re- 
frained from  moving  an  Amendment  to 
the  Address  upon  the  present  occasion 
was  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  had  repeatedly  affirmed,  with 
the  consent  of  the  country  and,  as  he 
believed,  of  all  reasonable  Englishmen, 
that  he  was  favourable  to  the  settlement 
of  the  claim  of  the  Irish  nation  to  have 
a  national  Legislature,  provided  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire,  the  supremacy  of 
the  Grown,  and  the  authority  of  this 
Parliament  to  wield  the  requisite  supre- 
macy were  respected.  They  knew  of  no- 
thing in  the  desires  of  the  Irish  people, 
they  knew  of  nothing  in  the  proposals 
which  had  up  to  the  present  been  placed 
before  them,  which  were  inconsistent 
with  the  securities  demanded  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  told  them,  moreover,  that  the 
study  of  this  question,  unutterably  grave, 
had  been,  and  was,  his  daily  and  nightly 
care.  Well,  they  desired— and  no  one 
would  deny  the  reasonableness  of  the 
desire — to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  complete  his  studies.  They  de- 
sired to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
time  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  on  this 
question  with  deliberation,  and  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  stating  that  con- 
clusion, when  the  proper  time  had 
arrived,  with  due  deOniteness.  And 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
prepared  to  state  to  the  House  and  to 
the  country  the  conclusion  at  which  he 
had  arrived,  the  time  would  have  come 
when  the  Government  would  be  some- 
what in  the  frame  of  mind  of  the  hero 
of  a  fanciful  anecdote  of  a  country- 
man of  hifi  (Mr.  Sexton's)  who  was  said 


to  be   *' blue-moulded  for  want   of   a 
beating."     Upon  this  question  the  Go- 
vernment   were   the   challengers,    and 
they  must  recollect  that  the  challenged 
had  always  a  right  to  the  choice  of 
weapons.    It  was  for  them  to  say  whe- 
ther they  would  proceed  by  means  of  a 
division  on  the  Address  or  by  some 
other  method  which,  though  less  direct, 
might  be  more  effectual.    It  was  quite 
plaiii  to  them  that  this  paragraph  in  the 
Speech  was  not  intended  so  much  as  a 
declaration  of  opinion  as  for  coaxing 
either  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  or  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers into  the  presentation  of  a  measure. 
In  regard  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  he  would  say  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  now  beginning  to  be  rather 
too  old  a  bird  to  be  caught  by  a  certain 
familiar  method ;  and,  even  if  he  were 
not  an  old  bird  in  politics,  the  chaff  in 
this  case  had  been  spread  in  an  exceed^ 
ingly  artless  manner.    The  Government 
expected  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
propose  an  Amendment  on  the  subject. 
When  coercion  was  proposed,  and  when 
the    Government    came    forward    with 
their  Bills,   they,  or  their  Successors, 
would  be  left  under  no  mistake  for  a 
single  moment  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
Irish  Members  to  resist  such  an  attempt 
to  injure  and  insult  their  people.     They 
would  fight  every  inch  of  ground  along 
which  the  measure  would  have  to  pass 
to  the  utmost  of  their  power.     They 
would  fight  it  by  every  means  at  present 
known    to    Parliamentary    usage,  and 
every  means  their  future  study  of  Par- 
liamentary usage  would  enable  them  to 
conceive.    "While,  however,  they  were 
ready  to  fight  positive  proposals,  they 
were  not  prepared  to  hang  a  debate  on 
a  contingency,  and  to  go  to  a  division 
on  a  *'  when  "  or  an  **  if."    The  truth 
was  that  he  pitied  the  Government  more 
than  he  blamed    them.     Ho  believed 
that  they  had  good  intentions  last  week ; 
but  those  intentions  had  disappeared 
under  the  pressure   of    circumstances. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  had,  of  course,  to  bear  in 
mind  that  he  had  arrayed  in  the  ranks 
of  his  Party  a  certain  poisonous  element 
in  the  shape  of  18  Irish  Tories,  and  that 
nine  English  constituencies  had  done 
him  the  ill-service  of  returning  Irish 
Tories  to  the  House.     Everyone  knew 
that  Ireland  needed  remedial  measures ; 
yet  if  the  Government  proposed  a  speck 
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or  an  atom  of  remedy  for  Irisli  griev- 1 
ances  about  27  Irish  Tories,  sitting  for 
English  as  well  as  for  Irish  constitaen- 
cies,  would  desert  their  Party.  [*'  No ! "] 
"No,"  they  said  !  "Why,  he  saw  a  Gen- 
tleman, an  Irish  ex-official  of  undoubted 
military  spirit,  opposite  him  (Mr.  John- 
ston), who  had  proclaimed  over  and  over 
again  that  upon  the  day  that  Home 
Bule  was  passed — they  should  remem- 
ber with  the  consent  of  this  Parliament 
— ^that  he  and  his  yalorous  followers 
would  line  with  rifles  every  ditch  from 
Belfast  to  the  Boyne.  They  all  knew 
that  the  cardinal  article  of  this  Gentle- 
man's creed — an  article  which  threw 
into  the  most  complete  insignificance 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles  —  was  that 
rather  than  allow  Home  Rule  for  Ire- 
land they  would  kick  the  Queen's  Grown 
into  the  Boyne.  Irish  rebels  might  in 
former  days  have  been  found  in  the  Na- 
tionalist ranks ;  but  Irish  rebels  were  to- 
day enshrined  in  the  ranks  of  the  Con- 
stitutional Party.  What  did  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol 
think  of  gentlemen  who  were  capable 
of  insulting  the  Royal  dignity  by  kick- 
ing the  Queen's  Crown  into  the  Boyne  ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON:  I  never  said  so. 
I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  I  never  made  such 
a  statement. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  have  a  full  opportunity  after- 
wards of  combating  any  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member.  He  is  out  of 
Order  in  interrupting. 

Me.  JOHNSTON :  I  never  said  so. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  continue  in  that 
House  the  habit  of  indiscipline  which 
led  to  his  severance  fronL  official  life 
in  Ireland.  He  never  said  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  used  that  specific 
language;  but  he  did  assert  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  repeatedly  declared 
that  if  Homo  Rule  were  passed  he  and 
his  friends  would  line  every  ditch  from 
Belfast  to  the  Boyne  with  rifles.  [Mr. 
Johnston  :  Hear,  hear!]  Consequently, 
he  could  not  perceive  the  practical  point 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  contradiction. 
It  rather  appeared  to  him  to  be  based 
on  a  fine  distinction,  like  those  points 
of  Calvinistic  doctrines  which  caused 
very  violent  discussions  inside  the  fold, 
but  the  meaning  of  which  was  not  very 
dear  to  outsiders.  It  was  very  sad  to 
see  these  rowdy  supporters  of  disunion 
springing  up  in  the  ranks  of  the  '^  Loyal 

Mr.  Sextan 


minority."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bristol  was  well  aware 
that  if  he  were  to  propose  the  smallest 
and  most  contemptible  measure  of  re- 
form he  and  his  Government  would  im- 
mediately die  of  an  "internal  disorder." 
On  the  other  hand,  he  believed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  propose 
coercion,  for  the  common- sense  of  the 
country  would  reject  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  only  go  on  doing  no- 
thing, and  for  that  reason  he  from  his 
heart  rather  pitied  than  blamed  the 
Government.  He  denied  that  any  case 
had  been  made  out  for  coercion.  In  the 
Queen's  Speech  reference  was  made  to 
the  absence  of  serious  crime  in  Ireland. 
The  Grand  Juries,  the  Constitutional 
pilots  of  coercion,  had  been  silent ;  not 
one  word  had  fallen  from  the  Judicial 
Bench  to  intimate  that  witnesses  would 
not  come  forward  or  that  juries  were 
unwilling  to  find  verdicts.  Indeed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  himself 
that  the  ordinary  law  was  amply  suffi- 
cient to  deal  with  the  existing  state  of 
affairs.  Only  a  few  days  ago  two 
Judges  in  Ireland  refused  to  change 
the  venue  in  a  certain  case,  and  stated 
that  their  knowledge  of  the  verdicts 
found  by  the  juries  in  that  and  other 
counties  did  not  entitle  them  to  do  what 
they  were  asked.  The  only  claim  for 
coercion  rested  upon  the  charge  of 
**  Boycotting."  He  would  solemnly  tell 
the  House  that  "Boycotting,"  though  it 
had  its  grave  and  condemnable  aspects, 
was,  in  i'act,  a  safety-valve  against  out- 
rage. He  would  prove  it  in  a  few  words. 
The  condition  of  things  in  Ireland  was 
this — that  the  bulk  of  the  small  occu- 
piers had  cleared  themselves  of  their 
last  penny  —  sometimes  selling  their 
stock,  sometimes  their  very  furniture — 
two  or  three  years  ago,  in  order  to  gain 
the  advantage  of  the  Arrears  Act. 
They  robbed  themselves  of  the  last 
penny  they  had  in  the  world  in  order 
to  procure  a  clean  slate;  but  in  the 
years  wliich  had  elapsed  since  then  the 
value  of  every  staple  of  agricultural 
produce  had  gone  down  upon  the  aver- 
age all  round  about  40  per  cent.  He 
could  assure  the  House  that  the  small 
farmer  in  Ireland  was  not  able  at  the 
present  moment  to  get  for  his  produce 
all  round  within  40  per  cent  of  what  he 
could  have  got  when  the  judicial  rents 
beg^n  to  be  fixed.  The  tenants  oould 
not  pay  the  judicial  rents  this  year — ^it 
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was  impossible.  English  Qentiemen 
who  listened  to  him  knew  the  truth  of 
what  he  said.  They  had  reason  to  know 
the  gravity  cmd  reality  of  the  agricul- 
tural depression.  They  knew  that  they 
themselves  had  cut  down  their  house- 
holds and  retrenched  their  expenses; 
that  some  of  them  had  parted  with  their 
town  houses,  and  in  various  ways  had 
practised  a  rigid  economy  in  order,  in 
obedience  to  the  dictates  of  their  own 
consciences  and  public  opinion,  to  make 
abatements  to  their  tenants.  He  had 
seen  many  remissions  of  50  per  cent. 
Was  it  not  strange  that  English  gentle- 
men, who  had  shown  so  generous  a  re- 
gard for  their  tenants,  who  themselves 
were  often  men  of  capital  able  to  bear 
a  strain  as  well  as  the  landlords,  should 
unite  themselves  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
nying similar  rights  to  Ireland  with  a 
body  of  hard  driven  and  unscrupulous 
Irish  landlords,  who  refused  to  give  any 
abatement?  The  Duke  of  Devonshire 
had  given  an  abatement  of  20  per  cent 
to  his  Irish  tenants,  and  another  great 
English  landlord  in  Ireland  had  given 
a  similar  abatement ;  but  in  these  cases 
the  Irish  tenants  had  the  good  fortune 
to  be  under  landlords  whose  instincts 
were  g^ded,  and  whose  conduct  was 
governed,  by  the  usages  of  English  life. 
Sut  what  was  very  strange  to  him  was 
this — that  the  Duke  of  Devonshire 
having  given  this  abatement  of  20  per 
cent,  and  thereby  admitted  the  urgent 
pressure  of  the  Irish  agricultural  crisis, 
should  have  accepted  association  with  the 
landlords  who  were  refusing  abatements, 
and  had  placed  himself  at  the  head  of 
the  extermination  association,  and  given 
countenance  to  the  deputations  which 
waited  on  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  to 
urge  either  that  the  Irish  tenants  should 
be  compelled  this  winter  to  pay  unre- 
duced rents  while  parting  with  every 
ahilling  they  had  for  food,  or  for  dealing 
with  their  land  this  year,  or  else  that 
they  should  be  turned  out  of  their  hold- 
ings, and  the  landlords  enabled  to  break 
the  tenancy.  He  was  glad  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) was  present  to  hear  him  ;  and  he 
would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  real  object  of  this  cry  for  co- 
ercion was  to  enable  the  landlords  to 
break  the  tenancies  created  by  the  Land 
Act  of  1881 ;  to  enable  these  rack- 
renting  and  unscrupulous  landlords, 
with   milUtonea  of  aebt   round    their 


necks,  to  immorally  and  flagrantly  evade 
the  responsibilities  and  duties  placed 
upon  them  by  tho  solemn  fiat  of  the 
law.  These  purblind  landlords  were 
all  in  favour  of  the  Legislative  Union. 
The  Legislative  Union,  indeed  !  Why, 
the  Legislative  Union  had  ruined  them. 
It  took  them  away  from  their  own 
country  into  competition  with  the  land- 
lords of  England.  It  had  sent  them 
out  upon  a  wild  goose  chase  of  compe- 
tition in  the  cost  and  expense  of  life 
with  a  far  wealthier  set  of  men  than 
themselves.  After  85  years  the  conse- 
quences of  that  course  were  seen.  They 
saw  this  set  of  poor  extravagant  Irish 
landlords,  with  two-thirds  of  the  fee- 
simple  value  of  their  land  in  the  hands 
of  English  money-lenders,  engaged  in 
the  idle  attempt  socially  to  compete  with 
the  landlords  of  England.  Was  it  be- 
cause three  generations  of  these  spend- 
thrifts found  themselves  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  were  generically  termed  the 
Jews,  that  when  they  had  got  to  this 
desperate  pass  they  were  to  be  enabled 
to  extract  their  unabated  rents  for  the 
purpose  of  endeavouring  to  meet  en- 
gagements contracted  by  their  own  folly 
and  their  own  vice  ?  That  was  the  real 
case  for  coercion  in  Ireland.  As  to 
'*  Boycotting,**  if  it  was  not  for  the  com- 
paratively moderate  means  which  it 
placed  in  men's  hands  for  vindicating 
public  opinion  against  those  whom  the 
j)eople  of  Ireland  considered  to  be  public 
enemies,  it  would  not  be  within  the 
power  of  law  or  government  to  limit 
outrage.  The  force  of  "Boycotting" 
lay  in  the  universality  of  that  public 
opinion.  When  landlords  persisted  in 
heaping  law  costs  upon  indigent  tenants, 
thrust  out  tenants  for  the  non-payment 
of  impossible  rents  in  order  to  break  their 
tenancy  and  obtain  once  more  the  arbi- 
trary ownership  of  the  land,  he  said 
that  the  people  of  the  coimtry  having  no 
power  to  make  the  law  for  themselves, 
and  finding  their  Representatives  in  the 
House  of  Commons  always  overborne 
and  often  insulted,  were  morally  justified 
so  far  as  they  could  in  making  public 
opinion  and  their  consciences  stand  in 
the  place  of  the  law.  They  were  justi- 
fied in  refusing  association,  in  refusing 
dealing,  with  anyone  who  availed  him- 
self of  an  alien  law.  He  would  tell 
the  House,  once  for  all,  that  there  was 
only  one  way  of  ending  **  Boycot- 
ting "  in  Ireland.    It  was  an  impalpable 
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evil,  which  was  the  growth  of  public 
opinion.     So  long  as  laws  were  main- 
tained in  Ireland  which  the  people  knew 
to  be  unjust,  which  they  saw  to  be  an 
agency  for  their  extermination  and  for 
driving  them  from  their  homes  and  their 
country,  they  would  say  that  as  between 
English  law  and  their  own  self-preser- 
vation it  was  their  duty  to  make  their 
public  opinion  felt  as  far  as  they  could. 
The  only  way  to  prevent  the  formation 
of  that  public  opinion  was  to  confide  the 
power    and    responsibility    of   making 
Irish  law   to  the  hands  of  Irishmen, 
thereby  giving  the  best  security  that  the 
law  should  be  administered  satisfactorily. 
The  Nationalist  Members  felt  that  they 
had  a  position  of  growing  influence  and 
of  gathering  strength.     Attempts  had 
been  made  to  minimize  the  National 
success  of  the  General  Election  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  he  thought  that  the  Gentle- 
men who  listened  would  agree  with  him 
that    wherever    that    National    success 
might  be  questioned,  it  was  not  doubted 
in  the  House  of  Commons.     They  were 
five-sixths  of  the  Members  from  Ireland, 
and  they  represented  five-sixths  of  the 
population.    ["No!"]  Unquestionably. 
L**  No  !  "]  An  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
who  looked  studious,  but  who  was  not 
well-informed,  said  "  No !  "    He  invited 
that  hon.  Member  to  go  to  any  record 
he  liked  and  add  up  the  population  in 
the  85  seats  they  had  won,  and  ho  would 
find  that  the  total  generally  represented 
five-sixths  of  the  population.  He  invited 
him  further  to  add  up  the  electors  of 
these  85  constituencies,  and  he  would 
find  that  those  electors  generally  repre- 
sented five-sixths  of  the  electors  of  Ire- 
land.    Another  fact  was  one  that  Eng- 
lish gentlemen  who  knew  how  few  seats 
were  uncontested  in  Great  Britain  would 
hoar  with  interest.     Out  of  the  101  seats 
— counties  and  boroughs — in  Ireland  20 
fell    into    the    Nationalists'   possession 
without    contest.      The    House    would 
perceive  the  significance  of  that.    All 
the  contests    against    the  Nationalists 
were  managed  by  a  central  bureau — 
the  silk  mercers,  he  understood,  gave 
£l,000--and  it  had  ample  funds.    They 
had  the  authority  of  Viscount  de  Vesci, 
one  of  the  leaders  of  the  so-called  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  League,  that  those  con- 
tests were  inaugurated  and  carried  on 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  every  man  in 
favour  of  upholding  the  Legislative  Union 
between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain  to. 
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opportunity  of  voting.  Why  did  they  not 
give  this  opportunity  in  these  20  seats  ? 
It  was,  he  presumed,  because  there  were 
no  men  there  who  wanted  to  record  their 
votes  in  favour  of  the  Legislative  Union. 
They  fought  68  contests  with  anti-Na- 
tionalists.    Well,  in  the  four  Divisions 
of   the  county  Tipperary  the  Nation- 
alists polled  16,000  votes,  the  upholders 
of  the  Legislative  Union  polled  in  the 
four  Divisions    800.     In   South -West 
Meath  the  so-called  Loyalists  polled  200 ; 
in  South  Cork,  195 ;  in  South  Gal  way, 
164.     [Mr.   Brodrick:   East  Antrim.] 
Viscount  de  Vesoi  was  confident  that 
every  man  who  was  in  favour  of  up- 
holding the  Legislative   Union   would 
come  forward  and  vote.     In  East  GbI- 
way,  133  voted;  in  North  Ealdare,  174; 
in  North  Mayo,  131 ;  in  Mid  Cork.  106 ; 
in  South  Mayo,  75  ;  and  in  East  Kerry, 
30.     Out  of  68  contests  in  which  they 
engaged,  in  only  10  did  they  poll  over 
1,000  votes ;  while  the  average  vote  for 
a  successful  National  candidate  was  in 
every  case  4,000  or  5,000  votes.     When 
he  heard  talk  of  intimidation  and  illegal 
acts  connected  with  the  elections,    he 
asked  how  came  it  to  pass  that  after 
this  ridiculous  result,  after  this  proof 
that  the  anti-National  Party  of  Ireland 
had  no  appreciable  existence,  how  came 
it  to  pass  that  not  a  single  election  bad 
been  questioned  by  an  Election  Peti- 
tion ?    Well,  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  what  was  the  definition 
of  a  real  contest  ?    It  was  a  contest  in 
which  each  side  had    at    least    some 
chance  of   winning.    Now,  was  it  ex- 
pected that  people  at   sham    contests 
would  have  behaved  as  they  would  at 
real  contests?     Many  National  voters 
were  old  and  feeble  and  were  very  poor, 
and  the  magistrates  and   the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  took  good  care  not  to 
extend  facilities  for  polling  in  propor- 
tion to  the  extent  of  the  franchise ;  and 
yet,  though  the  proportion  of  the  voting 
was  so  great  as  it  was,  it  had  been  sug- 
gested by  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
that  there  had  been  abstentions.     He 
knew  of  poor  men  in  his  Division  of 
Sligo,  badly  clothed  and  badly  fed,  who 
walked  in  the  most  inclement  day  of  the 
week  for  over  20  miles  in  order  to  re- 
cord their  votes,  and  that,  of  course, 
was  a  sham  contest  where  he  received 
5,000  and  the  other  man  got  500,  and 
everybody  knew  from   the    beginning 
that  the  seat  was  won.    He  never  saw 
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anything  like  the  eagerness  of  the 
▼oters  to  exercise  the  franchise.  He 
knew  what  he  was  talking  of,  for  he 
was  a  candidate  in  two  elections,  in  one 
of  which  he  was  defeated  by  35  votes. 
He  knew  of  a  large  number  of  cases 
that  proved  beyond  doubt  the  eagerness 
of  the  people  to  exercise  their  votes. 
During  his  unsuccessful  contest  in  the 
town  of  Belfast,  a  dying  man  when  told 
that  he  could  not  go  to  the  poll  replied, 
that  if  only  he  could  record  his  vote  for 
the  National  Party  his  death  would  be 
a  matter  of  no  concern.  Another  man, 
aged  91,  proposed  to  walk  seven  miles 
to  vote,  and  did  actually  walk  four  be- 
fore he  could  obtain  a  seat  in  a  convey- 
ance. Even  the  police  admitted  to  him 
at  the  booths  that  at  other  elections  the 
difficulty  was  to  bring  up  voters  ;  but  in 
this  case  it  was  impossible  to  hold  them 
back  ;  but  he  noticed  in  the  deputation 
which  recently  waited  on  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  that  a  flagrant  falsehood 
was  placed  in  the  forefront  of  the  pro- 
ceeding. [**  No !  "]  Yes;  that  was  the 
fact.  In  the  progress  of  reform  the 
transition  of  the  party  of  tyranny  was 
generally  from  brute  force  to  lies.  When 
brute  force  failed,  they  resorted  to  false- 
hood. It  was  their  last  card  in  the 
pack.  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  was 
told  that  owing  to  intimidation  (though 
there  was  no  Petition)  one-third  of  the 
voters  outside  Ulster  did  not  go  to  the 
poll.  Now,  could  they  have  common 
patience  with  that.  Could  statements 
such  as  those  be  listened  to  with  patience 
when  he  said  that  in  Ulster,  Leinster, 
and  Oonnaught,  with  51  contests,  the 
total  number  of  votes  in  the  three  Pro- 
vinces reached  300,000?  Striking  out 
the  constituencies  where  there  were  no 
contested  elections,  and  where  there 
could  be  no  appe^,  and  which,  there- 
fore, should  be  thrown  out  of  account, 
the  proportion  of  electors  who  actually 
came  up  to  poll  in  the  contested  Divi- 
sions in  three  Provinces  was  75  per  cent, 
not  including  spoiled  votes.  Would 
anyone  say  that  there  was  intimidation 
in  London?  Yet,  in  the  London  bo- 
roughs the  proportion  of  voters  was  74 
?er  cent,  whilst  the  percentage  all  over 
reland  was  75.  Now,  would  anyone 
have  the  hardihood — though  he  knew 
that  was  the  chief  stock-in-trade  of 
some  Gentlemen  opposite — would  any 
one  ffet  ap  and  say,  after  that  conclusive 
proof  that  Ireland  went  to  the  poll  more 


numerously  than  London,  that  intimi- 
dation kept  any  number  away  ?  There 
were  six  contests  in  Dublin,  four  of 
which  were  shams,  two  were  real.  That 
was,  there  were  two  contests  in  which 
the  anti-Nationalists  might  have  been 
supposed  to  have  a  chance ;  but  four 
were  places  in  which  his  hon.  Friends 
could  not  be  beaten.  But  in  the  two 
cases  where  there  were  contests  the 
voting  was  80  per  cent,  and  that  in 
a  place  where,  if  they  wished  to  inti- 
midate, and  could  have  done  so,  they 
would,  doubtless,  have  been  supposed 
to  perform  the  operation.  Out  of  68 
contests  which  the  Nationalists  fought 
they  were  beaten  in  four  only;  and 
when  he  told  the  House  that  one  of 
these  seats  was  taken  from  them  by 
a  majority  of  27  out  of  nearly  4,000, 
and  in  his  own  case  that  he  was  beaten 
by  35  out  of  8,000,  he  thought  it  would 
be  seen  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  sat  for  these  constituencies  in  Bel- 
fast and  Derry  were  not  safe  in  their 
possessions;  and  he  might  quote  for 
their  comfort  the  words  of  Macbeth — 
''  To  be  thus  is  nothing ;  but  to  be  safely  thus." 
If  they  drew  a  line  round  Antrim  and 
around  two-thirds  of  Down,  they  would 
have  brought  the  anti-National  Party 
within  a  paddock.  So  that  it  was  ap- 
parent that  the  anti-National  Party  in 
Ireland  had  no  longer  any  practical 
standing.  As  to  the  charge  of  intimi- 
dation, in  the  10  contests  between  Libe- 
rals and  Tories  where  the  Nationalists 
had  no  interest,  the  total  poll  was  78 
per  cent  of  the  register.  Where,  then, 
was  the  intimidation  ?  But  in  the  two 
cases  where  they  had  a  real  contest  the 
poll  was  80  per  cent ;  and  now,  to  cap 
the  climax  and  crown  the  argument,  he 
would  point  out  that  in  the  four  Ulster 
contests,  where  they  were  beaten,  and 
where  they  had  supreme  reason  for  inti- 
midation if  they  could,  and  were  it 
lawful,  in  these  four,  so  full  and  free 
was  the  election  that  the  voters  num- 
bered 90  per  cent  of  the  register.  Well, 
if  that  was  not  a  conclusive  case  he  did 
not  know  what  was.  He  had  proved 
that  where  the  fight  was  real  the  voting 
went  up,  and  that  the  vote  was  lower 
when  they  were  not  concerned.  He 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  in 
future  be  troubled  or  irritated  by  at- 
tempts to  minimize  the  effect  of  the  Na- 
tionalist victory  at  the  last  General  Elec- 
tion.    Considering  the  poverty  of  the 
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people,  and  the  distance  they  had  to 
travel  to  record  their  votes,  there  never 
was  an  instance  of  such  a  manifestation 
of  complete  confidence  in  a  Parlianien- 
tary  Party  as  was  afforded  by  the  results 
of  the  last  General  Election  in  Ireland. 
If  the  verdict  then  given  by  the  Irish 
people  could  not  gain  for  Ireland  Par- 
liamentary freedom,  he  feared  that  no 
Party  means  could  gain  it.  It  was  for 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
who  he  hoped  would  soon  have  Minis- 
terial responsibility,  to  consider  whe- 
ther he  would  make  himself  a  partici- 
pator in  the  folly  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, who,  while  friendly  to  the  rising 
in  arms  of  the  Koumelian  people,  ap- 
peared to  think  that  a  great  Constitu- 
tional movement  was  to  be  despised  and 
contemned  because  it  was  in  a  country 
within  the  British  Empire.  They,  the 
Irish  Members,  were  not  called  on  in 
this  stage  to  define  the  means  of  satis- 
fying the  demands  of  the  Irish  people. 
It  was  for  them  to  state  the  grievance  ; 
it  was  for  the  Government,  with  its  re- 
sources of  statesmanship,  to  find  these 
means.  It  had  been  shown  that  during 
the  last  85  years  since  the  Union  the 
population  of  Ireland  had  decayed  and 
fallen  away,  while  that  of  every  other 
country  had  increased;  that  land  had 
fallen,  and  was  falliog,  out  of  cultiva- 
tion ;  that  distress  and  poverty  were  in- 
creasing ;  that  famine  was  becoming 
more  frequent  and  periodic,  and  that 
discontent  and  the  convulsion  of  society 
were  increasing.  When  these  facts  were 
established  the  functions  of  the  Irish 
Members  were  discharged,  their  duty 
was  done.  Those  who  had  the  responsi- 
bility as  well  as  the  power  of  Govern- 
ment knew  well  that  within  the  bounds 
of  the  British  Empire  there  were  a  score 
or  so  of  Parliaments,  and  that,  never- 
theless, the  integrity  of  the  Empire  still 
existed ;  the  Government  must  be  versed 
in  the  framing  and  revising  of  Consti- 
tutions; they  must  be  acquainted  with 
the  construction  of  these  various  Parlia- 
ments, and  with  the  securities  estab- 
lished to  prevent  these  Parliaments 
transgressing  proper  bounds.  They  had 
agents  in  every  country,  and  could  exa- 
mine the  duality  of  Austria  and  Hun- 
gary, of  Norway  and  Sweden,  of  Fin- 
land with  Bussia;  they  could  consider 
the  great  Federation  of  the  German 
Empire,  and  the  miniature  Federation 
of  Switzerland.    It  was  for  the  Qovern- 
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ment,  with  these  details  in  their  hands, 
to  inform  themselves  and  cull  and  select 
fi*om  those  various  precedents  that  sys- 
tem of  check  and  counter-check,  of 
balance  and  counterpoise,  by  which  free- 
dom might  be  gi*anted  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  the  integrity  of  the  Empire 
at  the  same  time  protected.  It  was 
absurd  and  delusive  to  pretend  that  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire,  the  supremacy 
of  the  Crown,  or  the  authority  of  the 
Empire  were  imperilled  or  called  in 
question  by  the  wishes  or  necessities  of 
the  Irish  people.  The  supremacy  of  the 
Crown  was  never  called  in  question.  It 
remained  unaffected  in  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment that  previously  existed.  The 
supremacy  of  the  Crown  was,  in  fact, 
altogether  outside  the  scope  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  supremacy  of  this  Parlia- 
ment required  no  guarantee ;  and  be 
would  tell  them  that  the  only  permanent 
guarantee  rested  in  the  satisfaction  of 
the  people.  Let  them  only  consider  the 
effect  of  arbitrary  coercion.  Nothing 
but  discontent  and  opposition  could  be 
felt  towards  the  insulting  rule  of  alien 
officials.  Let  them  contrast  that  with 
the  btate  of  affairs  which  would  ensue  if 
the  laws  for  Ireland  were  made  by 
Irishmen,  and  if  the  Irish  people  were 
sensible  that  the  law  deserved  their 
respect  and  obedience  because  it  was 
framed  with  a  view  to  their  wishes 
and  necessities,  where,  then,  would 
be  the  danger  to  the  integrity  of 
the  Empire  ?  As  to  the  authority 
of  this  Parliament,  had  they  not  all  the 
authority  necessary  for  the  supremacy  of 
the  Crown — the  authority  that  was  in- 
herent in  them  ?  The  Act  of  1782  was 
repealed — foully,  shamefully,  and  cor- 
ruptly repealed — in  1800  by  this  Parlia- 
ment. It  must,  therefore,  be  obvious 
that  if  at  any  future  time  they  found  that 
the  existence  of  an  Irish  Parliament  en- 
dangered the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  or 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire  this  operation 
could  be  repeated.  He  called  upon  them 
to  believe  him  when  he  said  that  if  they 
looked  around,  if  they  considered  the 
numbers  of  the  Irish  race,  if  they  con- 
sidered their  growth  and  power  in  other 
lands  ;  their  growing  influence  in  Eng- 
land, in  the  Colonies  and  dependencies, 
of  this  country  and  in  other  countries  ; 
if  they  took  into  account  and  into  their 
minds  the  persistent  and  unquenchable 
determination  of  that  race  to  procure  the 
freedom  of  their  country ;  if  thej  also 
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remembered  the  growing  complications 
of  Britieh  interests  in  various  parts  of 
the  world,  and  the  ease  with  which  such 
complications  might  be  affected  and  dis- 
turbed, the  growth  of  military  spirit  in 
Europe  and  other  parts  of  the  world, 
they  would,  he  thought,  agree  with  him 
that  the  danger  to  the  integrity  of  the 
British  Empire  would,  as  far  as  Ireland 
was  concerned,  lie  in  a  dogged  persever- 
ance in  the  fatal — the  now  anachronistic 
— fallacy  of  keeping  at  their  doors  a  dis- 
contented country  and  a  convulsed 
society  ;  and  that  so  far  as  Ireland  was 
concerned  the  permanent,  and  sole  per- 
manent, safety,  both  for  the  integrity  of 
the  Empire  and  the  supremacy  of  the 
Crown,  lay  in  boldly,  courageously,  and 
frankly  approaching  the  question,  and 
once  for  all  giving  a  safe  and  rational 
measure  of  freedom  to  the  Irish  people. 
He  would  not  be  drawn  for  a  moment 
from  these  grave  questions  before  them 
by  any  speeches  that  had  been  made  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  into  any  idle 
or  bitter  discussion.  He  would  only  say 
that  the  peculiar  qualities  of  the  hon. 
and' gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Major 
Saunderson)  were  rather  tlurown  away  on 
that  House.  That  House  liked  to  hear 
a  little  argument.  The  House  was 
patient  and  attentive  whenever  it  heard 
a  speech  such  as  reasonable  men  might 
be  expected  to  offer,  or  reasonable 
men  to  hear  with  patience ;  but  as 
far  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man was  concerned  his  eloquence  was 
rather  thrown  away — he  would  be  more 
at  home  in  a  ditch-lining  region.  From 
what  he  had  seen  of  the  gallant  Gentle- 
man he  would  say  that  he  would  probably 
have  made  an  exceedingly  presentable 
dervish.  He  would  conclude  by  saying 
that  he  had  taken  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
with  all  the  respect  that  was  due  from 
one  of  his  inexperience  to  one  of  his  great 
ability  and  experience,  the  advice  he  had 
given  with  regard  to  the  spirit  in  which 
the  Irish  National  cause  should  be  dis- 
cussed. The  question  required  the  wis- 
dom of  counsel,  the  moderation  of 
thought,  and  the  forbearance  of  language 
which  had  proceeded  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  also  mindful — and  he  believed  that 
England  as  well  as  Ireland  would  be 
mindfal— of  the  prudence  and  forbear- 
ance and  statesmanship  of  the  course  and 
example  set  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 


For  his  part,  he  had  endeavoured  to 
confine  himself  to  arguments  relevant  to 
the  question ;  and  he  thought  he  could 
say  with  some  confidence,  both  for  his 
hon.  Friends  and  himself,  that  they 
would,  with  all  that  force  that  was  in 
them,  whatever  provocation  might  be 
applied,  and  from  whatever  quarter  it 
might  come,  refrain  from  doing  any  act, 
or  from  saying  any  word,  by  which^they 
might  compete  with  others  in  the  evil 
system  of  exciting  passion.  They  would 
say  nothing  which  could  prejudice,  or 
hamper,  or  delay  that  calm,  wise,  peace- 
ful, and  he  hoped  friendly,  settlement  of 
the  great  national  and  international 
question  in  which  their  thoughts  and 
affections  were  engaged. 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  said,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  surprise  felt  by 
the  House  at  the  course  taken  by  the 
Irish  Party,  that  course  could  ecarcely 
have  been  anticipated.  That  House, 
which  met  a  few  days  ago  for  the  de- 
spatch of  Public  Business,  was  elected 
under  very  peculiar  circumstances.  The 
House  would  remember,  and  it  had  been 
reminded  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  that 
over  80  Representatives  for  Ireland  had 
been  returned  to  Parliament  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  with  the  object,  of  promoting 
and  effecting,  if  possible,  the  separation  of 
themselves  and  their  country  from  the 
Legislative  Union  with  England  which 
now  existed.  The  speeches  made  by 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  during  that  elec- 
toral contest  were  not  ambiguous.  What 
was  claimed  by  the  hon.  Members  who 
were  returned  was  complete  and  entire 
legislative  independence,  and,  therefore, 
as  a  necessary  consequence,  that  there 
should  be  conceded  to  Ireland  and  the 
Parliament  established  there  power  and 
authority  over  the  Irish  Executive,  and, 
with  that,  power  over  the  persons  and 
property  of  everyone  in  Ireland.  That 
programme  was  a  very  extensive  and 
exceptional  one ;  and,  when  a  Parlia- 
ment was  assembled  in  which  those  80 
Members  found  their  places,  it  would 
surely  seem  to  be  the  clear  duty  of  the 
responsible  Ministers  of  the  Grown  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  refer  in  some 
way  to  these  circumstances  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sligo  had,  however, 
criticized  the  paragraph  relating  to 
Legislative  Union  in  tne  Speech  from 
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the  Throne,  and  he  had  called  it  un- 
usual and  unconstitutional.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Holmes)  would  admit  that  it  was 
unusual ;  but  he  denied  that  it  was  un-' 
constitutional.  A  paragraph  of  that 
sort,  it  was  true,  did  not  appear  in  every 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  Indeed,  it 
necessarily  appeared  in  very  few  such 
Speeches ;  because  the  state  of  circum- 
stances in  which  such  a  paragraph 
would  be  inserted  was  very  excep- 
tional. When,  however,  those  very 
exceptional  circumstances  did  exist,  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  would  be  want- 
ing in  their  duty  if  they  did  not  ad- 
vise the  Queen  to  express  the  opinion 
which  they,  as  her  Advisers,  were  un- 
derstood to  entertain.  He  might  refer 
the  House  to  a  great  authority  upon 
Constitutional  usage.  When  a  similar 
agitation  arose  in  Ireland  more  than  50 
years  ago — and  many  hon.  Members 
were  returned  from  Ireland  pledged  to 
a  similar  programme — a  great  Constitu- 
tional authority.  Earl  Grey,  advised  His 
Majesty  to  address  Parliament  in  lan- 
guage stronger  than  any  which  was 
used  on  the  present  occasion.  These, 
then,  being  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  House  assembled,  and  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  was  delivered, 
it  might  have  been  expected  that  the 
Leader  of  this  powerful  Party  would, 
in  some  way  or  other,  bring  the  subject 
to  the  notice  of  the  House,  and  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  it.  He  (Mr. 
Holmes)  would  admit  that  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  or  his  Colleagues, 
to  take  that  course  in  order  to  show  what 
their  views  were,  for  those  views  had 
been  most  distinctly  formulated  on  many 
occasions,  when  they  had  said  that  what 
they  desired  was  a  separation  from  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  For  the  same 
reason,  it  was  not  necessary  that  they 
should  respond  to  the  invitation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  state 
what  wore  their  views,  or  what  their 
countrymen  required.  But  he  (Mr. 
Holmes)  must  confess  he  was  surprised 
to  hoar  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  the  Leader  of  their  powerful 
Party,  address  the  House  in  very  calm 
and  temperate  language  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  without  referring  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Legislative  Union  from 
one  end  of  his  speech  to  the  other.  He 
made  some  remarks  on  the  Land  Laws 
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in  Ireland,  and  the  necessity  for  some 
further  legislation,  overlooking  the  fact 
that  for  the  last  five  years  the  Legisla- 
ture had  been  employed  in  dealing  with 
that  question.     He  referred  to  the  fact 
that  some  landlords  were  just  and  others 
unjust ;  but,  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end  of  his  speech,  he  never  once  re- 
ferred to  the  platform  on  which  he  and 
his  Party  were  elected,  or  to  the  ques- 
tion on  which  they  took  their   stand. 
Beyond  that,  on  the  previous  evening 
two  other  hon.  Membera  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Party  had   addressed  the 
House ;  and  if  they  had  not  altogether 
abstained  from  the  subject,  they  had 
by  no  means  given  it  a  prominent  posi- 
tion in  what  they  said.  He  (Mr.  Holmes) 
must,  however,  confess    that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  had   that   night,  to 
a   certain   extent,   relieved  the   House 
from  the  surprise  with  which  they  lis- 
tened to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  and  had  enabled  them  to  clearly 
understand  the  principle  and  policy  of 
the  distinguished  Leader  of  his  Party. 
He  (Mr.  Holmes)  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  to  say  that  he  and  his 
Friends  were  not  sure  at  present  of  the 
course  which  might   be  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  that  it  would,  therefore, 
be  premature  in  them  to  formulate  their 
demands  in  a  Besolution  until  they  saw 
what  prospect  there  was  of  that  Resolu- 
tion not  only  commanding  the  votes  of  the 
85  Irish  Members,  but  also  receiving  the 
support  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
might  ultimately  succeed  in  educating  his 
Party  to  a  greater  extent  than  he  appeared 
to  have  done  at  present.  But  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  to  explain  what  his  policy 
and  his  views  were  on  this  subject.  Laet 
night  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Nuneaton 
Division  of  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Johns) 
had  approved  the  policy  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  not  opening  his  hand,  and 
had  said  that  it  was  not  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  Party  to  supply  views 
or  suggest  a  policy  to  the  Gt>vemm6nt. 
Ho  (Mr.  Holmes)  quite  agreed  with  that 
proposition,  and  Her  Majesty's  Gt>veni- 
ment  had  not  asked  for  any  views ;  their 
own  views  were  expressed  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  and  in  the  speeches  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  who,  in  his  speech,  bad  given  a 
temperate  and  grave  explaoation,  not 
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merely  of  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
QoYerament,  but  of  the  entire  Tory 
Party.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Nun- 
eaton Division  of  Warwickshire  seemed 
prepared  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
wherever  he  went ;  but  it  would  be  more 
to  the  purpose  to  know  the  policy  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Party  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  belonged,  and  that,  at  all 
events,  appeared  to  be  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Albert  Grey),  who  had  expressed  a 
desire  to  know  what  the  views  of  his 
Leader  were,  and  a  wish  that  would,  it 
was  to  be  hoped,  be  gratified  before  the 
debate  concluded — to  hear  from  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  or  some  other  Gentleman 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  whether 
they  were  not  disposed  to  furnish  some 
little  light  and  leading  on  this,  one  of 
the  greatest  questions  ever  submitted  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  (Mr. 
Holmes)  would  express  the  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumber- 
land would  be  gratified  in  that  desire ; 
but  it  was  a  very  slight  hope,  since 
the  condition  of  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  from  11  at  night  to  1  o'clock 
that  morning  had  not  been  of  a  cha- 
racter to  lead  one  to  believe  that  there 
was  that  profound  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject which  one  would  have  supposed 
would  be  taken.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  in  his  speech  set  forth  the  distinct 
issue  that  his  Party  asked,  and  would 
accept — namely,  nothing  less  than  com- 
plete legislative  independence,  free  from 
any  control  whatever.  Here  was  the 
issue,  as  to  which  there  was  no  doubt  or 
ambiguity ;  and  if  it  could  not  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  for  those  reasons  of 
policy  which  had  been  thrown  out  from 
time  to  time,  the  day  was  not  far  distant, 
he  hoped,  when  the  country  would  know 
the  views  of  all  its  politicians  on  the 
subject.  The  paragraph  in  the  Eoyal 
Speech  dealing  with  Legislative  Union 
was  not  the  only  one  dealing  with  Ire- 
land. It  was  followed  by  another  of 
grave  importance,  requiring  most  serious 
consideration  from  the  House.  It  re- 
presented that  the  present  social  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  was  not  a  cheerful  one. 
It  painted  that  condition  in  colours  that 
must  be  called  gloomy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
in  referring  to  this  paragraph,  said  that 
he  had  not  the  means  of  knowing  what 


the  social  condition  of  Ireland  was.  He 
(Mr.  Holmes)  would  admit  that,  in  a 
question  of  that  kind.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  more  means  of  infor- 
mation than  any  independent  Member 
of  the  House ;  and  he  did  not  quarrel 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  sug- 
gesting that  this  was  a  matter  for  the 
Government  to  consider  for  themselves. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  his  mind  had  been  engaged  daily 
and  nightly  in  considering  this  question 
for  some  time  past ;  but  he  (Mr.  Holmes) 
would  be  sorry  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  confined  his  attention  to  one 
eingle  aspect  of  the  question.  After  all, 
the  foundation  of  all  legislation  must 
rest  on  the  social  condition  of  Ireland ; 
and,  though  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  more,  still  every  independent  Mem- 
ber must  have  much  information  on  this 
point  at  his  hand.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  engaged,  and,  as 
he  (Mr.  Holmes)  thought,  honestly  en- 
gaged, from  1869,  during  the  time  he 
had  been  in  Office,  in  promoting  mea- 
sures for  Ireland.  It  must  surely  occur 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  £rom  time 
to  time,  to  consider  what  had  been  the 
result  of  aU  his  efforts.  Avery  remark- 
able statement  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  in  the  course  of 
the  debate — namely,  that  during  the 
past  five  years  Ireland  had  been  going 
from  bad  to  worse ;  that  discontent  had 
increased  and  prosperity  lessened ;  and 
yet  those  years  were  those  wherein  the 
greatest  efforts  were  made  at  concilia- 
tion. [Mr.  Sexton:  I  said  85  years, 
not  five  years.]  At  all  events,  they 
might  take  the  last  five  ye£trs  of  special 
effort  as  typical,  during  which  time 
60  much  had  been  done  for  Ireland. 
He  should,  however,  go  a  little  more  into 
detail,  and  he  should  ask  whether  that 
debate  had  not  thrown  some  light  on 
the  matter  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  might  not 
have  made  up  his  mind ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  A. 
Grey )  had  no  difficulty  on  that  point.  The 
hon.  Member  had  told  them  that  in  three 
Provinces  in  Ireland  the  only  law  recog- 
nized was  the  law  of  the  League.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Holmes)  was  not  accepting  that 
himself  in  its  broad  and  general  lines. 
He,  however,  asked,  what  had  they  on 
this  subject  from  the  Representatives  of 
the  National  Party?  He  thought  the 
speeches  of  the  Members  for  the  City  of 
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Cork  and  forSligo  were  very  remarkable. 
The  House  would  remember  what  was 
stated  in  the  Eoyal  Speech,  that  there 
was  no  marked  increase  in  serious 
crime ;  but  it  was  further  stated  that 
there  was  evidence  of  concerted  resist- 
ance to  the  enforcement  of  legal  obliga- 
tions and  also  organized  intimidation. 
Now,  he  had  followed  carefully  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  who,  in  referring  to  the 
many  branches  of  the  National  League, 
said  strong  efforts  were  made  by  the 
Central  Authority  to  keep  those  branches 
within  legal  and  proper  bounds.  He 
(Mr.  Holmes)  would  admit  that  those 
efforts  had  been  made ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  told  the  House  how 
the  efforts  were  received  by  the  local 
branches,  and  whether  they  were  suc- 
cessful, t^^*  ^'  ^-  Habrington  :  They 
were.]  What  were  the  facts  ?  The  Na- 
tional League  had  been  growing  steadily 
for  some  years ;  indeed,  from  1883,  when 
it  stood  at  242,  until^at  the  end  of  1884, 
it  had  592  branches.  In  July  last  it 
had  over  800  branches,  and  on  the  3l6t 
of  December  it  had  1,280  branches. 
L'^Hear,  bear!**]  He  was  quite  pre- 
pared for  those  cheers.  He  knew  that 
it  was  their  anxiety  and  wish  to  increase 
this  organization;  and,  further,  the 
House  had  been  told,  in  the  most  dis- 
tinct terms,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo,  that  the  League  intended  to  con- 
tinue its  work  until  the  Irish  Party  had 
carried  their  great  object,  an  indepen- 
dent Legislature.  Indeed,  he  was  very 
much  mistaken  if  a  great  portion  of  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks  was  not  a  justi- 
fication of  that  very  intimidation  con- 
demned in  the  Queen's  Speech,  seeing  it 
was  referred  to  by  him  as  a  safety-valve. 
What  was  the  character  of  this  concerted 
action,  this  organized  intimidation? 
From  the  information  they  had  been  able 
to  obtain  it  amounted  to  this — that  the 
League  dictated  to  every  person  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  what  their  course 
of  action  should  be,  and  interfered  with 
that  individual  liberty  which  should  bo 
protected  in  every  civilized  State,  and 
that  not  as  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant alone,  but  in  every  relation  of  life. 
[*'No,  no!"]  He  should  be  able  to 
satisfy  the  House  by  evidence  that  that 
was  so.  The  question  could  not  be  re- 
solved by  mere  statistics  of  crime.  To 
borrow  a  word  from  the  hon.  Member, 
the  operations  of  the  system  were  fre- 
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quently  intangible;  they  could  hardly 
reach  it,  or  touch  it.  They  knew  meet- 
ings were  held ;  but  they  had  no  means 
of  learning  what  was  done  at  them. 
['*  Oh,  oh !  **]  He  was  well  aware  that 
there  were  public  meetings  of  this  body ; 
but  the  dangerous  action  of  this  organi- 
zation originated  not  at  the  public,  but 
at  the  private  meetings.  It  was  in  pri- 
vate houses  that  their  plans  were  carried 
out  with  regard  to  intimidation,  and  it 
was  there  that  the  danger  lurked,  that 
the  danger  was  to  be  found.  The  effect 
could  only  be  judged  by  combining  the 
evidence  of  certain  isolated  facts,  each  one 
small  in  itself,  and  by  the  statements  of 
those  well  acquainted  with  the  country. 
The  statements  in  the  Boyal  Speech  were 
based  on  documents  prepared  by  Go- 
vernment officials.  Tbe^  were  based  on 
statements  of  those  who  had  no  power 
or  wish  to  manipulate  statistics.  They 
were  also  based  on  the  statements  of  the 
Judges,  who.  in  the  month  of  December, 
had  directed  that  the  writs  of  the  Supe- 
rior Courts  should  be  served  through  the 
post,  and  not  personally,  owing  to  the 
system  of  intimidation  by  these  1,200 
branches  of  the  National  League.  They 
were  also  based  upon  the  fact  that  at 
the  Licensing  Sessions  in  October  it  was 
necessary  for  the  Crown  to  oppose  the 
issue  of  licences ;  because  publicans,  by 
refusing  to  supply  persons  obnoxious 
to  the  League,  failed  to  fulfil  the  obliga- 
tions attaching  to  their  licence.  He 
might  also  refer  to  the  remarkable  case 
of  the  *'  Boycotting  "  of  the  Cork  Steam 
Packet  Company.  That  was  once  a 
prosperous  and  wealthy  concern;  but 
because  they  carried  out  their  obligations 
as  common  carriers  to  an  Association, 
they  had  been  almost  ruined  and  brought 
to  the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  [**  Hear, 
hear !  *']  The  cheers  of  hon.  Members 
showed  that  they  approved  of  that.  It 
was  unfortunate,  perhaps,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  obliged  to 
say  that  they  considered  that  such  action 
on  the  part  of  any  organization  was  one 
which  was  contrary  to  the  first  principles 
of  law.  In  support  of  his  assertion  that 
that  organization  carried  on  its  opera- 
tions in  almost  every  part  of  the  ooontry 
and  in  relation  to  almost  every  business 
of  life  there  was  one  piece  of  evidence 
he  would  like  to  bring  before  the  House. 
It  so  happened  that  there  was  published 
in  United  Jreland,  a  journal  conducted 
with  great  ability,  and  in  support  of  the 
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National  League,  eaoli  week,  a  series  of 
reeolutions  supplied  by  the  secretaries 
of  Tarious  branches  throughout  the 
country;  and  by  reading  those  resolutions 
one  could  form  some  idea  of  the  nature 
of  the  operations  of  this  organization. 
In  a  copy  of  the  paper  for  October  24, 
he  found  that  at  a  meeting  of  the  branch 
at  Oughterard  the  following  resolution 
was  passed : — 

**  That  in  view  of  the  present  depression  and 
fall  in  the  price  of  stock  and  farm  produce  we 
call  upon  the  shop  keepers  to  grant  a  reduction 
of  25  per  cent  in  all  outstanding  debts,  as  it  is 
impossible  for  the  poor  tenant  farmers  to  meet 
all  their  liabilities  at  present.*' 

It  would  thus  be  seen  that  this  was  not 
a  matter  between  landlords  and  tenants, 
but  that  the  ordinary  shop-keepers  were 
called  upon,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
National  League,  to  make  a  reduction 
of  25  per  cent.  From  the  same  journal, 
and  ahnost  next  in  succession,  he  read 
that  at  a  meeting  at  Caherline,  County 
Limerick — 

'*  The  case  of  a  land-grabber,  who  had  made 
a  half-hearted  surrender  of  his  ill-gotten 
plunder,  was  before  the  meeting.  It  was  ro- 
Bolved  to  exercise  the  force  of  public  opinion 
against    him   until    a  complete  restitution  is 

What  was  the  meaning  of  a  land-grabber 
according  to  this  resolution  ?  It  meant 
a  man  who,  when  a  farm  was  vacant, 
chose  to  enter  into  it,  having  made  a 
contract  with  the  owner.  It  was  not 
contended  that  this  person  was  not  per- 
fectly entitled  by  the  law  to  do  so.  He 
made  a  bargain  with  the  owner  to  occupy 
the  land  for  a  certain  time  on  certain 
terms,  and  for  this  the  operations  of  the 
society  were  directed  against  him.  It 
might  be  said  that  proceedings  were 
only  taken  against  men  who  had  taken 
farms  from  which  men  had  been  evicted. 
[Mr.  T.  0.  Harbington  :  Unjustly 
evicted.]  But  he  (Mr.  Holmes)  main- 
tained that  men  who  took  land  year  after 
year  from  certain  landlords  were  put 
under  the  same  ban.  Again,  he  read  in 
United  Ireland^  of  November  21,  that  the 
following  resolution  was  unanimously 
passed  at  a  meeting  held  at  Grane  and 
Urlingford : — 

*'That  as  Lord  Mountgarret's  agent,  Mr. 
Keough,  has  deprived  James  Herke  of  his  posi- 
tion as  gamekeeper  for  no  other  crime  than  re- 
fusing to  herd  an  evicted  farm,  we  hereby 
announce  to  all  whom  it  may  concern  that  who- 
ever grabs  James  Herke's  situation  as  game- 
keeper shall  he  looked  upon  as  an  ordinary  grass 


or  land-grabber,  and  that  we  use  all  lawful 
means  to  secure  that  Lord  Mountgarret's  ducks 
and  grouse  shall  be  allowed  henceforth  to  take 
care  of  themselves." 

It  would  be  observed  that  this  was  not 
a  case  of  land-grabbing,  but  that  of 
taking  the  ordinary  situation  of  game- 
keeper. Here  was  a  resolution  put  and 
carried  at  a  meeting  at  Kilworth  and 
Aralen — 

**  That  we  hereby  reiterate  our  determination 
not  to  pay  rents  without  the  abatements  already 
agreed  upon,  and  that  any  one  receding  from 
this  determination  be  hereby  declared  a  traitor.'' 

He  would  go  next  to  a  resolution  passed 
on  the  same  day  at  a  meeting  of  tho 
branch  at  Barraduff,  County  Kerry — 

"  That  the  resolution  against  Patrick  Neagle 
bo  rescinded,  and  any  persons  who  wish  to  hold 
intercourse  with  him  may  do  so,  though  we  will 
not  at  present  admit  him  a  member  of  our 
branch." 

Again,  at  Bally  gran  (Charleville),  the 
following  resolution  was  unanimously 
adopted  : — 

"  That  we  call  on  the  contractors  for  labourers' 
cottages  throughout  the  Croom  Union  not  to 
deal  with  any  obnoxious  persons  in  the  taking 
of  lime  or  any  other  materials  for  the  building 
of  same." 

At  Eathmore,  County  Kerry,  on  De- 
cember 12,  the  following  resolutions 
were  passed  unanimously : — 

**  (I)  That  any  person  found  oommunicating 
with  a  few  obnoxious  individuals  in  this  locality 
will  bo  expelled  from  the  League  henceforth ; 
(2)  that  every  person  presenting  cattle  for  sale 
at  a  fair  shall  produce  his  card,  and  that  no 
buyer  purchase  from  any  person  without  pro- 
ducing same ;  (3)  that  no  individual  sell  to  any 
dealer  without  presenting  his  card,  as  it  is  the 
only  way  of  detecting  those  employed  by  the 
Defence  Unionists,  and  that  we  call  on  the 
other  branches  to  follow  this  example." 

So  that,  in  point  of  fact,  every  person 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  League  was 
prevented  from  buying  and  selling  in 
the  ordinary  fairs  and  markets  of  the 
country ;  and  in  County  Limerick  one 
of  the  branches  called  tho  attention  of 
the  surrounding  branches  to  the  presence 
of  an  Emergency  gang  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and  asked  the  people  to  co- 
operate with  them  in  refusing  to  have 
any  dealings  with  the  "  wretches."  At 
Newcastle  West,  according  to  the  re- 
cord— 

"  A  man  came  before  the  meeting  and  ex- 
pressed his  sorrow  for  having  worked  for  Darcy, 
tho  *  Boycotted  '  land-grabber.  He  now  pro- 
mises to  leave  his  employer  forthwith,  as  did 
also  his  wife,  who  is  a  washerwoman  there.  His 
apology  was  accepted,  and  the  League  promised 
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to  find  a  honse  for  him.  The  secretary  was 
directed  to  write  to  the  landladies  of  two  public 
officials  who  are  persistently  keeping  company 
with  Darcy  and  his  family,  with  the  view  to 
have  them  shift  their  lodgings." 

At  Ballylanders,  a  charge  being  made 
against  Peter  Creagh  for  using  English- 
made  nails,  he  promised  to  encourage 
**  Irish  manufacture  for  the  future." 
There  seemed  to  be  some  notion  of  a 
Statute  of  Limitations  on  the  part  of  the 
League,  as  was  shown  by  a  resolution 
from  the  branch  at  Ahabollogue,  County 
Cork— 

"  Mr.  J.  Carroll  laid  a  statement  before  the 
committee  of  his  eviction  in  1867  and  the 
grabbing  of  his  farm  by  his  brother.  The  com- 
mittee consider  that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Carroll  was  very  bad  ;  but  having  some  doubt  as 
to  the  power  of  the  League  in  a  case  occurring 
in  1867,  the  secretary  was  directed  to  com- 
municate with  the  Central  League  on  the  sub- 
ject." 

Would  the  National  League  go  to  the 
trouble  of  passing  resolutions  of  that 
kind  if  they  were  not  aware  that  there 
was  a  power  behind  them  which  gave  a 
sanction  to  such  resolutions  ?  The  fact 
was,  that  unless  this  organization  changed 
its  mode  of  operation,  or  unless  it  could 
be  compelled  to  change  that  mode  of 
operation,  they  could  not  have  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland  that  authority  of  law 
and  order  which  was  necessary  in  any 
civilized  country.  Now  it  might  be  said, 
what  had  the  Government  done  for  the 
purpose  of  fi;etting  this  organization 
under  control?  He  did  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  shrink  from  that  ques- 
tion. The  Government  had  been  in 
Office  for  six  months.  During  the  years 
1884  and  1885  the  National  League  was 
rapidly  developing,  and  the  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  did  nothing  to 
check  its  advance.  ''Boycotting"  was 
not  a  'growth  of  six  months,  but  had 
been  going  on  for  some  years  past.  It 
was  somewhat  difficult  for  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  to  find  a  remedy  when  they  had 
been  in  Office  only  six  months,  seeing 
that  the  late  Government  were  un- 
able to  discover  any  practical  remedy 
after  being  in  Office  five  years.  Then, 
again,  in  November  last,  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  excitement  arising  from  the 
flections ;  and  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  take  notice  of  words 
that  might  be  used  at  such  a  time — 
words  which  would  not  be  repeated  in 
calmer  moments.    Before  the  Executive 
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took  exceptional  powers,  it  was  quite 
right  that  they  should  wait  and  see  what 
the  state  of  the  country  would  be  when 
the  contest  was  over.  During  that  period 
of  excitement,  however,  all  measures  that 
could  be  taken  ought  to  be  taken  under 
the  ordinary  law.  No  blame,  he  sub- 
mitted, could  be  attached  to  the  Execu- 
tive, who  had  been  making  every  efiPort 
to  crush  intimidation.  But  if  they  had 
not  succeeded  up  to  the  present  time,  it 
might  be  asked  what  they  intended  to  do 
in  the  future?  The  Speech  from  the 
Throne  indicated  pretty  clearly  that  if 
the  ordinary  law  was  found  to  be  in- 
sufficient for  crushing  this  organized  in- 
timidation, exceptional  measures  would 
be  asked  for  by  the  Government.  The 
Speech  indicated  something  further — 
namely,  that,  as  far  as  the  present  infor- 
mation of  the  Government  went,  the 
powers  which  the  ordinary  law  gave 
were  not  sufficient  for  that  purpose. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Albert 
Grey)  had  asked  what  was  the  necessity 
of  waiting  for  the  Eeport  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
who,  in  a  day  or  two,  would  be  respon- 
sible for  the  Government  of  Ireland  ? 
The  Government  of  Ireland  had  in  its 
possession  many  means  of  information ; 
but,  surely,  it  would  be  a  very  excep- 
tional course  to  formulate  what  might  be 
necessary  at  a  time  when  the  Govern- 
ment was  in  a  state  of  transition.  The 
House  had  the  assurance  of  the  Gbvem* 
ment  that  it  would  shrink  from  no  ire- 
sponsibility  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
in  Ireland  good  order  and  obedience  to 
the  law.  He  contended  that  the  lan- 
guage used  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  was 
i'ustified  by  the  state  of  the  case.  But 
16  took  no  pleasure  in  making  that  state- 
ment. He  believed  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  as  anxious  as  any  Go- 
vernment ever  were  to  do  full  justice  to 
Ireland ;  and  he  said  more,  for  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, from  whatever  part  of  Ireland 
they  came,  were  convinced  that  full  and 
fair  justice  must  be  done  where  it  was 
necessary  to  carry  out  any  change  of  the 
law.  As  far  as  the  Irish  Executive  were 
concerned,  the  House  might  rely  that  no 
effort  would  be  lost  to  restore  order  and 
to  remedy  any  grievance  that  existed — 
any  grievance  that  could  be  legitimately 
remedied.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  yesterday, 
in  solemn  words,  asked  the  House  to 
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remember  that  in  the  difficult  position 
in  which  they  were  at  the  present  time 
placed,  their  great  object  should  be  to 
arrive  at  the  truth,  and  that  they  should 
put  aside  prejudice,  and  free  themselves 
from  anything  like  Party  conflict.  As 
far  as  they  on  the  Ministerial  side  were 
concerned,  they  would  be  sorry  indeed 
to  make  any  political  capital  out  of  this 
question.  In  anything  they  might  do, 
and  in  anything  they  had  said,  they  had 
the  deepest  sense  of  responsibility,  and 
were  under  the  obligation  of  a  most 
sacred  duty.  If  it  had  been  announced 
that  it  was  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
responsible  Advisers  that  the  Union 
should  be  preserved,  the  reason  of  that 
was  that  they  believed  the  dissolution 
of  the  Union  would  not  only  be  fatal  to 
the  interests  of  the  Empire,  but  also 
fatal  to  Irish  interests.  If  the  Govern- 
ment thought  it  might  be  necessary  to 
ask  the  House  to  confer  upon  them 
powers  to  cope  with  intimidation,  their 
only  reason  was  that  they  believed  it 
was  of  the  first  importance  for  Irish  in- 
terests and  for  everyone  connected  with 
that  country  to  have  order  and  law  main- 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  did  not 
pay  any  very  great  attention  to  what 
fell  from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Holmes).  He  had  observed 
that  the  very  last  persons  consulted  by 
the  Government  with  regard  to  its 
policy  in  Ireland  were  the  Law  Officers 
for  Ireland.  As  far  as  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  could  understand,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  threw  over,  as 
far  as  he  possibly  could,  the  Leader  of 
his  Party.  He  stated,  after  explaining 
that  all  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment coming  from  Ireland— a  very  small 
body — would  do  full  justice  to  Ireland, 
that  he  considered  the  Government  ought 
as  soon  as  possible  to  bring  in  some 
Coercion  Bill.  It  was  perfectly  true,  he 
said,  that  in  the  excitement  of  the  Elec- 
tions things  were  said  and  done  that 
ought  to  be  overlooked ;  but  it  should  be 
remembered,  he  remarked,  that  ''  Boy- 
cotting "  still  continued,  and  therefore 
a  Coercion  Bill  should  be  brought  in  at 
once.  There  had  been,  he  pointed  out, 
a  great  deal  of  *'  Boycotting."  AVTiy 
had  not  the  Gt>vernment  prosecuted  the 
"  Boycotters  ?  "  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  said  that  in 
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every  case  where  the  crime  was  known, 
and  *'  Boycotters"  had  been  prosecuted, 
convictions  had  been  secured.  In  the 
face  of  that  admission  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  (Mr.  Labouohere)  failed 
to  see  the  necessity  for  any  coercive 
legislation.  He  should  like  to  know 
why  the  ordinary  law  was  not  put  into 
force  against  the  persons  known  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  who  stood 
alone  on  the  Front  Bench  in  demanding 
a  Coercion  Bill  to  deal  with  intimida- 
tion? He  thought  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  the  Government  rarely  con- 
sulted their  Law  Officers  for  Ireland  as 
to  what  they  intended  to  do  in  Ireland. 
With  respect  to  the  Address,  there  was 
one  paragraph  to  which  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  give  his  assent.  It  was  the 
paragraph  relating  to  Ireland.  The 
paragraph  stated  that  the  Queen  re- 
gretted that  an  attempt  had  been  made 
to  excite  the  people  of  Ireland  to  hosti- 
lity against  the  Legislative  Union  be- 
tween that  country  and  Great  Britain, 
and  Her  Majesty  was  resolutely  opposed 
to  any  disturbance  of  that  fundamental 
law— namely,  the  Legislative  Union. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did  not  attach 
undue  importance  to  a  Queen's  Speech ; 
for,  as  hon.  Members  were  well  aware, 
it  merely  embodied  the  sentiments  of 
the  Government  for  the  time  being,  and 
was  in  itself  of  no  more  binding  effect 
than  a  speech  delivered  by  a  Minister 
in  his  place.  Lord  Salisbury  and  his 
followers  had  been  prating  and  protest- 
ing a  good  deal  of  late  against  any  dis- 
turbance of  fundamental  law,  forgetting 
that  that  fundamental  law  was  only 
established  at  the  beginning  of  the  pre- 
sent century,  and  had  already  been 
changed  by  the  destruction  of  the  Irish 
Church.  It  might  be  supposed,  from 
what  had  been  said,  that  this  was  one 
of  the  laws  made  by  the  Saxons.  It 
was,  however,  not  an  old  law,  but,  prac- 
tically, a  new  one.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  always  talking  about  the  Con- 
stitution knew  what  the  Constitution 
was,  they  would  see  that  there  were  no 
fundamental  laws  in  it.  The  Constitu- 
tion meant  not  permanency,  but  change. 
They  could  change  and  modify  anything 
to  suit  the  requirements  of  the  age.  It 
was  a  most  unconstitutional  thing  to 
say  that  one  law  was  a  fundamental  law 
and  that  another  should  be  changed. 
He  stood  by  the  Constitution,  and  con- 
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tended  that  those  who  called  themselves 
the  defenders  of  the  Constitution  had 
invented  an  entirely  new  principle  with 
their  fundamental  law.    He  did    not 
regret  that  the  attempt  spoken  of  had 
been  made.     He  rejoiced  that  it  had 
been  made,  and  hoped  that  it  would  be 
successful.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  asked 
why  an  Amendment  had  not  been  pro- 
posed from  that  side  of  the  House  ?    He 
(Mr.    Labouchere)    was  not  going   to 
answer  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench ;  but  the  reason 
why  an  Amendment  had  not  been  pro- 
posed by  hon.  Members  sitting  below 
the  Gangway  was  because  an  Amend- 
ment only  dealt  with  practical  politics, 
and  there  was  no  reason  in  the  world 
why  they  should  interfere  with  the  re- 
grets contained  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
or  rectify,  by  means  of  an  Amendment, 
the  historical  errors  of  the  Government. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  to  con- 
sider that  this  Parliament  was  a  sort  of 
Irish  faction  fight.    They  were  continu- 
ally trailing  their  coat  along  the  ground, 
and  asking  someone  to  jump  upon  it ; 
and  they  almost  went  on  their  knees, 
imploring  someone  to  oome  forward  and 
turn  them  out  of  Office.     Considering 
the  present  state  of  Ireland,  as  set  forth 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  he  should  have  thought  that 
the  Government  would  have  mada  some 
more  practical  recommendations  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  than  were  to 
be  found  there.     Ministers  absolutely 
told  the  House  that  they  knew  nothing 
at  all  about  Ireland.    They  had  been  in 
Office  for  many  months  now ;  they  had 
had  the  assistance  of  Lord  Carnarvon  and 
of  the  late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant;   but  at  present  their  only 
scheme  for  the  government  of  Ireland 
consisted  in  sending  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W-  H.  Smith)  to  Ireland  as  the 
new  Irish  Minister.     He  could  not  un- 
derstand how  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  a  few  weeks'  time,  was  to  discover 
everything  connected  with  the  state  of 
Ireland,  or  how  he  could  possibly  know 
more  about  the  condition  of  the.country 
than  Lord  Carnarvon  or  the  late  Chief 
Secretary.     There  was  one  fact,  how- 
ever, more  important  than  this  new  ap- 
pointment.    It  consisted  in  this — that 
86  Members  had  been  returned  to  this 
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Parliament  under  the  Electoral  Law 
passed  last  year,  and  passed  deliberately 
with  the  intention  that  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  should  be  fairly 
represented  in  this  country.  The  Irish 
Bepresentatives  had  come  back  to  the 
new  Parliament  with  a  policy.  He  did 
not  say  that  they  were  prepared  at  once 
to  go  into  the  details  of  that  policy; 
but  the  Government  certainly  knew  what 
the  opinion  of  Ireland  was.  In  these 
circumstances,  what  did  the  Gt)vemment 
do  ?  •  In  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
the  Government  tried  to  tell  the  Irish 
Members  that  no  conciliation  was  pos- 
sible. The  Government  would  not  even 
listen  to  their  arguments,  but  imme- 
diately stepped  in,  before  hearing  what 
they  had  to  say,  and  told  them  that  it 
was  a  fundamental  law  of  this  country 
that  they  could  not  grant  what  Irish. 
Members  considered  just  and  desirable 
for  Ireland.  Was  the  government  of 
Ireland,  at  the  present  time,  so  excellent 
that  the  Government  could  come  forward 
and  say  that  no  possible  change  in  that 
government  could  be  made  ?  He  would 
read  two  extracts  from  speeches  which 
had  been  delivered  on  this  question  by 
two  distinguished  politicians.  One  was 
from  a  speech  delivered  by  Lord  Cowper, 
whom  the  Conservatives  almost  lauded 
when  in  Ireland,  a  Nobleman  not  dis- 
tinguished for  his  exaggerated  Radical 
views. 

**In  Ireland  nil  local  matters  are  really 
managed  through  the  instmmentality  of  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  and  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate is  in  constant  communication  with  the 
Castle.  This  state  of  thiDgs  has  partly  arisen 
from  the  helpless  nature  of  the  Irish.  .  .  A 
hateful  system  of  bureaucratic  government  is 
the  result." 

The  other  extract  was  from  a  speeoh  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain),  in  which  he  said  that 
the  system  of  Irish  government  was 
founded  on  the  bayonets  of  30,000  sol- 
diers, encamped  permanently  in  a  hos- 
tile country,  and  that  it  was  a  system 
coi^letely  centralized  as  that  of  Bossia 
in  roland,  or  Austria  in  Venice.  But 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  Itandolph  Churchill) 
said  that  the  GU>vemment  would  not 
even  grant  to  Ireland  at  present  any 
concession  in  regard  to  County  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  had  adopted  a 
most  extraordinary  theory  in  regard  to 
this  matter.    He  said,  in  effect,  that 
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the  Qoyemment  would,  perhaps,  pro- 
yided  the  Irishmen  conducted  them- 
selves properly,  kindly  grant  this  reform 
to  them,  and  would  throw  to  them  some 
little  sop  in  the  way  of  County  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  complained, 
frequently,  of  some  ambiguity  in  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). It  was  pointed  out  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
Local  Government,  he,  perhaps,  did  not 
mean  the  same  thing  that  was  meant 
by  the  Government  when  they  spoke  of 
Local  Gt)vemment.  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  thought  it  was  somewhat  strange 
that  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  should  complain  of  ambiguity 
on  the  part  of  any  Member  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House,  considering 
that  during  the  last  few  weeks  they 
had  been  doing  nothing  but  trying  to 
muddle  up  the  whole  question  of  Local 
Government  or  Home  Eule,  and  to 
insist  in  their  newspapers  and  in  public 
that  Home  Bule  meant  nothing  but 
separation.  Did  Home  Bule  mean  no- 
thing but  separation  ?  Were  they  to 
understand  that  if  in  Ireland  there  was 
a  separate  Parliament,  perfectly  inde- 
pendent of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
this  would  necessarily  mean  separation  ? 
Did  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
know  that  in  Hungary,  Sweden,  Nor- 
way, Switzerland,  Germany,  and  in  many 
other  countries  there  were  local  Govern- 
ments and  an  Imperial  Government 
also,  and  that  the  local  Governments 
were  absolutely  independent  in  all  local 
matters  of  the  Imperial  Government? 
What  was  Canada  ?  Was  Canada  an 
integral  part  of  the  Empire,  or  was  it 
not?  Were  our  Colonies  not  an  inte- 
g^ral  part  of  our  Empire  ?  To  say  that 
the  fact  of  there  being  one,  two,  or  three 
Parliaments  must  necessarily  produce 
the  disintegration  of  the  British  Empire 
was  to  absolutely  ignore  the  fact  of 
what  the  British  Empire  was  composed. 
As  he  had  said,  the  British  Empire  was 
composed  not  only  of  these  Islands,  but 
also  of  our  Colonies.  One  would  sup- 
pose that  bon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  imder  the  impression 
that  the  system  of  one  Parliament  for 
two  Islands  was  a  sort  of  Divine  insti- 
tution, and  that  anything  else  was  likely 
to  bring  ruin  to  the  Empire  that  accepted 
it.  What  was  this  Union  ?  It  was  the 
outcome  of  the  grossest  corruption  ever 


perpetrated.  That  was  an  historical  and 
admitted  fact.  Titles  were  sold  openly 
in  the  market  like  cattle,  and  yet  they 
were  told  that  they  must  listen  to  the 
views  of  Dukes  and  Peers,  when  they 
chose  to  say  that  we  must  not  grant 
Home  Bule,  or,  if  we  did,  those  who 
called  themselves  Liberals  now  would 
join  the  Conservatives  henceforward. 
He  noticed  the  other  day  in  a  Conserva- 
tive paper  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
the  letter  written  by  the  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford and  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
Duke  of  Westminster  were  of  more  im- 
portance to  the  country  than  the  results 
of  the  late  General  Election.  As  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  concerned,  it 
was  a  matter  of  the  most  absolute  indif- 
ference to  him,  and  he  thought  to  most 
hon.  Members  of  the  House,  what  the 
Dukes  of  Bedford  and  Westminster 
thought.  He  knew  this,  however — that 
the  Duke  of  Westminster  the  other  day 
made  one  of  the  most  disgraceful  and 
scurrilous  speeches  which  could  have 
been  made  either  by  a  Duke,  or  by  any 
other  person. 

Mr.  FINCH- HATTON  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  refer- 
ring to  a  Member  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  in  such  a  manner  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man reflects  in  disparaging  terms  on  a 
Member  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment he  is  clearly  out  of  Order.  But  I 
do  not  gather  from  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  be  is  referring  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  to  anything  which 
has  passed  in  that  Assembly. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  that  hon. 
Members  who  had  sat  in  the  previous  Par- 
liament were  well  aware,  from  his  conduct 
in  the  past,  that  he  would  not  say  a  word 
of  a  disparaging  nature  in  reference  to 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  He 
was  referring  to  a  speech  delivered  by 
the  Duke  of  Westminster  in  his  indi- 
vidual capacity  ;  and  he  said  tbatif  that 
was  the  mode  in  which  the  allegiance  of 
Ireland  was  to  be  won  over  to  this  coun- 
try, the  mode  adopted  was  a  most  strange 
one.  He  thought  that  the  Duke  of 
Westminster  ought  to  be  ashamed  of 
that  speech.  The  Legislative  Union 
with  Ireland  had  lasted  less  than  a  cen- 
tury, and  it  had  been  one  of  the  most 
conspicuous  failures  in  political  history. 
There  had  been  some  80  Coercion  Bills ; 
and,  so  far  from  our  having  won  over 
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the  Irish,  they  were,  with  few  excep- 
tions, determined  to  do  all  they  could  to 
put  an  end  to  that  Legislative  Union. 
No  doubt,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  pointed  out, 
the  land  was  the  difficulty ;  but  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  said  that  the 
object  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
was  to  confiscate  the  property  of  the 
landlords,  what  Justification  had  they 
for  that  assertion  ?  Could  they  produce 
any  statements  on  the  part  of  Irish 
Members  showing  that  they  dreamed  of 
confiscating  the  land  in  any  way  ?  It 
was  always  said  that  anything  which 
would  allow  tenants  to  live  and  thrive 
on  the  land  must,  in  the  nature  of  things, 
be  confiscation.  But  why  should  not 
Irish  Members  be  believed  when  they 
said  that  they  did  not  aim  at  confisca- 
tion ?  Why  should  not  that  declaration 
on  their  part  be  received  with  the  same 
respect  as  would  be  given  to  a  similar 
declaration  coming  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Joseph  Chamber- 
lain)? If  the  rents  fixed  under  the 
Land  Act  were  right  at  the  time  they 
must  be  wrong  now,  because  produce 
had  gone  down  enormously  in  value. 
The  primary  idea  of  the  Act  was  to 
enable  tenants  to  live  and  thrive  on  the 
land  by  their  own  industry,  and  to  pay 
the  excess,  if  there  was  an  excess,  to  the 
landlord ;  but  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
that  had  become  an  impossibility.  The 
Irish  clung  to  the  land ;  but  you  could 
not  get  rent  from,  them  if  they  had  no 
money.  They  could  not  pay,  and  we 
ejected  them.  Why  did  not  we  hear 
more  said  against  wholesale  ejectments? 
« Boycotting"  had  always  existed,  and 
always  would;  and  the  meaning  of  it 
was  that  you  were  not  to  have  social 
relations  with  a  man  who  was  regarded 
as  an  enemy  of  his  country,  and  who 
was  injuring,  as  far  as  he  could,  the 
cause  of  his  country.  He  wished  hon. 
Members  would  read  Irish  newspapers, 
instead  of  reading  only  the  letters  of 
correspondents  in  the  London  papers. 
They  would  then  see  that  **  Boycotting  " 
was  not  the  crime  they  assumed  it  to 
be ;  but  that  the  real  crime  in  Ireland 
was  that  some  landlords  were  driving 
men,  women,  and  children  out  of  their 
homes  because  thev  could  not  pay  rent. 
Would  fathers  allow  their  wives  and 
children  to  starve  on  the  roadside  if  they 
had  money  to  pay  rent  ?    If  such  evic- 
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tions  were  going  on  in  England,  there 
would  be  such  an  outcry  that  they  would 
be  put  an  end  to  at  once.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
had  protested  against  ''  Boycotting '.'  in 
Ireland,  and  against  the  terrorism  exer- 
cised during  the  Elections;  but  that 
terrorism  was  nothing  to  be  compared 
with  the  terrorism  exercised  by  squires 
and  by  dames  of  the  Primrose  League, 
some  beautiful  and  others  not,  over  the 
labourers  in  the  English  counties ;  while, 
in  the  National  churches,  clergymen 
might  have  been  heard  invoking  damna- 
tion in  the  next  world  upon  anyone  who 
voted  against  the  Conservatives.  Then 
it  was  said  that  in  Ireland  Catholics 
were  the  difficulty — showing  that  as  soon 
as  you  disposed  of  one  difficulty  another 
was  raised.  Yet,  in  Ireland,  Protestants 
were  returned  by  Catholics;  but  how 
many  Catholics  were  returned  by  the 
Protestants  of  England  ?  Sectarian  spirit 
was  stronger  in  England  than  it  was  in 
Ireland.  Orangemen  used  Protestantism 
as  a  means  to  an  end ;  and  for  a  long 
time  Orangemen  had  been  the  curse  of 
Ireland.  They  made  use  of  religious 
difierences  to  perpetuate  ill-will ;  and  he 
rejoiced,  that  even  in  Ulster,  in  the 
greater  number  of  constituencies,  they 
had  been  defeated.  Now  these  self- 
styled  Loyalists  were  talking  of  civil 
war,  and  trying  to  frighten  us  by  say- 
ing that  if  Home  Eule  were  granted 
they  would  die  in  the  last  ditch.  It  was 
a  scandalous  speech  that  was  made  by 
Lord  Cole  the  other  day,  and  his  lan- 
guage exceeded  in  violence  any  that 
had  been  used  by  Nationalists  in  the 
moment  of  their  wildest  excitement; 
but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  never 
heard  of  its  condemnation.  Why  should- 
not  the  House  believe  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his  Friends, 
when  they  said  that  they  did  not  desire 
any  separation  beyond  legislative  inde* 
pendence?  Why  should  they  desire 
more  ?  There  was  nothing  to  be  gained 
by  it.  The  Irish  Members  were  ready 
to  give  every  species  of  guarantee  that 
could  be  desired  ;  but  what  need  of 
them? — for  England  was  far  stronger 
than  Ireland,  and  would  hold  the 
forts  and  command  the  troops  in  Ire- 
land, and  could  destroy  the  country 
in  a  fortnight  if  she  should  choose 
to  do  so.  There  was  no  desire  on 
the  part  of  Ireland  to  claim  or  de- 
mand a  Navy  and  troops  for  Ireland. 
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Did  the  Government  mean  to  tell  him 
that  the  Irish  would  be  such  absolute 
fools  as  to  engage  in  a  wild,  mad, 
rebellion  with  Eugland  ?  Our  real 
guarantee  was  the  Army,  and  the  fact 
that  we  were  the  stronger  power.  If 
Ireland  was  as  strong  as  England,  and 
had  a  large  Army  and  Navy,  we  might 
Bay,  with  some  show  of  reason,  that  we 
would  not  give  Parliamentary  independ- 
ence to  Ireland,  beoause  it'might  lead  to 
separation.  The  utter  absurdity,  how- 
over,  of  holding  such  a  view  under  the 
present  circumstances  was  quite  ap- 
parent. What  did  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  suggest  as  the  only 
alternative  to  Home  Rule  ?  Coercion. 
They  must  elect  to  do  either  one  thing  or 
the  other.  They  must  either  please  the 
Irish,  and  gain  their  goodwill  and  good 
feeling,  or  perpetually  coerce  them.  If 
they  embarked  in  coercion,  they  would 
finally  arrive  at  the  point  of  treating 
Ireland  as  Bussia  treated  Poland,  and 
deprive  her  of  her  whole  representation, 
and  rule  her  by  martial  law  and  the 
Bword.  There  was  no  choice  between 
the  two.  It  was  curious  to  hear  the 
hints  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  with  regard  to  coercion.  They 
did  not  hear  any  of  those  hints  when 
the  Conservative  Party  were  desirous  of 
obtaining  the  Irish  vote.  He  believed 
it  was  also  a  coincidence,  and  not  the 
result  of  any  arrangement  to  that  effect, 
that  the  Conservatives,  although  now 
ready  to  bring  in  a  Coercion  Bill,  did 
not  bring  in  that  Bill  during  the  last 
Parliament.  He  accepted  that  as  a 
simple  coincidence;  but  he  might  also 
observe  that  they  heard  nothing  either 
about  the  **  fundamental  law."  There 
was  a  speech  made  by  Lord  Salisbury  at 
Newport  which  did  not  contain  any- 
thing about  it ;  and  it  was  only  when 
the  Irish  votes  had  been  given  to  the 
Conservatives  that  they  heard  about 
these  "fundamental  laws'*  and  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire.  As  regarded 
that,  the  integrity  of  the  Empire  would 
be  unimpaired,  if  there  were  a  dozen 
Parliaments  in  Scotland,  Wales,  and 
Ireland.  But  the  suggestion  that  it 
was  assailed  was  thought  to  be  a  good 
electioneering  cry  by  those  who  wished 
to  stave  off  democratic  changes  in  this 
country;  for  if  they  could  engage  this 
country  in  perpetual  disputes  about  Ire- 
landy  they  knew  that  they  would  arrest 


democratic  progress  in  this  country.  It 
was  the  old  game  of  the  Conservatives. 
Mr.  Pitt  engaged  in  foreign  wars  simply 
to  stop  the  progress  of  democracy,  and 
Jingoism  was  only  another  means  to- 
wards the  same  end.  The  Jingoes  wanted 
to  make  them  forget  all  domestic  re- 
forms; and  now  that  they  found  the 
country  was  not  prepared  to  grant  to 
any  Government  money  to  aid,  as  it  was 
called,  some  foreign  nation — the  aid 
offered  generally  ending  in  the  absorp- 
tion of  that  foreign  nation,  they  wished 
to  engage  them  in  an  internecine  war 
at  home,  and  to  force  England  and  Ire- 
land to  become  perpetu^  enemies.  If 
once  they  were  unhappily  embarked  in 
such  a  contest  with  Ireland,  whom  would 
the  electors  of  England  prefer  to  carry  it 
on?  The  Conservatives,  of  course.  The 
Liberals  were  not  the  fit  agents  to  do  that 
abominable  work  ;  and  if  the  Conserva- 
tives could  establish  such  a  war  between 
the  two  countries,  and  absolutely  refused 
to  listen  to  the  voice  of  Ireland  uttered 
through  her  Constitutional  Bepresenta- 
tives,  he  believed  that  they  would  re- 
main in  power,  with  some  short  inter- 
vals, for  the  next  20  years.  Supposing 
that  Sicily  desired  to  have  a  local  Par- 
liament, and  Italy  refused  to  grant  it, 
insisting  on  ruling  Sicily  by  means  of 
coercion,  would  there  not  be  articles 
written  in  many  of  our  newspapers  to 
show  how  absurd  it  was  for  Italy  to 
deny  self-government  to  that  island  ? 
They  were  always  fond  of  lecturing 
other  Powers  on  such  matters,  telling 
them  what  grand  principles  and  rocks 
of  men  and  liberty  England  possessed  ; 
but  when  they  were  confronted  with  a 
problem  of  that  kind  at  home  they 
could  not  find  a  way  to  deal  with  it,  ana 
at  once  threw  over  their  principles,  and 
talked,  forsooth,  of  a  "fundamental 
law."  An  eminent  Irish  Conservative 
statesman  (Mr.  Burke),  in  1798,  had 
said — 

**  Ireland  could  not  for  one  moment  be  sepa- 
rated from  England.  The  closest  connection 
was  essential  for  the  well-being  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  and  the  whole  of  the  Imperial  poli- 
tics should  be  decided  in  England  ;  but  Ireland 
should  have  local,  civil,  and  commercial  inde- 
pendence, but  look  up  to  Great  Britain  in  all 
matters  of  peace  or  war." 

substantially  what  the  Irish 
said  now,  and  that  was  the 
of  an  Irishman  respected  all 
over ;  and  he  did  not  believe 
anything  in  the  Irish  demands 
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which  would  not  be  in  conformity  with 
what  had  been  said  nearly  100  years 
ago.  What  Ireland  wanted  was  to  be 
civilly  and  commercially  independent. 
They  did  not  ask  for  separation,  or  ab- 
solute independence,  and  were  ready  to 
leave  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  all  Imperial 
matters;  but  they  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  legislate  for  themselves  on  matters 
essentially  regarding  Ireland,  in  order 
that  they  might  insure  that  Ireland 
should  be  in  the  future  more  prosperous 
than  she  had  been  in  the  past.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  had  urged  them  to  look  at 
that  question  with  calmness  and  delibe- 
ration. That  was  the  spirit  in  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  were  ready 
to  discuss  it,  desiring  by  every  means 
in  their  power  to  unite  the  local  inde- 
pendence of  Ireland  with  the  mainten- 
ance of  Imperial  authority.  He  there- 
fore protested  against  any  English  Mi- 
nister meeting  the  just  and  reasonable 
demands  of  the  Irish  people,  expressed 
on  their  behalf  by  the  vast  majority  of 
their  Bepresentatives,  with  a  more  non 
possumus. 

Colonel  WARING  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  go  into  the  whole  question  of 
Home  Rule  for  Ireland  on  that  occa- 
sion, his  object  being  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  in  regard  to  a  speech  attri- 
buted to  Lord  Cole  while  he  was  speak- 
ing in  County  Fermanagh.  He  would 
not  contend  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
justified  in  making  the  remarks  which 
had  been  attributed  to  him.  He  had 
not  seen  the  source  from  which  the  re- 
port had  been  quoted,  and  he  was  un- 
able to  say  whether  it  was  or  was  not 
correct.  If  it  was  correct,  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  Lord  Cole  should  have 
used  such  language ;  but  it  mubt  be  re- 
membered by  those  who  condemned  it 
that  the  speech  was  made  under  strong 
provocation.  He  did  not  intend  to  adopt 
a  tu  quoque  argument ;  but  it  would  not 
be  out  of  place  to  remind  the  House 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Healy)  informed  them 
that  loyalty  in  Ireland  would  be  driven 
into  the  North-Eastern  portion  of  the 
Kingdom,  and  then  hedged  in  with  a 
ring  of  fire.  In  such  circumstances 
Lord  Cole  would  have  to  migrate ;  and 
he  did  not  think  it  wonderful  that  an 
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excitable  young  Nobleman  should  have 
thought  the  time  had  come  when  re- 
taliatory measures  ought  to  be  contem- 
plated. With  regard  to  the  main  ques- 
tion at  issue,  he  held  that  no  one  could 
understand  or  could  deal  properly  with 
the  Irish  Question  who  did  not  study 
history,  both  ancient  and  modern.  It 
was  not  sufficient  to  go  back  to  the  his- 
tory of  the  Union,  or  even  to  the  history 
of  the  18th  century.  It  was,  he  believed, 
necessary  to  start  with  the  first  connec- 
tion between  England  and  Ireland,  and 
to  follow  through  the  successive  cen- 
turies and  varying  chains  of  events.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  professed  that  he 
could  not  conceive  what  it  was  that  the 
loyal  Gentlemen  of  Ireland  mistrusted  in 
the  proposition  he  made.  In  the  first 
place,  they  would  like  to  know  a  little 
more  definitely  what  that  proposition 
was.  At  all  events,  there  were  strong 
reasons  for  mistrusting  any  proposition 
which  proceeded  from  the  hon.  Member. 
The  House  must  not  judge  of  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  from  the  moderate, 
temperate  speech  he  delivered  last  night, 
or  of  the  views  of  hon.  Members  who 
acted  with  him  from  the  words  they 
used  when  speaking  from  those  Benches. 
A  more  correct  opinion  might  be,  per- 
haps, formed  by  a  study  of  their  ges- 
tures when  Gentlemen  .who  disagreed 
with  them  were  speaking.  But  if  Eng- 
lish Members  wanted  to  know  why  the 
Ulster  Members  were  unwilling  to  trust 
themselves  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  they 
must  look  back  into  Irish  history,  and 
study  the  annals  of  the  periods  when 
the  Party  now  represented  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  held  power  in  Ireland.  Ho 
believed  they  must  begin  in  the  year 
1641.  If  they  wanted  to  see  what  would 
be  the  probable  result  of  any  line  of 
policy,  they  should  ascertain  what  had 
been  its  consequences  before.  When 
the  Party  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  now  professed  to  lead  held  sway  in 
Ireland  in  16-11,  they  knew  what  the 
loyal  portion  of  the  community  suffered 
at  their  hands.  They  also  knew  how 
the  loyal  minority  were  treated  in  1687 
and  16S8  ;  and  they  had  good  reason  to 
suppose  that  if  the  same  Party  again 
held  sway  in  Ireland  similar  results 
would  follow.  He  did  not  believe  in  the 
possibility  of  safeguarding  the  loyal  mi- 
nority by  any  guarantees  whatever.  In 
the  first  place,  by  whom  were  the  goa- 
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rantees  to  be  given  ?  It  did  not  appear 
to  him  that  there  was  any  person  on  the 
part  of  the  so-called  National  Party 
in  Ireland  who  could  guarantee  what 
they  would  do,  or  what  they  would  not 
do.  Secondly,  to  whom  were  the  gua- 
rantees to  bo  given  ?  If  they  were  to  be 
given  to  the  English  Government,  what 
security  had  the  Loyalists  that  when  the 
time  came  the  English  Government  would 
exact  those  guarantees?  It  was  possible 
that,  under  certain  circumstances,  the 
Loyalists  might  take  guarantees  for 
themselves ;  and,  if  so,  thoy  would  be 
very  careful  to  exact  observance  of  them. 
The  Loyalists  did  not  fear  Home  Eule 
in  the  abstract ;  they  did  not  fear  that 
any  English  Government  would  ever 
agree  to  establish  an  independent  Par- 
liament in  College  Green.  But  they  did 
fear  that,  bit  by  bit,  and  little  by  little, 
concessions  might  be  made  to  the  dis- 
loyal Party,  and  that  tribunals  might  be 
established,  with  small  powers  at  first, 
but  by  degrees  having  such  scope  and 
power  as  might  sap  the  safeguards  of 
Loyalists'  lives  and  liberties.  They  did 
not  fear  at  all  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Cnglish  power  from  Ireland.  If  that 
power  was  withdrawn,  the  men  whose 
ancestors  dispersed  the  Army  of  King 
James  II.  at  Newtown  -  Butler,  and 
starved  behind  the  ramparts  of  Derry, 
would  be  able  to  take  care  of  their  own 
interests ;  but  they  did  not  wish  to  be 
chained  by  English  laws,  like  Prome- 
theus to  the  rook,  while  the  twin  vul- 
tures of  bigotry  and  Atheism  from  Rome 
and  from  Chicago  were  pecking  at  their 
iritals 

Me.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  said,  that 
that  debate  showed  that  they  had  already 
realized  some  of  the  advantages  which 
they  hoped  to  realize  from  the  extension 
of  the  Parliamentary  franchise.  Nothing 
in  connection  with  the  debate  had  given 
him  more  pleasure  and  hope  than  the 
exceedingly  moderate  and  courteous 
way  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
approached  the  solution  of  this  problem, 
and  the  magnificent  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  which 
raised  the  discussion  to  a  very  high  posi- 
tion. He  was,  however,  sorry  that  the 
House  did  not  get  from  the  Government 
the  aid  they  expected  in  the  solution  of 
this  problem  ;  but  the  Tory  Party  seemed 
to  be  incapable  of  striking  out  any 
policy  but  one  of  coercion,  or  of  apply- 
ing any  other  method  than  that  to  the 


solution  of  a  political  problem.  Coer- 
cion was  spoken  of  by  them  as  if  it 
had  never  been  heard  of  before  ; 
but  the  truth  was  that  it  had  been 
tried  in  Ireland  for  the  last  80  years, 
with  what  results  they  saw.  He,  for  one, 
would  never  vote  for  any  coercion  for 
Ireland  which  was  not  applied  to  Eng- 
land. The  facts  and  arguments  in  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  previous  evening  pointed  to 
the  conclusion  that  coercion  was  not  re- 
quired ;  but  his  conclusion  was  that  it 
must  be  adopted.  When  they  were  told 
this  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
he  could  not  forget  that  they  heard 
nothing  about  coercion  for  Ireland  from 
the  Tory  Party  six  weeks  ago,  and  that 
the  cry  for  it  bad  only  recently  sprung 
up  in  that  Party.  A  Party  which  got 
the  Irish  vote  at  the  Elections  by  ab- 
staining from  saying  aught  about  coer- 
cion, and  then,  when  the  last  vote  was 
polled,  turned  round  and  said  that 
coercion  was  required,  was  not,  in  his 
(Mr.  Handel  Cossham's)  opinion,  worthy 
of  the  confidence  of  that  House  or  of 
the  country.  For  his  own  part,  he 
could  not  believe  that  a  Government 
was  deserving  to  be  trusted  with  coer- 
cive power  in  Ireland  who  first  used  the 
Irish  Party  as  the  means  of  climbing  to 
power,  and  then,  when  they  had  at- 
tained power,  kicked  down  the  ladder 
by  which  they  had  mounted  to  Office. 
It  was,  at  any  rate,  surely  their  duty  to 
listen  to  the  Irish  Members,  who  had 
been  returned  by  the  great  body  of  their 
countrymen ;  and  it  was  also  their  duty, 
if  possible,  to  give  effect  to  the  demands 
which  they  preferred  on  behalf  of  those 
whom  they  represented.  As  to  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire,  he  was  charged 
to  say  that  no  one  on  that  side  of  the 
House  attacked  that  integrity;  but  he 
believed  that  the  integrity  of  the  Em- 
pire could  be  best  secured  by  doing  jus- 
tice. The  more  they  built  their  laws  on 
doing  justice  and  on  the  belief  in  the 
justice  of  those  laws,  the  more  likely 
their  laws  were  to  be  permanent.  The 
only  shock  which  the  permanency  of  the 
Empire  had  ever  received  had,  in  fact, 
come  from  the  policy  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  They  had,  as 
everyone  knew,  lost  the  Colonies  in 
America  through  following  their  policy, 
and  they  might  lose  Ireland  now  by  fol- 
lowing the  same  course.  He  believed, 
however,  that  not  only  the  Irish  Party, 
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but  a  large  contingent  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  would  be  able  and  would  be  de- 
termined to  prevent  a  coercive   policy 
being  adopted  towards  their  fellow-sub- 
jects in  Ireland.  As  a  Party,  it  was  true 
that  the  Liberals  were  under  no  obliga- 
tion to  the  Irish.   As  a  Party  they  owed 
them  nothing,    while  hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite  owed  them  a  good  deal.     In 
truth  it  was  notorious  that  a  great  many 
seats  on  the  other  side  of  the   House 
would  be  vacant  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  Irish  vote.     But,  allowing  that  the 
Liberals  owed  nothing  to  the  Irish  as  a 
Party,  they  did  owe  something  to  jus- 
tice.    More  than  that,  he  believed  that 
the  Union  between  the  two  countries 
would  be  cemented,  and  would  be  ren- 
dered  more  firm,    by  giving  the  Irish 
jurisdiction  over  their  local  affairs.     He 
had,  he  must  confess,  heard  with  some 
surprise  the  regret  expressed  by  an  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  that  they  had  not 
come  to  finality  in  legislation  for  Ire- 
land.    The  truth  was  that  there  was  no 
finality  in  human  affairs,  and  they  cer- 
tainly had   not  attained  it  in  Ireland. 
A  great  deal  of  misery  still  existed  in 
that  country ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it 
was  not  true  that  our  legislation  had 
been  imsuccessful.     For  instance,  the 
removal  of  the  Irish  Church  had,  he 
believed,  altogether  removed  religious 
dissensions  and  the  religious  difficulty. 
As  to  the  existence  of  **  Boycotting  "  in 
Ireland,  he  wished  to  confirm  a  remark 
of  an  hon.  Friend  of  his  on  the  previous 
evening,   that  **  Boycotting "   was  not 
coufioed  to  Ireland.     Let  hon.  Gentle- 
men visit  the  rural  districts  of  England, 
and    they    would    find    the    Primrose 
League   ladies,   the    parson,    and    the 
squire  **  Boycotting  "  to  an  extent  they 
ought  to  be  ashamed  of.     The  Noncon- 
formists in  the  rural  districts  were,  to  his 
knowledge,  as  much   '* Boycotted"   as 
anyone  in  Ireland  ;  and  he  could  only 
say  that  if  these  practices  continued  it 
would  be  necessary  to   take   adequate 
steps  to  make  those  guilty  of  **  Boycott- 
ing "  in  England  ashamed  of   them- 
selves, and  to  put  a  stop  to  these  prac- 
tices. 

Colonel  DAWNAY  said  that,  in 
common  with  many  other  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  he  deeply 
regretted  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  not  seen  their  way  to  take 
immediate  action  for  the  better  pro- 
tection of  the  loyal  classes  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Handel  Cossham 


The  hon.  Member  for  SHgo  had  said  he 
and  his  Friends  were  unable  to  proceed 
with  their  demands  because  they  were 
thwarted  by  27  loyal  Members.      He 
(Colonel  Dawnay)  ventured  to  say  that 
that  extended  further  than  he  supposed, 
and  that  he  would  find  other  Members 
in  the  House  who  would  stand  by  those 
27  loyal  Members.     The  House  was  told 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  that  if  the  exist- 
ing provisions  of  the  law  proved  to  be 
inadequate,  further  provisions  would  be 
asked  for.     But  could  there  be  better 
proof  that  the  existing  laws  had  broken 
down  than  the  statements  of  the  depu- 
tations that  waited  upon  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister last  Tuesday  ?    It  seemed  to  bim. 
that    the    speeches    on    that    occasion 
proved  to  any  unprejudiced  person  that 
the  Loyalist  classes  in  Ireland  were  suf- 
fering under  a  system  of  persecution 
and  terrorism  which  no  other  civilized 
Government  would  tolerate  for  a  single 
day.     That  this  system  of  persecution 
was    steadily    increasing,   that   it  was 
spreading  to   all    classes,   that  it  was 
paralyzing  every   trade    and  industry, 
and  rapidly  bringing  Ireland  to  social, 
moral,  and  financial  ruin  was  perfectly 
plain.    He  listened  attentively  last  night 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.     It  was  a  studiously 
moderate  speech ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  speaking  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  was  always  mode- 
rate.    He  only  disclosed  his  real  views 
and  intentions  when  he  spoke  in  Ireland 
and  America.     They  all  knew  what  his 
real  intentions  were,  because  he  had 
said  he  would  never  rest  imtil  he  had 
broken  the  last  link  which  joined  Ire- 
land to  England.     And  his  method  of 
carrying  this  object  out  was    simple. 
Every  concession  wrung  from  an  un- 
willing British  Government  was  to  be  a 
lever,  a  coign  of  vantage,  and  a  starting 
point  for  a  fresh  concession.     Now,  only 
one  thing  was  necessary  for  the  success 
of  this  plan,  and  that  was  to  have  a 
weak  and  irresolute  Government  to  work 
upon — in  fact,  the  sort  of  Gt>vemment  the 
country  had  during  the  last  five  years. 
The  experience  of  the  last  five  years  had 
proved  that  concessions  to  lawlessness 
were  el  way  useless,  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  would 
never  be  satisfied  with  concessions — in 
fact,  he  dared  not  be  satisfied  until  he 
had  ruined  England,  because  he  drew  his 
support  from  the  enemies  of  England  in 
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every  part  of  the  world.  There  were  two 
faces  to  the  Irish  Question.  These  were 
the  real  Constitutional  agitation  and  the 
sham  agitation,  the  sham  Constitutional 
agitation  inside  the  House  and  the  real 
agitation  outside  the  House,  the  dagger 
and  the  dynamite  of  the  Leaguers  and 
the  Fenians.  We  had  now  a  new  Go- 
vernment— a  Government  that  in  its 
foreign  policy,  on  the  testimony  of  the 
late  Prime  Minister,  had  proved  itself 
worthy  of  the  highest  traditions  of  Eng- 
lish statesmanship.  He  earnestly  trusted 
that  it  would  show  the  same  courage  in 
protecting  the  loyal  classes  in  Ireland ; 
that  it  would  throw  aside  all  unworthy 
Party  considerations ;  that  it  would  pro- 
claim the  National  League  and  put  down 
with  a  strong  hand  the  most  brutal  and 
cowardly  system  of  despotism  and  ter- 
rorism the  world  had  ever  seen. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Kandolph  Churchill)  had  been  some- 
what premature  in  expressing  a  wish 
that  the  general  debate  on  the  Address 
might  be  concluded  in  one  evening. 
When  it  was  remembered  that  this  was 
a  new  Parliament,  with  many  Members 
new  to  Parliamentary  life,  that  they 
had  practically  a  new  Government,  and 
a  Hoase  of  Commons  elected  on  an  en- 
larged constituency,  they  must  all  agree 
that  it  would  be  improper  to  leave  the 
important  questions  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  without  some  discussion. 
The  noble  Lord  had  made  a  pitiful 
appeal  to  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition 
to  initiate  legislation  ;  and  then,  not 
having  much  expectation  that  his  wish 
ia  that  direction  would  be  gratified,  he 
turned  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in 
the  hope  that  issue  would  be  joined  with 
the  Government  on  the  Address.  He 
Mr.  lUingworth)  thought  every  Mem- 

r  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House 
had  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the  posi- 
tion which  the  Opposition  had  taken  up. 
They  held  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  initiate  legislation,  and  the  duty 
of  the  Opposition,  if  not  constantly  to 
oppose,  as  used  to  be  the  canon  of  the 
noble  Lord,  yet  to  examine  with  care  and 
deliberation,  the  proposed  legislation.  An 
additional  reason  why  they  should  act 
deliberately  at  this  stage  was  that  they 
inight  have  very  few  chances  for  some 
time  to  come  to  criticize  specific  measures 
of  legislation.  If  they  were  to  enter  into 
a  wrangle  about  procedure  as  soon  as 
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the  Address  was  disposed  of,  he  would 
advise  new  Members  to  say  good-bye 
for  this  Session  to  any  specific  proposals 
of  legislation  on  any  subject  whatever. 
He  thought  hon.  Members  who  had  just 
spoken,  and  also  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  had  very  much  exaggerated 
the  commendations  made  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  of  their  foreign  policy. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
with  approval  of  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  Government,  he  almost  specifically 
limited  it  to  the  course  taken  by  Lord 
Salisbury  in  regard  to  the  union  of 
Bulgaria  and  HoumeHa  and  the  agree- 
ment with  Bussia.  The  less  that  was 
said  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
upon  this  question  the  better.  They 
had  come  to  adopt  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian ; 
and  the  moral  was  that  they  should 
distrust  their  own  inspirations  and 
their  own  selfish  views  as  to  what  was 
good  for  other  countries  as  well  as 
for  their  own,  and  more  readily  adopt 
suggestions  from  that  quarter.  As  to 
Burmah,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
distinctly  reserved  any  definite  opinion ; 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  lUing- 
worth) did  not  listen  with  satisfaction  to 
the  observations  of  the  Seconder  of  the 
Address  (Mr.  Houldsworth)  when  he 
broadly  hinted  that  the  industrial  classes 
of  this  country  would  condone  an  action 
which  might  not  be  politically  or  morally 
sound  if,  forsooth,  an  increase  of  trade 
would  come  to  the  people  in  the  North 
of  England.  The  hon.  Member  was 
then  exercising  his  own  imagination,  for 
there  was  no  class  of  the  community 
which  more  readily  took  sacrifice  upon 
itself,  in  order  to  escape  immoral  trans- 
actions, than  the  majority  of  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country.  The  House 
could  not  forget  the  course  taken  by  the 
working  classes  in  Lancashire,  who 
voluntarily  subjected  themselves  to  pri- 
vation rather  than  this  country  should 
take  part  with  the  South  in  the  quarrel 
between  the  Northern  and  Southern 
States  of  the  American  Union.  He 
begged  the  Government  to  understand 
that  they  on  the  Liberal  side  had  not 
abandoned  their  right  to  a  free  and  un- 
fettered examination  of  the  merits  of 
the  annexation  of  Burmah.  Then  the 
noble  Lord  had  sought  to  raise  political 
capital  out  of  the  Mission  of  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  to  Constantinople  and 
Cairo;  and  in  this  oase,  too,  he  (Mr. 
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Illingworth)  thought  they  should  wait 
to  see  some  fruits  before  they  gave  even 
that  astute  diplomatist  very  much  credit. 
He  was  afraid,  indeed,  that,  instead  of 
benefiting  Egypt  by  asking  for  the  in- 
terference of  the  Sultan  in  its  internal 
affairs,  they  would  add  another  evil  to 
the  mischief  which  they  had  already 
done  to  that  misgoverned  country.  The 
next  part  of  the  Queen*s  Speech  to  which 
he  would  allude  was  that  addressed  ex- 
clusively to  the  House  of  Commons, 
stating  that  the  Estimates  for  the  en- 
suing year  had  been  framed  with  due 
regard  to  efficiency  and  economy.  In 
the  very  next  paragraph  they  were  as- 
sured that  Her  Majesty  felt  great  sym- 
pathy for  the  great  number  of  persons 
in  distress;  but  he  should  like  to  see 
deeds  as  well  as  words.  They  knew 
that  for  the  last  10  years  there  had  been 
a  general  failure  of  harvests,  and  that 
as  a  result  all  classes  in  the  country, 
from  the  most  opulent  and  idle  to  the 
most  industrious  and  needy,  had  been 
called  upon  to  bear  more  or  less  priva- 
tion. They  had  not  command  of  the 
sunshine ;  but  when  the  suffering  was  so 
acute  and  protracted  as  to  be  recognized 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  they  had  a  right 
to  ask  whether  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country  was  on  such  a  scale  as  would 
relieve  the  people  from  unnecessary  bur- 
dens ?  He  must  admit  that  economy  had 
not  been  duly  observed  by  his  own 
Party  for  many  years ;  but  he  did  not 
see  how  they  could  have  economy  with 
the  spirit  which  the  present  Government 
had  displayed.  Economy  could  not  be 
made  to  any  large  extent  in  the  Oivil 
Expenditure ;  but  this  now  Parliament 
owed  it  to  the  country,  and  particularly 
to  the  industrial  classes,  to  watch  with  a 
vigilant  eye  the  extravagant  Estimates 
to  which  of  late  years  they  had  been 
accustomed  for  the  Army  and  Navy.  It 
was  impossible  to  look  into  a  newspaper 
without  seeing  every  day  that  a  new 
ship  had  been  either  launched  or  put 
upon  the  stocks.  Ever  since  the  time  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  when  Liberal  Ministers 
vied  with  Conservatives  in  keeping  down 
expenditure,  a  new  spirit  had  prevailed 
of  rivalry  in  increasing  the  Army  and 
Navy  Expenditure ;  and  what  were  the 
fruits  of  this  rivalry  ?  Was  this  country 
stronger  in  comparison  with  the  other 
countries  of  Europe  for  these  bloated 
armaments  ?  The  reverse  was  the  case, 
and  the  increase  of  our  ships  and  our 
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munitions  and  armaments  had  only  foand 
its  fruit  in  corresponding  increase  abroad, 
and  an  increase  of  the  burdens  on  the 
industrial  classes  in  every  country  in 
Europe.  Lest  this  rivalry  led  to  some 
great  calamity  and  crash,  he  would  urge 
new  Members  not  to  yield  to  the  evil 
traditions  of  the  last  30  years.  Then 
there  was  another  point.  Towards  the 
close  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech  there  was 
a  paragraph  to  the  effect  that  a  Hoyal 
Commission  had  been  issued  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Education  Act. 
This  Government  had,  during  the  short 
time  it  had  been  in  Office,  hastened  most 
indecently  to  avail  itself  of  every  oppor- 
tunity of  perpetrating  a  job.  He  au- 
gured from  that  that  their  confidence  of 
remaining  in  power  a  long  time  was  not 
very  great.  He  did  not  complain  very 
much  of  those  smaller  acts ;  but  it  was  a 
reasonable  ground  for  complaint  that 
when  Commissions  were  appointed  on 
great  public  questions  they  were  not 
fairly  constituted.  Whatever  might  be 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  on  Trade, 
the  fact  that  it  was  unfairly  constituted 
would  affect  its  value ;  and  he  regretted 
that  when  he  looked  over  the  names 
of  the  Commission  on  Education  ho 
found  a  repetition  of  the  same  unfairness. 
The  object  of  the  Government  in  ap- 
pointing this  Commission  was  to  but- 
tress up  what  were  called  the  voluntary 
schools.  The  Address  g^ve  the  House 
plainly  to  understand  that  the  object  of 
the  inquiry  was  as  to  the  value  of  the 
two  methods  —  namely,  the  miscalled 
voluntary  system  on  the  one  hand,  and 
the  State  system  on  the  other  hand. 
The  Commission  should  have  had  upon 
it  equal  numbers  of  men  known  to 
favour  either  side,  in  order  that  there 
might  be  no  suspicion  of  partiality  at 
the  source  of  the  inquiry.  But,  so  far 
from  that  being  the  case,  irom  two- 
thirds  to  three-fourths  of  the  Commis- 
sioners were  men  wedded  to  voluntary 
schools.  Why  should  such  a  man  as 
Mr.  Alderson,  who  recently  received  an 
important  appointment  as  Charity  Com- 
missioner, and  whose  services  should  bo 
given  to  his  office  every  hour,  why 
should  he  be  taken  away  to  this  Com- 
mission when  other  men  could  have 
acted  who  were  eminent  in  education  ? 
Why  should  the  Hon.  Lyulph  Stanley, 
who  probably  knew  as  much  of  the  na- 
tional system  of  education  as  anyone  in 
the  country,  have  been  overlooked  or 
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thrust  aside?  He  also  would  like  to 
know  why  a  late  official  in  the  English 
Department,  now  a  member  of  the 
Scotch  Department,  should  be  made  a 
Member  of  the  Commission  ?  The  De- 
partment with  which  that  gentleman 
was  connected  formerly  was  coming 
under  the  review  of  the  Commission, 
and  he  was,  in  point  of  fact,  to  be  put  in 
judgment  upon  his  own  work ;  and  that 
he  (Mr.  Dling worth)  held  to  be  a  disqua- 
lification in  the  case  of  Sir  Francis  Sand- 
ford.  He  could  only  say  that  whenever 
this  great  education  controversy  was  re- 
opened, he,  and  those  who  thought  with 
him,  would  not  feel  themselves  bound 
by  the  verdict  of  a  packed  Commission. 
The  Education  Act  of  1870  was  re- 
garded as  a  compromise  in  which  every 
consideration  was  shown  to  what  were 
called  the  voluntary  schools — schools 
which  were  really  State  supported, 
though  unfortunately  not  under  public 
management  ;  and  if  that  compromise 
were  now  disregarded  on  one  side,  those 
who  held  that  public  expenditure  should 
be  followed  by  public  control  would,  of 
course,  no  longer  be  bound  by  the  con- 
tract. 

Mb,  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  it 
was  easy  to  understand  what  had 
prompted  the  delivery  of  the  speech  to 
which  they  had  just  listened.  The 
hon.  Member  spoke  with  indignant 
regret  of  the  enormous  Estimates  of  the 
last  few  years,  during  which,  while  those 
Estimates  were  growing,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  a  loyal  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment under  which  those  Estimates  grew. 

Mb.  rLLINGWORTH  protested  that 
he  frequently  took  exception  to  the 
amount  of  the  Estimates  under  the  late 
Government. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  done  so  he  had 
always  done  it  in  a  very  gentle  voice  ; 
and  there  was  very  little  heard  from  the 
economists  of  the  Liberal  Party  while 
the  expenditure  was  rising  year  by  year. 
With  regard  to  the  Commission  on  the 
Depression  of  Trade,  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  criticized  so  adversely,  it 
was  rather  curious  to  hear  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman lamenting  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  words  and  not  deeds  with 
which  to  remedy  the  sufferings  of  the 
people,  when  the  present  Government, 
at  all  events,  had  set  on  foot  that  inquiry, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends}  would  rather  not   have   seen 


commenced.  As  to  the  criticisms  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  appointments 
made  to  the  Commission  on  Education, 
he  did  not  believe  that  any  appointment 
made  by  the  Government  was  open  to 
adverse  criticism  in  the  House.  With 
regard  to  Mr.  Alderson,  he  was  known 
by  those  who  were  acquainted  with  his 
Department  to  bo  a  careful  and  zealous 
worker,  and  that  he  had  had  a  large  eX' 
perience  in  matters  of  education ;  and  as 
to  Sir  Francis  Sandford,  he  was  well 
known  to  be  one  of  the  most  experienced 
and  capable  men,  and  well  qualified  to 
guide  the  deliberations  of  the  Commis- 
sion. He  wished,  however,  to  say  a  few 
words  to  the  House  upon  the  other  subject 
which  the  House  had  already  been  con- 
sidering, and  upon  which  he  hoped, 
before  the  debate  on  the  Address  closed, 
they  would  get  from  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  some  definite  and  intelligible 
speech.  No  one,  he  thought,  could  feel 
that  the  discussion  that  evening  had 
been  in  any  way  wasted.  It  was  a  clear 
advantage  to  the  House  that  the  chal- 
lenge which  was  thrown  out  in  definite 
and  deliberate  language  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  at 
the  close  of  the  debate  on  the  previous 
evening  had  been,  to  a  certain  extent, 
accepted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
that  evening,  and  that  he  had  ventured 
to  say  what  his  Chief  (Mr.  Pamell)  yes- 
terday did  not  say — namely,  what  was 
the  real  meaning  and  purpose  of  the 
Irish  Party.  In  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  there  was  a  very 
curious  suppression  of  the  meaning  and 
purpose  of  the  Irish  Party ;  and  he  said 
there  was  only  one  difficulty  with  regard 
to  the  Irish  Question,  and  that  was  the 
Land  Question,  and  that  if  that  difficulty 
were  solved  there  would  be  nothing  to 
interfere  with  the  discussion  and  decision 
of  the  question.  But  when  the  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  the  Land  Question  as 
being  a  difficulty,  he  meant  that  it  was  a 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  establishment 
of  a  Legislative  Assembly  in  Ireland;  and 
his  suggestion  was  intended  to  be  that 
if  this  country  would  only  provide  the 
funds  to  buy  out  and  pacify  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  it  would  cease  to  be  to 
their  interest  to  resist  the  severance  of 
the  Legislative  Union,  and  they  would 
easily  submit  to  that  proposition.  Now, 
he  thought  it  was  desirable  that  the 
House  should  exactly  see  what  was  the 
position  of  things  in  this  Parliament 
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question  of  Home  Eule  was  not  so  pro- 
minent when  they  were  before  the  elec- 
tors as  it  was  now ;  but  they  had  dis- 
cussed the  question  of  Home  Hule  to 
some  extent,  and  he  should  like  hon. 
Members  to  say  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons what  they  had  said  to  their  con- 
stituents.    He  remembered  that  a  few 
months  ago  he  sat  below  the  Gangway 
with  several  of  his  hon.  Friends.    There 
were  the  two  hon.  Members  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Slagg  and  Mr.  Jacob  Bright), 
and  there    was  his  hon.    Friend  (Mr. 
Hopwood).     Better  and  steadier  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Party  never  sat  in 
that  House  than  those  with  whom  he  used 
to  sit  in  that  part  of  the  House.     Where 
were  they  now  ?    He  should  like  to  ask 
why  they  were  not  there  ?    The  reason, 
be  believed,  was  this — that  those  hon. 
Members  followed  in  their  policy  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.     If  they  had 
had  any  idea  in  their  minds  that  any 
pohcy  of  this  kind  was  to  be  suggested, 
they  would  have  been  bound,  as  honest 
men,  to  tell  the  electors.     The  views  of 
the  Liberal  candidates  were  not  con- 
cealed during  the  battle  of  the  General 
Election.     The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Itossendale  Division  of  North- 
East  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington),  who  was  not  now  in  his  place, 
went  over  to  the  North  of  L*eland  during 
the  very  height  of  the  contest,  and,  per- 
sonally,  he   was  very  glad  he  did  go 
over.     What  did  he  say,  with  the  full 
sanction  and  approval  of  the  Liberal 
Pariy — because    not    one    Member    of 
Parliament,  not  one  leading  statesman 
on  their  side,  ventured  for  a  moment  to 
throw  doubt  or  discredit  upon  the  views 
held  by  the  noble  Lord?     The  noble 
Lord  told  the  people  of  Belfast  that  the 
differences  between  Conservatives  and 
Liberals,  important  no  doubt,  were  as 
nothing  to  the  differences  which  divided 
loyal  men  from  disloyal  men.       That 
kmd  of  language  was  held  not  only  by 
those  who,  like  the  noble  Lord,  were 
Whigs — a   name    certainly   not  to  be 
ashamed  of — but  also  by  other    hon. 
Members  of  a  very  different  type,  such 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  who  had  been  so  long  identified 
with  Birmingham.     That  was  the  way 
in  which  they  of  the  Liberal  Party  went 
to  the  country,  and  now  what  did  they 
find  here  ?    He  hoped  he  did  not  find 
any  departure  from  the  line  recently 
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taken ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  if 
there  was  to  be  no  departure  from  it 
they  should  be  told  there  was  to  be  no 
departure.     He,  for  one,  could  only  say 
that  if  this  debate  came  to  an  end  with- 
out a  speech,  and  a  speech  expressing 
such  views  as  he  had  indicated,  from 
the  noble  Lord  and  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  whom  he  had  very  con- 
siderable faith,  the  more  youthful  Mem- 
ber for  the  town  of  Birmingham,   he 
could  only  say  that  they,   the  Liberal 
Party,  were  left  in  that  House  in  the 
position  of  a  helpless  crowd.     However 
admirable  the  selection  of  the  constitu- 
encies might  be,  they  were  nothing  better 
than   a  crowd   unless  they  were    led. 
What  they  wanted  was  leading,  and 
leading  of  a  definite  and  certain  kind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  for  whom  no  one  had 
a  higher  respect  than  he  had,   was  a 
little  too  humble  in  the  way  in  which 
he  had  described  his  position  in  that 
House.      The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that    unless  he  was 
occupying  the  position  of  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  he  had  not  any  gigantic 
responsibility.     For  his  part,  he  thought 
the  position  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman held  and  his  great  abilities  and 
eminent  services  to  the  country  made 
the     responsibility    weigh    upon    him 
wherever  he  sat.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman spoke    of  the  Government    as 
being  responsible ;  but  was  he  not  one 
of  those  who  governed  the  country  as 
much  as  any  who  sat  in  that  House  ? 
\^Cr%e8  of** "No,  no!'*]     Hon.  Members 
said  **No;"  but  he  did  not  think  they 
quite  followed  his  meaning.      In  the 
House   of  Commons  they  were    often 
rather  narrow  and  limited  in  their  views 
of  the  word  "Government,"  for  those 
who  governed  the  country,  in  fact,  were 
very  often  men  who  sat  upon  the  one 
side  of  the  House  as  upon  the  other. 
He  hoped  they  would  have  clear  and 
plain  language.    The  Gentlemen  whom 
he    saw    around   him  on  the    Liberal 
Benches  were  a  mere  perversion  of  the 
Liberal  Party.    And  those  who  thought 
that  these  Benches  at   present  repre- 
sented the  Liberal  Party  would  some  day 
or  other  find  themselves   uncommonly 
mistaken.     He,  for  one,  had  read  with 
immense  satisfaction  those  words  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech — 

"  I  am  resolutely  opposed  to  any  disturbance 
of  that  fondamental  law," 
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with  regard  to  the  Irish  Question  ;  and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
would  say  a  few  words  upon  tho  ques- 
tion from  the  point  of  view  of  an  Eng- 
lish Member  of  Parliament   not    asso- 
ciated   with   either   of   the    two    Irish 
Parties,  and  as  one  who,  he  thought  he 
might  venture  to  say,  had  held  himself, 
during  the  past  five  years,  somewhat  free 
from  Party  with  regard  to  this  question. 
The  ingenious  speech  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  had  two  very  obvious  purposes. 
In  the  first  place,  he  invited  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  opposite  to  object  to  any 
discussion  of  procedure  in  the  House  of 
Commons  until  the  Government  had  put 
forward  a  definite  proposal  of  its  own 
with  regard  to  Irish  affairs  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  he  expressed,  in  magnifi- 
cent terms  of  sympathy  and  moral  feel- 
ing, his  desire  to  do  all  that  could  pos- 
sibly be  done  to  serve  the  purpose  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  suggestion  was  acted  upon. 
They  had  a  speech  from  the  Leader  of 
the  Irish  Party,  in  which  he  took  care 
to  be  as  graceful  and  pleasant  as  possible 
in  his  reference  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
studiously  kept  out  of  view  anything 
that   could  clash   with   the  suggestion 
made  from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench ; 
and  the  Party  opposite  now  declined  to 
formulate  their  proposals  to  the  House 
until  they  heard  what  the  Government 
proposed.     The  fact  was,  they  would 
wait  to  hear  what  the  Government  said, 
and  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite would  say,  and  then  they  would 
deal  as  seemed  to  them  best  with  regard 
to  this  problem.     Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site came  to  the  House,  being  five-sixths 
of  the  Representatives  of  Ireland.    He 
was  not  going  to  quarrel  with  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  as  to  their  authority  to  represent 
the  greater  portion  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land.  The  world  was  governed  by  facts, 
and  not  by  explanations  j  and  whatever 
might  be  the  explanation  of  the  presence 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  it  was  a  very 
serious    fact    with    which    Parliament 
had  to  deal.    He  should  have  thought 
that  with  86  Bepresentatives  of  Ireland 
there,  with  a  Leader  at  their  head  who 
had  been  trusted  for  years   past,  and 
who,  by  his  Parliamentary  conduct,  had 
well  deserved  the  reward  of  their  trust 
— he  should  hare  thought  that  Party 
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would  have  been  perfectly  capable  of 
formulating  and  putting  forward  a  do- 
finite  proposition.  The  straightforward 
course  would  have  been  to  say  through, 
their  Leader's  lips  what  was  the  measure 
they  asked  the  English  Parliament  to 
grant.  [**  No  !  "  from  the  Irish  Members.  ~\ 
They  repudiated  that  suggestion,  be- 
cause they  held  that  such  a  course  would 
not  be  wise  in  a  tactical  point  of  view. 
They  desired  to  hold  the  balance  be- 
tween the  two  great  Parties  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  waiting  to  know  what  the 
Government  had  to  offer  them,  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would  not  out- 
bid that  offer,  and  then  their  conduct 
would  be  guided  by  expediency.  They 
might  think  that  an  astute  and  well- 
calculated  policy ;  but  he  thought  it  a 
mistaken  one.  They  could  not  consign 
to  oblivion  the  statements  made  by  their 
leaders  outside  the  House,  and  they 
could  not  involve  in  obscurity  the  real 
objects  for  the  accomplishment  of  which 
they  had  won  their  way  into  the  House. 
In  the  debate  yesterday  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Guildford  Division  of  Sur- 
rey (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  quoted  from  a 
speech  said  to  have  been  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
in  1882.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  repudiated  the  quotation  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  saying  that  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  speak  in  such  a  tone  in  1882, 
as  he  was  in  another  place,  referring 
by  that  euphemism  to  the  locality  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  consigned  him  in  1881.  The 
fact  was  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  went  to  America  in  Janu- 
ary, 1880.  [**No!"]  He  was  sure  he 
was  correct ;  and  from  January  2,  when 
he  arrived  at  New  York,  until  shortly 
before  March  21,  he  was  peregrinating 
in  that  country,  and  making  speeches 
with  a  view  to  obtaining  money.  It 
was  on  the  evening  of  February  20  or 
21  he  spoke  at  Cincinnati,  and  unless 
tho  newspaper  reports  were  designedly 
incorrect  he  used  the  words  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Guildford  Division 
quoted  as  to  separating  the  last  link  be- 
tween this  country  and  Ireland  ;  and  up 
till  last  night  no  repudiation  of  that 
quotation,  which  had  been  used  over 
and  over  again  in  political  controversy, 
came  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork.  But  yesterday  the  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  it  as  a  quotation  for 
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wliicli  no  authority  was  given ,  and  as 
haying  occurred,  if  it  was  uttered  at 
all,  in  a  speech  delivered  a  considerable 
time  ago.  He  had  referred  to  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  delivered  at  a  later  date.  On  the 
25th  of  September,  1881,  there  was  a 
great  procession  and  demonstration  in 
the  streets  of  Dublin.  In  that  pro- 
cession the  hon.  Members  for  the  City 
of  Cork  and  Sligo  were  the  two  prin- 
cipal personages ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  was  reported  in 
Hie  Times,  in  his  speech  on  that  occa- 
sion, to  have  referred  to  the 

"  Spirit  which  will  never  die  until  it  sweeps 
that  detested  alien  rule,  with  its  huckshot  and 
its  bayonets,  clear  away  over  the  Channel 
whence  it  came,  never  to  return.  We  ask  to 
role  ourselves  ;  we  ask  that  Irishmen  shall 
make  laws  on  Irish  soil." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton), 
speaking  on  the  same  occasion,  said — 

"  To-night  will  he  marked  for  ever  as  a  me- 
morable and  glorious  night  in  the  history  of 
I>ublin  and  Ireland.  The  City  of  Dublin  has 
broken  loose  from  the  Lion  and  the  Unicom, 
and  has  arrayed  itself  under  the  sacred  banner 
of  the  Shamrock  and  Harp.  Whereas  Ireland 
poor  has  long  been  Ireland  enslaved,  I  tell  you 
that  Ireland  prosperous  will  soon  be  Ireland 
independent.*' 

The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  said 
that  night  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  desires  of  the  Irish  people  incon- 
sistent with  the  limitations  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
The  sentences  which  he  had  read  to  the 
House  were  in  direct  opposition  to 
those  limitations.  [^Cries  of  "No!" 
from  the  Irish  Members,']  There  was  the 
phrase  **  The  independence  of  Ireland." 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Legislative  inde- 
pendence. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  :  Like  Australian  in- 
dependence.   

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE :  No;  *'the 
independence  of  Ireland."  Nothing  was 
said  about  legislative  independence. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  That  was  quite  un- 
derstood. 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  said,  that 
it  was  such  phrases  as  "  The  indepen- 
dence of  Ireland,"  **  Sweeping  away 
the  alien  rule,"  and  ''Severing  the  last 
link  that  binds  the  two  countries,"  that 
had  given  the  Irish  Party  subscriptions 
in  America  and  votes  in  Ireland.  Those 
declarations  could  not,  by  any  stretches 
of  ingenuity,  be  brought  within  the  com- 
pass of  those  laboured  ambiguities  to 


which  they  listened  last  night  from  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  But  hon. 
Members  did  not  choose  to  avow  and  to 
ask  the  support  of  the  House  for  the 
programme  which  they  had  proclaimed 
in  the  country.  No  doubt  they  were 
exercising  a  wise  judgment,  as  a  matter 
of  tactics,  in  not  seeking  a  division ;  for 
he  imagined  there  were  very  few  Libe- 
ral Members  who  would  venture  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  with  them.  If  they  put 
upon  the  Notice  Paper  a  Motion  de- 
claring that  the  time  had  arrived  for 
reconsidering  the  existence  of  the  Legis- 
lative Union  between  this  country  and 
Ireland  ;  if  they  really  meant  what  they 
had  said  ;  if  all  this  fine  language  was 
an  expression  of  a  real  and  deliberate 
determination,  and  was  not  merely  a 
bid  for  political  and  pecuniary  support, 
why  did  they  not  take  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  their  proposals  before 
the  House,  and  of  letting  their  Leader 
expound  the  reasons  by  which  those 
proposals  could  be  defended  ?  The  fact 
was  that  the  moment  they  began  to 
make  speeches  about  the  Legislative 
Union  of  the  two  countries,  they  fur- 
nished the  House  with  the  best  reasons 
why  that  Union  should  never  be  severed. 
That  very  night  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  with  regard  to  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  and  the  practice  of 
**  Boycotting"  afiPorded  the  strongest 
warning  which  could  be  given  to  an 
English  Parliament  against  allowing  an 
Irish  Parliament  to  be  set  up  in  Dublin. 
If  such  a  Parliament  were  set  up,  those 
who  would  guide  its  policy  and  direct 
its  debates  would  be  the  very  men  who 
represented  Ireland  in  the  House  of 
Commons  now.  By  them  the  system 
of  **  Boycotting,"  which  was  a  social 
tyranny  of  a  most  intolerable  kind,  was 
not  only  extenuated,  but  almost  justified, 
as  a  mild  but  effective  substitute  for 
outrages ;  and  the  words  uttered  that 
night  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
with  reference  to  landlords,  if  spoken 
in  a  Legislative  Assembly  in  Ireland  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
wielded  a  commanding  influence,  could 
not  but  have  a  deplorable  result.  The 
hen.  Member  and  his  Colleagues  were 
possibly  miscalculating  the  general  tone 
and  temper  of  Parliament.  He  had 
spoken  of  the  presence  of  16  or  17 
Ulster  Members  who  would  not  allow 
the  present  Government  to  do  anything 
in  the  way  of  concession  or  justice  to 
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Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  misunder- 
stood the  position  and  desires  of  those 
Ulster  Members.  They  were,  at  all 
events,  just  as  deeply  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  Ireland  as  a  great  many  of 
the  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House.  They  had  been  attacked 
as  the  Hepresentatives  of  that  landlord 
class,  three- fourths  of  whose  estates 
were  said  to  be  in  the  hands  of  English 
usurers.  If  that  was  the  case,  they  had 
manifestly  an  immense  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  Ireland.  Men  in  their  finan- 
cial position  would  be  the  very  men  to 
whom  it  would  be  of  intense  import- 
ance that  Ireland  should  be  law- 
abiding  and  prosperous.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
landlords  would  be  safe  in  the  hands 
of  an  Irish  Parliament.  Was  there  ever 
a  Parliament  which  made  more  sacrifices 
of  time  and  energy,  of  traditions  and  of 
prejudices,  of  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  and  of  justice  and  equity,  than 
the  last,  in  the  vain  and  futile  hope  of 
satisfying  those  who  made  each  succes- 
sive concession  a  ground  for  coming  for- 
ward with  further  demands?  He  be- 
lieved that  if  they  were  to  deal  with  the 
interests  of  all  classes  in  Ireland,  protect- 
ing the  rights  and  iaterests  of  the  ma- 
jority, while  considering  and  carefully 
desiring  to  serve  the  interests  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  it  was  in  that  House 
that  that  work  oouM  and  would  be  ac- 
complished, and  that  it  would  be  accom- 
plished far  better  there  than  by  any  Par- 
liament assembling  in  Dublin.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
thrown  out  a  hint  that  if  his  Party  as- 
sisted or  allowed  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  carry 
an  Amendment  agednst  the  Government, 
the  Liberals  might  themselves  be  sub- 
sequently thrown  out  by  the  votes  of  the 
Irish  Members.  In  that  case,  he  (Mr. 
Clarke)  was,  he  believed,  expressing  the 
feeling  of  a  very  large  number  of  those 
who  sat  on  his  (the  Conservative)  side, 
that  if  the  (Government  which  took  the 
place  of  the  existing  one  was  a  Govern- 
ment in  which  the  opinions  of  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Goschen)  were  sufficiently  represented, 
and  in  which  they  held  authority,  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  would  be  quite 
mistaken  if  they  thought  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  would  join  them  in  any  at- 
tempt to  eject  such  a  Government  from 
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Office.  The  immediate  necessity  of  the 
moment  was  the  good  government  of  Ire- 
land ;  that  was  the  object  of  the  House  ; 
and  the  great  body  of  the  House,  with- 
out distinction  of  Party,  would  be  pre- 
pared to  support  any  administrator  of 
a£Pairs  in  Ireland  who  showed  himself 
determined  not  to  yield  to  the  invitation 
to  establish  a  separate  Legislature  for 
Ireland,  but  who,  subject  to  that  limita- 
tion, proceeded  to  endeavour  at  once  to 
enforce  the  law  of  the  country  as  it  should 
be  enforced,  and  to  study  the  interests  of 
the  people.  It  was  possible  there  might 
be  a  change  of  Government ;  and  it  was 
precisely  because  those  who  sat  on  the 
Conservative  side  and  spoke  without 
dread,  without  anxiety,  and  without  bit- 
terness of  the  possibility  of  a  change  of 
Government,  that  a  Government  which, 
while  refusing  legislative  disunion,  would 
steadily  endeavour  to  serve  the  interests 
of  Ireland,  would  have  the  steadfast 
support  of  many  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  They  had  had  the  advantage  in 
that  debate  of  a  distinct  avowal  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  of  the  aims  of  his 
Party.  If  this  debate  went  on  to  its 
end,  if  no  Amendment  was  moved,  if  the 
Address  was  agreed  to,  the  country  would 
have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that 
underground  influences  or  intrigues  had 
not  hitherto  sapped  the  fidelity  of  the 
Liberal  Party  to  that  which  he  believed 
was  essential  to  the  cause  of  good  go- 
vernment of  the  Empire — the  mainten- 
ance of  the  Legislative  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  MATHER  said,  he  must  apolo- 
gize for  interrupting  the  debate  upon  the 
Irish  Question ;  but,  taking  advantage 
of  the  presence  of  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  on  Education,  he  must  eaj 
that  he  was  painfully  struck  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Houldsworth),  in  seconding 
the  Address  yesterday,  on  the  proposed 
Royal  Commission  to  consider  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Education  Acts,  inasmuch 
as  he,  in  aposition  almost  official,  strongly 
denounced  the  operations  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  He  felt  that  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Hliog- 
worth)  might  possibly  be  justified,  when 
he  said  that  the  Commission  would  not 
be  a  Commission  fairly  representing  the 
opinions  of  the  House  and  of  the  coun- 
try, if  the  definition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  of  what  it  was  to  do  and 
to  consider  was    accepted.    The    hon. 
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Member  had  declared  that  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Education  Act  had  been 
unjust  to  a  large  number  of  voluntary 
schools  in  the  country,  and  that  that 
injustice  was  extremely  detrimental  to 
the  welfare  of  the  nation.  He  (Mr. 
Mather)  took  exception  to  that  state- 
ment as  being  a  gross  exaggeration  of 
the  case  ;  and  he  differed  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  cheered  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester.  The  operation  and 
administration  of  the  Education  Act  in 
the  larger  towns  of  the  country — he 
spoke  from  experience — and  in  Man- 
chester had  been  conducted  with  the 
most  sacred — he  thought  that  was  not 
too  ftrong  a  word — regard  to  those  in- 
stitutions which  existed  before  the  Edu- 
cation Act  of  1870  came  into  force.  The 
efficient,  well-managed  voluntary  schools 
then  existing  in  Manchester  and  other 
towns  had  been  immensely  benefited 
by  the  operations  of  the  Act,  by  the 
education  given  in  them  being  made  of 
a  higher  and  more  far-reaching  charac- 
ter than  it  formerly  was.  There  was 
not  in  the  whole  country  a  voluntary 
school  that  had  suffered  in  the  least 
from  the  Education  Act  of  1870  that 
was  worthy  of  existence  at  all ;  but  such 
had  been  put  into  a  more  efficient  con- 
dition, and  only  those  schools  had  gone 
to  the  wall  which  were  inefficient  and 
cambered  the  ground.  He  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  did  not  represent  the 
entire  feeling  of  that  large  industrial 
community.  Their  constituencies  were 
contiguous,  and  they  represented  much 
the  same  class  of  people  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Mather)  spoke  with  some  authority, 
having  served  on  the  Salford  School 
Board  for  12  years.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  declared  that  the  Act 
required  revision,  and  its  operations 
carefully  examined,  for  the  purpose  of 
restricting  and  taking  some  power  and 
control  from  the  boards  which  they  had 
previously  exercised.  He  ventured  to 
say,  from  his  experience,  that  the  con- 
trol and  powers  which  the  boards  had 
exercised  during  the  last  12  years  in 
Manchester  and  Salford  had  never  been 
used  except  in  the  cause  of  education, 
both  in  board  and  voluntary  schools. 
On  both  boards  the  majorities  had  been 
continuously  composed  of  the  Conserva- 
tive and  Ohurch  Parties,  and  had,  there- 
fore, represented  the  sectaricm,  or  so- 
called  religious  interests  in  education.  He 


looked  forward  to  the  work  of  this  Boyal 
Oommission  with  far  greater  expectation 
than  if  he  thought  it  would  merely  take 
into  consideration  no  wider  question 
than  that  of  a  few  decrepit  voluntary 
schools.  The  working  classes  ought  to 
have  still  greater  power  of  exercising 
their  faculties  by  being  taught  to  be 
more  scientific  and  more  artistic  in  in- 
dustrial and  technical  schools.  Then  they 
would  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
in  the  immediate  future  the  working 
man  would  take  a  different  and  a  higher 
rank  than  at  present,  in  comparison 
with  the  highly  educated  artizans  of 
some  other  nations.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  had  told  them  of 
new  markets  to  be  opened  up  for  our 
trade  in  Burmah ;  but,  in  his  own  opi- 
nion, what  they  had  to  look  forward  to 
was  a  consuming  power  continually  in- 
creasing at  home,  effected  by  an  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  our  work- 
ing classes.  The  policy  with  regard  to 
the  annexation  of  Burmah  would  be 
judged  on  the  issue  whether  it  was  just 
or  unjust,  and  not  with  reference  to 
the  opening  up  of  new  markets.  His 
opinion  was  that  the  best  markets  for 
iLiglish  industries  were  those  which 
were  nearest  home.  The  wants  of  civi- 
lization, rather  than  those  of  semi-civi- 
lized or  barbarous  countries,  were  those 
which  best  suited  the  manufactures  we 
ought  to  produce ;  and  if  we  would  only 
endeavour  to  satisfy  those  wants  by  pro- 
viding for  the  improved  education  of  the 
children  of  this  country  there  need  be 
no  fear  for  our  industrial  future. 

Mr.  BAETLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
with  regard  to  Ireland  they  had  come 
to  where  two  ways  diverged.  The  one 
was  a  road  on  which  each  step  required 
the  greatest  caution,  and  which  was 
dark  and  difficult,  but  which,  if  boldly 
taken,  would  lead  to  safety ;  the  other 
seemed  easy,  but  was  dangerous  and 
treacherous,  and  would  lead  them  into 
an  abyss  of  revolution  and  disaster. 
He  believed  that  the  right  way  was 
firmly  and  distinctly  to  maintain  the 
law  as  it  stood,  and  that  anything  else 
would  only  tend  to  promote  and  foster 
the  idea  of  disloyalty.  They  must,  un- 
doubtedly, make  up  their  minds,  first 
of  all,  to  maintain  the  law  in  its  pre- 
sent state,  before  they  thought  of  re- 
forming and  improving.  During  the 
first  three  years  of  the  last  Parliament 
Ireland  had  monopolized  a  great  part 
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of  the  attention  of  Parliament.  In  what 
way  had  the  heroic  legislation  which 
had  then  been  passed  tended  to  pro- 
mote the  well-being  of  Ireland  ?  They 
had  had  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church,  the  two  Land  Acts,  the  Ar- 
rears Act,  and  others,  none  of  which 
had  done  the  good  to  the  country  which 
was  confidently  predicted.  Since  1868 
she  had  been  going  backwards;  why 
should  another  sop  be  giren  in  the  form 
of  County  Government  ?  Would  it  tend 
to  promote  justice  in  that  country,  or  the 
welfare  of  the  people,  in  handing  over 
the  government  to  what  would  practi- 
cally be  the  National  League  ?  These 
concessions  had  been  made  to  Ireland 
simply  and  solely  because,  from  time  to 
time,  each  side  of  the  House  had  com- 
peted for  the  Irish  vote.  The  late  Go- 
vernment had  in  1880  refused  to  renew 
an  Act  which  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  enable  the  law  to  be  maintained  in 
Ireland,  and  had  had  to  retrace  its  steps  ; 
and  in  1885,  he  regretted  to  say,  his 
own  Party  had  done  the  s^me.  Those 
who  depended  upon  the  Irish  vote  de- 
pended upon  what  could  not  be  trusted; 
the  Party  which  had  given  so  much 
to  Ireland  had  not  gained  one  seat  in 
that  country  at  the  last  Election.  The 
Irish  Party  wanted  separation,  and 
nothing  less.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  spoke  plainly  out- 
side the  House ;  while,  from  his  mild 
speech  in  that  debate,  it  appeared 
tnat  they  would  be  satisfied  with  a 
few  millions  for  the  present.  The 
policy  of  always  giving  to  Ireland  was 
the  greatest  possible  mistake.  The  first 
principle  was  to  maintain  the  law.  He 
considered  that  the  perpetual  saying 
'Hhat  something  must  be  done  for  Ire- 
land "  was  one  of  the  great  curses  of  our 
relationship  with  that  country.  Ire- 
land, at  the  present  time,  had  no 
practical  grievance.  Ireland  had  all 
the  advantages  which  this  country  en- 
joyed. No  doubt,  Ireland  had  had  a 
bad  agricultural  time.  \^Ironical  cries 
of  **No,  no  !  ^^  from  ths  Irish  Members.'] 
Well,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that;  but 
if  she  had  had  a  bad  time  she  was  no 
worse  than  England  and  other  coimtries. 
It  was  said  that  Ireland  wanted  capital. 
Was  that  to  be  wondered  at  with  the 
legislation  which  had  been  going  on? 
Ireland  was  as  free  as  England,  and 
certainly  freer  than  America.  For 
was  it  to  be  supposed  that  any  State 
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in  America  would  be  tolerated  if  it 
treated  the  United  States  with  dyna- 
mite as  the  Irish  had  treated  this  coun- 
try ?  All  he  could  say  was  that  America 
would  have  found  a  short  way  to  put  a 
stop  to  it.  The  only  grievance  of  Ire- 
land was  a  sentimental  one— that  she 
formed  part  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land— and  this  grievance  many  greater 
nations  than  Ireland  would  Hke  to 
share ;  but  it  was  one  which  England 
would  never  allow  to  be  removed. 
The  only  power  of  this  agitation  con- 
sisted in  the  86  votes ;  and  he  trusted 
that  both  Parties  in  that  House,  leav- 
ing aside,  of  course,  a  few  ''faddists," 
would  unite  to  uphold  the  Constitution, 
and  to  oppose  all  idea  of  separation. 
The  integrity  of  the  Empire  was  of 
greater  importance  than  the  triumph  of 
Party.  What  Ireland  wanted  was  a 
firm  and  decided  maintenance  of  the 
law,  which  was  the  primary  condition, 
of  government ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
powers  necessary  for  that  purpose  would 
be  embodied  in  what  should  be  called 
an  anti -Coercion  Act,  which  might  be 
made  applicable  not  to  Ireland  alone, 
but  to  the  United  Kingdom.  When, 
under  the  provisions  of  such  an  Act,  the 
maintenance  of  the  law  in  the  country 
was  restored,  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  would  fade  away. 

Mr.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  a  great 
deal  might  be  urged  on  this  important 
question  of  coercion  pro  and  eon  ;  but 
there  was  a  much  more  impoi'tant  sub- 
ject before  the  country  than  the  mere 
question  of  inserting  fresh  clauses  in  a 
Criminal  Law,  or  whether  this  or  that 
measure  should  be  passed.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly the  case  that  for  the  last  five 
or  six  weeks  the  whole  country  from 
one  end  to  the  other  had  been  disturbed 
by  this  question  of  Home  Hule,  which, 
in  his  opinion,  was  one  of  the  greatest 
questions  that  had  arisen  within  the 
last  generation.  He  regretted  to  say 
that  in  the  new  House  of  Commons  they 
had  not  had  in  the  two  days'  debate 
that  amount  of  leading  which  they  had 
a  right  to  expect.  The  whole  country 
had  been  ringing  with  one  subject.  The 
Press  had  been  full  of  it ;  and  yet  they 
had  but  one  speech,  and  that  from  thoir 
great  Leader,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  He  should  like  to  hear  a 
great  deal  more  than  that  from  the 
Leaders  of  the    Liberal   Party.     The 
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qnestion  of  Home  Bule  was  not  so  pro- 
minent when  they  were  before  the  elec- 
tors as  it  was  now ;  bat  they  had  dis- 
enssed  the  question  of  Home  Eule  to 
some  extent,  and  he  should  like  hon. 
Members  to  say  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons what  they  had  said  to  their  con- 
stituents.    He  remembered  that  a  few 
months  ago  he  sat  below  the  Gangway 
with  several  of  his  hon.  Friends.    There 
were  the  two  hon.  Members  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Slagg  and  Mr.  Jacob  Bright), 
and   there    was  his  hon.    Friend   (Mr. 
Hopwood^.     Better  and  steadier  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Party  never  sat  in 
that  House  than  those  with  whom  he  used 
to  sit  in  that  part  of  the  House.     Where 
were  they  now  ?    He  should  like  to  ask 
why  they  were  not  there  ?    The  reason, 
he  believed,  was  this — that  those  hon. 
Members  followed  in  their  policy  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.    If  they  had 
had  any  idea  in  their  minds  that  any 
policy  of  this  kind  was  to  be  suggested, 
they  would  have  been  bound,  as  honest 
men,  to  tell  the  electors.    The  views  of 
the  Liberal  candidates  were  not  con- 
cealed during  the  battle  of  the  General 
Election.    The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Rossendale  Division  of  North- 
East  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington),  who  was  not  now  in  his  place, 
went  over  to  the  North  of  L-eland  during 
the  very  height  of  the  contest,  and,  per- 
sonally,  he  was  very  glad  he  did  go 
over.     What  did  he  say,  with  the  full 
sanction  and  approval  of  the  Liberal 
Parfy — because    not    one    Member    of 
Parliament,  not  one  leading  statesman 
on  their  side,  ventured  for  a  moment  to 
throw  doubt  or  discredit  upon  the  views 
held  by  the  noble  Lord?     The  noble 
Lord  told  the  people  of  Belfast  that  the 
differences  between  Conservatives  and 
liberals,  important  no  doubt,  were  as 
nothing  to  the  differences  which  divided 
loyal  men  from  disloyal  men.       That 
kind  of  language  was  hold  not  only  by 
those  who,  like  the  noble  Lord,  were 
Whigs — a    name    certainly   not  to  be 
ashamed  of— but  also  by  other    hon. 
Members  of  a  very  different  type,  such 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  who  had  been  so  long  identified 
with  Birmingham.     That  was  the  way 
in  which  they  of  the  Liberal  Party  went 
to  the  country,  and  now  what  did  they 
find  here  ?    He  hoped  he  did  not  find 
any  departure  from  the  line  recently 
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taken  ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  if 
there  was  to  be  no  departure  from  it 
they  should  be  told  there  was  to  be  no 
departure.     He,  for  one,  could  only  say 
that  if  this  debate  came  to  an  end  with- 
out a  speech,  and  a  speech  expressing 
such  views  as  he  had  indicated,  from 
the  noble  Lord  and  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  whom  he  had  very  con- 
siderable faith,  the  more  youthful  Mem- 
ber for  the  town   of  Birmingham,   he 
could  only  say  that  they,   the  Liberal 
Party,  were  left  in  that  House  in  the 
position  of  a  helpless  crowd.     However 
admirable  the  selection  of  the  constitu- 
encies might  be,  they  were  nothing  better 
than   a  crowd    unless   they  were    led. 
What  they  wanted   was  leading,  and 
leading  of  a  definite  and  certain  kind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  for  whom  no  one  had 
a  higher  respect  than  he  had,    was  a 
little  too  humble  in  the  way  in  which 
he  had  described  his  position  in  that 
House.      The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that    imless  he   was 
occupying  the  position  of  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  he  had  not  any  gigantic 
responsibility.     For  his  part,  he  thought 
the  position  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman held  and  his  great  abilities  and 
eminent  services  to  the  country  made 
the     responsibility    weigh     upon    him 
wherever  he  sat.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman spoke    of  the  Government    as 
being  responsible ;  but  was  he  not  one 
of  those  who  governed  the  country  as 
much  as  any  who  sat  in  that  House  ? 
[^Cries  of** No,  no!"]     Hon.  Members 
said  *'No;"  but  he  did  not  tbink  they 
quito  followed  his  meaning.      In  the 
Houso   of  Commons  they   were    often 
rather  narrow  and  limited  in  their  views 
of  the  word  "Government,"  for  those 
who  governed  the  country,  in  fact,  were 
very  often  men  who  sat  upon  the  one 
side  of  the  House  as  upon  the  other. 
He  hoped  they  would  have  clear  and 
plain  language.     The  Gentlemen  whom 
he    saw    around    him  on  the    Liberal 
Benches  were  a  mere  perversion  of  the 
Liberal  Party.    And  those  who  thought 
that  these   Benches  at   present  repre- 
sented the  Liberal  Party  would  some  day 
or  other  find   themselves   uncommonly 
mistaken.     He,  for  one,  had  read  with 
immense  satisfaction  those  words  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech — 

"  I  am  resolutely  opposed  to  any  disturbance 
of  that  fundamental  law," 
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that  was,  the  Legislatiye  Union  between 

Ireland  and  Great  Britain — 

''And  in  reeisting  it  I  am  convinced  tliat 
I  shall  be  heartily  supported  hj  my  Parliament 
and  my  people." 

He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
with  that  paragpraph  he  thoroughly 
and  entirely  agreed,  and  he  wished 
to  congratulate  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
visers that  that  appeal  had  been  made 
to  Parliament,  which,  at  all  events, 
had  not  been  made  in  vain.  They  had 
heard  some  explanations  asked  for  as 
to  why  no  Amendment  was  moved. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  said  the  Speech  bound  no 
one ;  but  he  thought  that  it  did,  be- 
cause if  they  differed  with  that  they 
were  certainly  bound  to  come  forward 
and  say  so.  They  knew  what  the  real 
reason  was ;  it  was  that  not  a  single 
Member  below  the  Gangway  dared 
move  such  an  Amendment.  For  his 
part,  he  was  prepared  to  vote  for  that 
paragraph  in  the  Speech,  and  he  be- 
ueved  the  greater  part  of  the  Liberal 
Party  would  support  it.  [**  No,  no  !  "] 
If  the  hon.  Member  who  said  "No" 
believed  that,  let  him  put  it  to  the  test. 
This  question  was  important,  and  the 
views  of  the  Liberal  Party  should  be  de- 
clared before  the  debate  came  to  a  close. 
The  whole  country  was  waiting  for  it. 
There  was  no  closer  attendant  upon  the 
House  of  Commons  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
but  he  was  not  the  onlv  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  and  he  wanted  to  hear — and  he 
knew  that  the  majority  of  the  Liberal 
Party  wanted  to  hear — what  other  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  to  contribute  to  the 
debate.  Owing  to  the  hesitation  which 
seemed  to  have  come  over  so  many,  they 
were  in  some  serious  danger  of  drifting 
to  he  knew  not  what.  This  was  not  the 
time  to  discuss  in  detail  the  merits  of  the 
Home  Bule  Question ;  but  what  they  had 
to  do,  as  reasonable  men,  was  to  bear  in 
their  minds  what  it  was  that  Home  Bule 
really  meant.  The  Government  had  de- 
scribed it  as  severance  of  Legislative 
Union ;  but  it  would  not  hold  good  for  a 
moment.  They  heard  a  good  deal  about 
good  policy  and  management,  and  how 
to  manage  their  own  affairs ;  and  he  could 
only  say  he  honestly  believed  that  the 
country  was  in  want  of  outspoken, 
simple  honesty,  and  he  hoped  as  this 
debate  went  on  there  would  oe  no  lack 
of  that  quality.    He  did  not  Uiink  there 
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would  be  from,  those  who  sat  on  those 
(the  Liberal)  Benches ;  but  those  sitting 
there  now  were  not  the  Liberal  Party — 
they  were  the  Irish  Members  who  were 
attached  to  the  Liberal  Party.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  right  hon.  Members  to  come 
forward  and  tell  them  what  they  thought 
the  policy  of  the  country  ought  to  be.  It 
was  the  function  of  the  Leaders  to  lead 
them ;  and  he  said  without  any  hesitation 
that  if  any  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party 
came  forward,  and  appealed  to  them — 
and  not  only  them,  but  the  whole  coun- 
try— to  medntain  the  Legislative  IlDion 
of  the  three  countries — he  cared  little 
whether  it  was  the  noble  Lord  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham — he  felt  sure  that  which- 
ever of  these  Gentlemen  it  might  be  who 
spoke  for  the  country  and  desired  to 
maintain  the  Union,  he  would  rally  at 
his  back  those  who  would  make  him  the 
principal  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party. 

Mb.  GBEGOBY  said,  he  hoped  that 
some  expression  of  opinion  would  be  got 
from  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  in  regard  to  this  im- 
portant subject.  As  for  himself,  he 
would  give  an  independent  support  to 
any  Government  that  would  maintain 
the  integprlty  of  the  Empire. 

Mr.  THOBOLD  BOGEBS  observed, 
that  an  hon.  Gentleman  had  that  even- 
ing compared  their  fellow-countrymen 
in  Ireland  to  highwaymen  and  wolves. 
That  did  not  seem  to  h5m  to  be  a  par- 
ticularly conciliatory  spirit  in  which  to 
approach  the  great  question  between  the 
two  peoples.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bozburghshire  (Mr.  A.  Elliot), 
with  an  audacity  which  he  hardlv  ex- 
pected from  a  Scotch  Member,  had  for- 
gotten the  very  fundamental  rule  whioli 
had  always  governed  Constitutional  op- 
position in  that  House,  and  which  was 
laid  down  by  so  great  a  Conservative  as 
the  late  Sir  Bobert  Peel — namely,  that 
it  was  not  their  business  to  announce  a 
policy  until  they  were  called  on.  It  was 
not  just,  fair,  or  generous,  to  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  to  demand  of  them 
that  they  should  explain  before  their 
imitators  and  their  enemies  what  policy 
they  intended  to  adopt  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  The  House  had  been  told  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  crime  prevail- 
ing in  Ireland.  That  had  been  denied 
by  Irish  Members ;  and  he  frankly  told 
the  House  that  he  would  as  soon  believo 
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them  as  he  would  believe  the  Dublin 
Correspondent  of  The  Times.    Nothing 
had  done  more  harm  to  the  good  rela- 
tions between  the   English   and  Irish 
peoples  than  the  incessant  trumpetings 
of  those  Solomons  of  the  day — the  dailj 
papers.      He  regretted  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  held  the  threat  of  coercion 
over  the  Irish  people.    He  believed  that 
no   greater  political  blunder   could  be 
committed  by  any  Government  than  the 
establishment  of  a  special  Criminal  Law, 
and  he  repented  very  much  that  he  had 
ever  supported  coercion.    Nothing  could 
be  baser  than  the  temporary  alliance  of 
the    Tory    and    Irish    patriot.      That 
alliance  had  borne  its  fruits,  and  one 
result  of  it,  at  any  rate,  was  to  convert 
him  for  the  future  against  supporting, 
under    any   circumstances  whatever,  a 
single  scintilla  of  special  criminal  legis- 
lation for  Ireland.    That  legislation  had 
been  tried  over  85  years,  and   it  had 
failed.     If  they  adopted  it  again  over  a 
similar  period  they  would  only  embitter 
still  more  the  Irish  people,  who  ought 
to  be  our  natural  allies  and  our  friends. 
The  present  state  of  things  brought  dis- 
honour upon   this  country.     The  hon. 
Member  for   Eoxburghshire   had  told 
them  about  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  England.    Had  he  ever  reflected  that 
there  were  2,000,000  Irishmen  in  Eng- 
land, and  had  he  ever  found  the  slightest 
bitterness,  the  slightest  hostility,  on  the 
part  of   the  English  working  men  to- 
wards their  Irish  fellow-countrymen? 
He  had  not,  except  on  the  part  of  some 
foolish  persons.    Did  they  believe  that 
if  Scotland  was  governed  by  Englishmen 
on  the  lines  on  which  they  had  governed 
Ireland  they  would  not  have  rebelled  ? 
If  he,  an  Englishman,  had  been  governed 
in  the  same  way  as  the  Irish  had  been, 
he  confessed  that  he  should  have  been 
a  rebel,  and,  perhaps,  a  village  ruffian. 
Those  who  were  distinctly  responsible 
should  endeavour  to  settle  this   great 
problem,  and  not  claim  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Opposition  anything  more  than 
the  high  duties  and  the  great  privilege 
of  criticiring  that  which  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  might  submit. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Hunter.) 

Thb  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  Michael  Hices-Beagh)  :  I 
undeietand  that  the  hon.  Member  makes 


this  Motion  with  the  view  of  proceeding 
with  his  Amendment  at  the  next  meet- 
ing of  the  House.  With  that  under- 
standing, and  being  aware  that  there 
are  not  a  few  hon.  Members  who  desire 
to  introduce  Bills  of  which  they  have 
given  Notice  without  being  compelled  to 
sit  up  till  a  late  hour,  I  willingly  yield 
the  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

MOTIONS. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)   ACT  (1881)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Connolly,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Connolly,  Mr. 
Parnell,  Mr.  Timothy  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton, 
and  Mr.  WiLLiAif  O'Brien. 

IdUl  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1.] 


COUNTY  GOVERNMENT  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  better  government  of  Counties 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Timothy  Healy,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Reynolds,  and  Mr. 
Small. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  2.] 

POLICE  FORCES  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Bill  for  the  complete  enfranchisement  of  the 
Police  Forces  of  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbbt- 
80N,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Mr.  Radcliffb 
Cooke,  Mr.  Cowen,  and  Sir  George  Russell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  3.] 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rylands,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Sale  of  Church 
Patronage,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Rylands,  Mr.  Leatham,  Mr.  Henry  Fowler, 
and  Mr.  Brinton. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  4.] 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  election  and 
constitution  of  Boards  of  Poor  Law  Guardians 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Edward  Harrington,  Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer 
Gray,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Timothy  Healy,  and 
Mr.  Jordan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  5.] 

CHURCH  OF  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
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in  a  Bill  to  declare  the  GooBtitation  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland. 

Resolution  reported  :^^\)1  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Finlat  and  The  Marquess  of 
Staffobd. 

^Wlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6.] 

PUBLIC   HEALTH  ACTS   (iMPBOVEMENT   EX- 
PENSES) BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodds,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Public  Health  A.ct8  in  relation  to  Private  Im- 
provement Expenses,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Dodds,  Sir  Edward  Reed,  Mr.  Arnold 
MoRLEY,  Mr.  William  Cook,  and  Mr.  Bullard. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7.] 

PAELIAMEKTARY     ELECTIONS'^  (RETURNING 

OFFICERS  expenses)  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.^Tuite,^  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Expenses  of  Returning 
Officers  at  Parliamentary  Illections  in  Irelan(^ 
ordered  to  be  brought  in*  by  Mr.  Tuitb,  Mr. 
Chance,  Mr.  Timothy  Harrinoton,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healt,  and  Mr.  Alexander  Blaine. 

'RiW.  Resented, yxLidi  read.the  first  time.  [Bill  8.  j 

MT7NICIPAL  FRANCHISE  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  O'Brien,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Municipal  Fran- 
chise in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Jambs  O'Brien,  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington, 
Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr.  Mayne,  and  Mr. 
Peter  McDonald. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first]timo.  [Bill  9.1 

LABOURERS   (iRELAND)   ACTS    AMBND- 

IfENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mayne,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Mayne,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton,  and  Mr. 
Sheeuy. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

TENURE  OF  TOWN  HOUSES  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crilly,  Bill  relating  to  the 
Tenure  of  Houses  in  Towns  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Crilly,  Mr.  Small, 
Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald,  and 
Sir  Thomas  Esmonds. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  11.] 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  National  School 
Teachers  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  William  O'Brien,  Mr.  Justin  Huntly 
McCarthy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer 
Gray,  and  Mr.  Conway. 

BiU,presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  12.] 


REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dillon,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Voters  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dillon, 
Mr.  Maurice  Hbaly,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Timothy 
Healy,  Mr.  Harrington,  and  Mr.  Small. 

BiILpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  13.  ] 

UNIVER8ITT  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  lialor.  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  University  Education  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lalor, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Redmond, 
Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  and  Mr.  Clancy. 

Billpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  14.] 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  l^Ir.  Hooper,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Salmon  Fisheries  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hooper,  Mr. 
Timothy  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Lane,  Colo- 
nel Nolan,  and  Mr.  Leamy. 

BiXLpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  1 5.] 

BUTTER  SUBSTITUTES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conway,  Bill  to  regulate 
the  importation,  manufacture,  and  sale  of 
Butter  Substitutes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Conway,  Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  John  O'Connor, 
Mr .  Leamy,  Mr.  Finucane,  and  Mr.  Biqoab. 

BilLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  16.] 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of  Stafford,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of 
land  by  Crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland ;  and  to  make  other  provisions  for 
improving  the  condition  of  the  Crofters,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  The  Marquess  of  Stafford 
and  Dr.  Farquharson. 

Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  17.] 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Bill  to  pro- 
mote Technical  Education  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Mr.  T.  P. 
Sullivan,  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  Lanb,  Mr.  A. 
O*  Connor,  and  Mr.  Kdmond  Dwyer  Gray. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  18.] 

HOUSINQ  OF  WORKING  CLASSES  IN  TOWNS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  0*Kelly,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  better  Housing  of  the  Working  Claatea 
in  Towns  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  0*Kblly,  Mr.  Edmond  Dwybr  Gray,  Mr. 
Murphy,  Mr.  Hooper,  and  Mr.  John  Hsd- 

MOND. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  19.] 

MUNICIPAL  BOUNDARIES  (dUBLIN)  BUX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  BiU  to  provide  for 
the  Extension  of  the  Municipal  Boundarioe  of 
Dublin,  ordered  to   b«    brought   in   by   Mr 
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Chance,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullitan,  Mr.   Edmond 
DwTBR  Gray,  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  and 
Mr.  Murphy. 
BiXLprtsentedy  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  20.] 

KATES  (DUBLIN)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sheehy,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  collection  of  Rates  in 
Dublin,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sheehy, 
Mr.  Edmond  Dwybr  Gray,  Mr.  Mayne,  Mr. 
Hbnry  Gill,  and  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington. 

BilLprttented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  21.] 

PIUVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sellar,  Bill  to  amend  the 
system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Skllar,  Sir  Lyon  Playpair,  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr. 
John  Morlby,  and  Mr.  Robertson. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  22.] 

BOUNDARIES    OF    TOWNS    (iRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Reynolds,  Bill  to  extend 
the  Boundaries  of  certain  Cities  and  Towns  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Rbynolds,  Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Small,  Mr.  Tuite, 
and  Mr.  William  Abraham. 

BUlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  23.] 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS   (POLLs)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Bill  to 
TOovide  that  at  every  General  Parliamentary 
Election  all  the  Polls  shall  ba  taken  on  the 
same  day,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
JosBPH  CowzN,   Mr.  Labouchbrb,    and    Mr. 

BUlpreuntedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  24.] 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE  ACT 
(1884)   EXTENSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Bill  to 
amoid  the  Law  relating  to  the  Representation 
d  the  People,  by  amending  and  extending  the 
Service  Fxanchise,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  Robert  Fowlbr,  Mr.  Lionel  Cohen,  Mr. 
Hunt,  and  Sir  Roper  Lbthbridob. 

Biil presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  25.] 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  James,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Copyhold  Acts,  and  for  the  Enfran- 
diisement  of  Copyhold  and  Customary  Lands, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles 
Ja3ce8,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Stafford  Howard, 
Mr.  Fbrouson,  and  Idr.  Mbllor. 

Bm presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

BALE  OF  INTOXIOATINO  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Bill  for 
Closing  Pablio  Houses  on  Sunday,  making  ex- 
ception for  the  sale  of  beer  during  certain 
hoars,  and  for  the  Metropolitan  District,  ordered 
to  be  bronght  in  by  Sir  Josbph  Pbase,  Mr. 
Palxsb,  and  Mr.  Isaac  Wilson. 

Bmpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  27.] 


POLICE   CONSTABLES*   PENSIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton 
Bill  to  make  provision  respecting  the  Pensions' 
Allowances,  and  Gratuities  of  Police  Constable  ^ 
in  Great  Britain,  and  their  widows  and  chil- 
dren, and  to  make  other  provisions  respecting 
the  Police  of  Great  Britain,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton, 
Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Raikes,  and 
Sir  Georob  Russell. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  28.] 


FISHERY  PIERS    AND     HARBOURS 
(IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carew,  Bill  to  amend  and 
extend  the  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ire- 
land) Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Carew,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  William  Corbet, 
Mr.  0*Kelly,  and  Mr.  Barry. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

TREES   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gilhooly ,  Bill  to  encourage 
the  Planting  of  Trees  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Gilhooly,  Mr.  Timothy 
Harrington,  Mr.  Marum,  Mr.  Pynb,  and  Mr. 
0*Hanlon. 

BiU.  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  30.] 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS     (FIRB 
BRIGADE  expenses)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Expenses  of  the 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Tatton  Eobrton,  Sir  Jambs 
M*Garel-Hooo,  and  Mr.  Rider  Cook. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  31.] 

TOBACCO   (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
permit  the  growth  of  Tobacco  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Pynb,  Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Condon,  and  Mr. 
O'Hanlon. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  32.  J 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES    ACTS  REPEAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Bill  to 
repeal  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts, "r  1866  and 
1869,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jambs 
Stuart,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  Sir  Robert 
Fowlbr. 

Billpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  33.] 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS   (WATBR 
SUPPLY,    &0.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg, 
Bill  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works  with  respect  to  the  Supply 
of  Water,  ordered  to  be  brought  in* by  Sir 
Jambs  M'Garel-Hooo,  Mr.  Brycb,  ,Sir  Georob 
Bubsbll,  and  Colonel  Huohbs. 

BUipressnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  34.] 
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LIOENSINQ  LAWS   (AMENDMENT)    (lOOAL 

control)  bill. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  g^ven  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Laws  by  es- 
tablishing Licensing  Boards  to  exercise  Local 
Control  and  to  reduce  the  number  of  existing 
Licences. 

Resolution  reported :  ~~  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Staffoud  Howabd,  Mr. 
HouLDSwoBTH,  and  Mr.  0.  T.  Dykb  Acland. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  35.] 

paies   and  markets   (tolls)  (Ireland) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Tolls  at  Fairs  and  Markets  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Habris,  Mr.  J. 
P.  O'Bribn,  Mr.  Chancb,  and  Mr.  Justin 
M'Cartht. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  36.] 

QUARTER  sessions   (bOROTTOHS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Powell  WUliams.  Bill  to 
repeal  certain  provisions  relating  to  Quarter 
Sessions  (Boroughs)  of  **  The  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations Act,  1882,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Powell  Williams,  Mr.  John  Bbioht,  Mr. 
Hebbebt  Qladstonb,  and  Mr.  Houldsworth. 

Billpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  37.] 

TENURE  OF  LAND   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Barclay,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  and  Occupancy 
of  Land  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Barclay,  Sir  George  Balfour,  Dr. 
Iabquuabson,  and  Mr.  Esslbhont. 

BiU. presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  38.] 

PROBATION   OP  FIRST  OFFENDERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  to 
permit  the  conditional  release  of  First  Offenders 
upon  Probation  in  certain  cases,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Sir 
Hbnbt  Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick,  Mr.  Lawson,  and  Mr.  Mollot. 

BiUpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  39.] 

PORT    AND     H.VRBOUR  AUTHORITIES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  .to  the  constitution  of 
Port  and  Harbour  Authorities  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  ^Matthew 
Kenny,  Mr.  Biooab,  Mr.  Justin  Huntly 
M*Cabthy,  Mr.  Peter  M*Donald,  Mr.  Jambs 
O'Dohebty,  and  Mr.  Timothy  Habbinoton. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 

LAND  PURCHASE  FACILITIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Bir.  M*Laren,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  compensation  of  owners 
of  Land  aoqnired  for  undertakings  of  public 


utility,    ordered   to   be   brought   in   by    Mr. 
M'Laben,  Mr.  Joseph  Bolton,  Mr.  Houlds- 
woBTH,  and  Mr.  Jesse  Collinos. 
BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  41.] 

SITES  FOR  SCHOOLS,    &0.    (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jordan,  BUI  to  faciUtate 
the  acquiring  of  Sites  for  Schools  and  Churches, 
and  f 09  Residences  for  Clergymen  and  School 
Teachers  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  JoBDAN,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
Reynolds,  and  Mr.  Flynn. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  42.] 

landlord's  right  of  distress 
abolition  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crompton,  BUI  to  abolish 
the  Landlord's  Right  of  Distress  for  the  rent  of 
agricultural  holdings  in  England,  and  his  right 
of  priority  over  the  other  creditors  of  the  tenant 
in  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Cbompton,  Mr.  Wintebbotham,  Mr.  Abthub 
Elliot,  and  Mr.  Bbunneb. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  43.] 

METROPOLITAN     BOARD     OF     WORKS 
(theatres,    &0.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rider  Cook,  BiU  to  confer 
further  powers  upon  the  MetropoUtan  Board  of 
Works  for  inspecting  Theatres  and  Music  HaUi«, 
and  granting  certificates,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Rideb  Cook  and  Sir  James 
M'Gabel-Hooo. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  44.] 

BURIAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  brings 
in  a  BiU  for  the  further  Amendment  of  the 
Burial  Laws. 

Resolution  reported:  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Osbobnb  Mo&oak,  Mr. 
Henby  H.  Fowleb,  Mr.  Richabd,  and  Mr. 
Cabtbll  Willlams. 

BiU.  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  45.] 

EXPLOSIVE   SXTBSTAN0E8  ACT  (1883) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Herbert  MaxweU.  BiU  to 
amend  *'  The  Explosive  Subetanoes  Act,  1883," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Hbbbbbt 
Maxwell,  Lord  Alobbnon  IhiBOY,  Mr.  Long, 
and  Sir  Robebt  Fowleb. 

BiRpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  46.] 

BANKRUPTGT  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald,  BUI  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bankroptoy  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Psrvm 
M 'Donald,  Mr.  Henby  Gill,  Mr.  Clancxy, 
Mr.  John  O'Connob,  and  Mr.  0*Haxlon. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  firat  time.  [BOl  47.] 
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T.Airn  (highlands  AJSTD  ISLANDS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gavin  aark,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the  tenure  of  Land 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gavin  Clark, 
Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Mack- 
intosh, Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  and  Mr.  Biirt. 

'Q\!^ presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  48.] 

HAJtRIAGB  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE's 
SISTER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Heneage,  Bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  Law  as  to  Marriage  with  a  Deceased 
Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
fleneage,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Albert  Grey, 
Mr.  Puleston,  Mr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Burt,  and 
Mr.  Arch. 

B\!llpre89nt€d,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  49.] 

MARRIAGES   (NONCONFORMIST  CHAPELS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  3Ir.  Shirley,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  Marriages  in  Nonconformist 
Chapels,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Shirley,  Mr.  M*Iver,  Mr.  Newnes,  Sir  George 
Bitwell,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Leicester,  Mr. 
Johns,  and  Mr.  Channing. 

Bill  preaenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  60.] 


BEER  ADULTERATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Dimsdale,  Bill  for  the 
better  securing  of  Purity  in  Beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Baron  Dimsdale,  Mr.  Knatch- 
bull-Hugessen,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  Kound,  and 
Mr.  Abel  Smith. 

BiHpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  51 .] 


SPIRITS  IN  BOND  (GREAT  BRITAIN  AND 

IRELAND)  BILL. 
Cotmdered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
more  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Bonding  of  Spirits  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Flynn,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr. 
John  O* Connor,  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald,  and  Mr. 
O'Uanlon. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  62.] 

ALLOTMENTS    AND    SMALL    HOLDINGS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  creation  of  Allotments  and  Small 
Holdings  of  Land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
lir.  Jesse  CoUings,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst, 
Captain  Vemey,  Mr.  Arch,  Dr.  Foster,  Mr. 
Flower,  Mr.  Cobb,  and  Mr.  Newnes. 

BiXipr^tented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  53.] 


CHURCH  BOARDS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  ^Ir.  Albert  Grey,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  establishment  of  Church  Boards, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Albert  Grey, 
Mr.  Stafford  Howard,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
M*Iver,  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth,  and  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour. 

B'Ulpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  54.] 

MINING  LEASES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conybeare,  Bill  to  rege- 
late the  granting  of  Mining  Leases  in  the  coun- 
ties of  Cornwall  and  Devon  ;  and  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  payment  of  wages  of  miners 
and  the  inspection  of  mines,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Borlase, 
Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  M*Laren,  Mr.  Blake,  and  Mr. 
Saunders. 

BUlpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  dd.] 

SHOP  HOXmS  REGULATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  limit 
the  Hours  of  Labour  of  children  and  young 
persons  in  Shops,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Macnaghten, 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  Mr.  Rathbone. 

BtM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  56.] 

ALLOTMENTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Finch-Hatton,  Bill  to 
encourage  and  facilitate  the  provision  of  Allot- 
ments for  Cottagers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Finch-Hatton,  Mr.  Birkbeck,  ana  Vis- 
count Newark. 

BiVipresentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill57.] 

GAME  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Menzies,  Bill  for  the 
better  protection  of  occupiers  of  land  against 
injury  to  their  crops  and  lands  from  Ground 
and  other  Game,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Menzies,  The  Marquess  of  Stafford,  and  Dr. 
Farquh&rson. 

BiHlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  58.] 

BEER  ADULTERATION  (nO.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Birkbeck,  Bill  for  better 
securing  the  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Birkbeck,  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell,  Mr.  Charles  Hall,  Mr.  Fellowes,  and 
Mr.  Joseph  Cowen. 

BUlpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  59.] 

employers'   LIABILITY  ACT   (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Employers*  Liability  Act,  1880," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Dr.  Commins,  Mr.  Sexton,  and  Mr. 
Jesse  ColUngs. 

BtXL presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  60.  ] 

TITHE  RENT-CHARGE    (EXTRAORDINARY) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Norton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  £xtraor<Hnary  Tithe  in  respect 
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of  any  special  cultiyation  of  land,  and  to  make 
reasonable  compensation  to  the  present  Tithe 
owners,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Norton, 
Mr.  Knatchbull-Hagessen,  and  Mr.  Pomfret. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  61.] 

MABBIAOES   (hOUBS  OF  SOLEMNISATION) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carvell  Williams,  Bill  for 
extending  the  Hours  within  which  Marriages 
may  be  lawfully  solemnised,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Carvell  Williams,  Mr. 
Bichard,  and  Mr.  Ince. 

Bm presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  62.] 

TITHE  BENT-OHABQE   (bXTBAOBDINABY) 

BEDEMPTION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  Bolton,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Tithe  Commutation  Acts  as  to  Ex- 
traordinary Tithe  Kent-Charge  on  hop  grounds, 
orchards,  fruit  plantations,  and  market  gardens ; 
and  to  provide  for  fixing  the  capital  value 
thereof  and  the  redemption  of  the  same,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Thomas  Bolton,  Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers,  Mr.  Borlase,  and  Sir  John 
Lubbock. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  63.] 

OATHS  BILL. 

Considered  ia  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  ^ven  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Oaths. 

Resolution  reported  :—B\YL  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Serieant  Simon,  Mr.  Stans- 
feld,  Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Charles  Russell,  and 
Mr.  Channing. 

BiM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  64.] 

TITHE  BENT-OHABOE  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Brookfield,  Bill  to  com- 
mute Extraordinary  Tithe  Rent-Charge,  and 
otherwise  amend  the  Tithe  Commutation  Acts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Brookfield  and 
Mr.  Farquharson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  65.] 

BEEE  ADULTERATION  (nO.  3)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Quilter,  Bill  for  bettter 
securing  the  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bv  Mr.  Quilter,  Mr.  Duckham,  Mr. 
Heneage,  and  Mr.  Everett. 

Biil presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 

WORKHOUSE   CHILDBEN  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Molloy,  Bill  to  amend 
and  regulate  the  instruction  of  Children  in 
Workhouses,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Molloy,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent. 

BjXLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  67.] 


TUBBART  MOUNTAIN  OBAZINO  AND  SEA 
WBACK  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Small,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Turbary  Mountain  Grazing* 
Lands  and  Sea  Wrack  Beds  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Small,  Mr.  James 
O'Doherty,  Mr.  Conway,  Mr.  Crilly,  and  Mr. 
Alexander  Blaine. 

BiXL presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  68.] 

THEATBE8,  &C.   (mETBOPOLIS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon- Uartland,  BiU  for 
the  better  regulation  of  Theatres  and  Music 
Halls  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  io^iQ  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Dizon-Hartland  and  Mr.  Macfarlane. 

B\}1  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  69.] 

FABLIAMENTABY     FBANOHISE    (EXTENSION 

TO  women)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  for  extending 
the  Parliamentary  Franchise  to  Women,  or- 
dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Woodall,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Hling- 
worth,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  Mr.  Yorke. 

BtXL presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  70.] 

LAND    CULTIVATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Bill  to  promote 
the  better  Cultivation  of  Land,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Laboudiere, 
Mr.  Arch,  and  Mr.  Burt. 

BiHW  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  71.] 

LIQUOB   TBAFFIO  LOCAL  TETO    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  owners  and  occupiers  in 
burghs,  wards  of  burghs,  parishes,  and  districts 
in  Scotland  to  prevent  the  common  sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liquors,  or  otherwise  to  have  effec- 
tual control  over  the  Drink  Traffic  within  such 
areas. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  M'Lagan,  Dr.  Cameron, 
Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  Noel,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbet, 
Mr.  Jacks,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Lacaita,  and 
Dr.  Clark. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  72.] 

FISHEBY  ACTS   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jacks,  Bill  to  consolidate 
and  amend  the  Fishery  Acts  applying  to  Scot- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jacks, 
Mr.  Dodds,  and  Mr.  Beith. 

Biilpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  78.] 

SALE    OF    INTOXIOATINO  UQUOBS    OK 
SUNDAY   (DUBHAM)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.   Theodore  Fry,   BUI  to 

Srohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating   l^quon  on 
ondays  in  the  coonty  of   Dorhun,  ordered  to 
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be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Theodore  Fry,  Mr. 
^Walter  James,  Mr.  Dodds,  Mr.  Richardson, 
]Mr.  Grourley,  and  Mr.  Paulton. 

WMpre$entedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  74.] 
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MinaCIPAL  FRANCHISE   (IRELAND)   (nO.  2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Johnston,  Bill  to  assimilate 
the  Municipal  and  Parliamentary  Franchise  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Johnston  and  Mr.  De  Cobain. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  75.] 

E3£PL0YERS'     LIABILITY    ACT    (1880) 
AMENDMENT   (nO.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  ataend  "  The 
Employers'  Liability  Act,  1880,*'  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mi, 
Joicey,  Mr.  Haldane,  and  Mr.  Lockwood. 

BiU, presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7G.] 

UNCLAIMED  DEPOSITS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Kobertson,  Bill 
to  provide  for  the  Publication  of  Unclaimed 
Stocks,  Shares,  Deposits,  and  Debentures  in 
Trading  Companies,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Dr.  Clark,  and  Mr. 
Watt. 

BUI  presented,  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  77.] 

TBAMWAT8    ACTS    (IRELAND)     AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Tramways  Acts  (Ireland),  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Foley,  Mr.  Harris,  and  lilr. 
Molloy. 

Bin  presented,  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 

ECCLESIASTICAL   ASSESSMENTS    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Finlay,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  as  to  Ecclesiastical  Assessments  in  Scot- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Finlay 
and  ^Ir.  M*Lagan. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 


SANITATION    OF  HOUSES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland,  Bill  for 
the  better  Sanitation  of  Houses  in  the  Metro- 
polis, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland  and  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS  (KEEPING 

OF  firewood)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  M'Ghirel-Hogg,  Bill 
for  the  safe  keeping  of  Firewood  within  the 
limits  of  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  James  M'Ghurel-Hogg  and  Mr.  Morgan 
Howard. 

BUXprcsented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  81.] 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conybeare,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  Kegistration  of  Voters 
and  the  conduct  of  Parliamentary  Elections, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr. 
Macdonald  Cameron,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Hob- 
house,  and  Mr.  Shirley. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  82.] 

LAND  TENURE  AND  TRANSFER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ince,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Settled  Land  Act,  1882,''  and  for  the  simplifica- 
tion of  Titles,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ince,  Mr.  Courtney,  and  Mr.  Stanhope  Kenny. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  83.] 

PARLIAMENTARY     ELECTIONS     (RETURNING 
officers'    expenses)   (SCOTLAND)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hunter,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  payment  of  the  Expenses  of  Returning  Offi- 
cers at  Parliamentary  Elections  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Barclay,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Esslemont,  and  Mr. 
Edmund  Kobertson. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  84.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Reaohed,  That  the  House  will,  at  the 
rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till 
Monday  next. — {Mr.  Akera-DougloB,) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

Twelve  o'clock  till 
Monday  next. 


n0^f^^»^^^»^*^^^^^m 


HOUSE     OF    LOEDS 
Monday^  25th  Jantwry,  1886. 


MINUTES.] -Public  Bill— J'Vr*^  Heading^ 
Land  Eegistry  •  (7). 

Several  Lords — ^Took  the  Oath. 

BURMAH— THE  BRITISH  AUTHORITIES 
—  MILITARY  EXECUTIONS  —  THE 
PROVOST  MARSHAL.— QUESTION. 

The  Mabquess  of  BIPON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  had  received  any  answer 
with  regard  to  certain  proceedings  al- 
leged to  have  taken  place  at  Mandalay 
under  the  orders  of  the  Provost  Mar- 
shal? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Haeeis)  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  able  to  inform  the  noble 
Marquess  on  all  the  points  raised  the 
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other  day  except  the  first,  which  has 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  photo- 
graphing of  the  men  who  were  about  to 
be  executed.  The  reply  received  under 
that  head  is  from  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner at  Kangoon,  and  is  as  follows : — 

"Rangoon,  Jan.   23.--Fir8t  point— namely, 

Photographing  prisoners  at  moment  of  execution, 
am  telegraphing  to  Mandalay  for  fuller  infor- 
mation." 

On  the  point  as  to  a  certain  prisoner 
having  been  asked  questions  under  fear 
of  death,  the  reply  from  Mr.  Bernard 
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**  It  ifl  true  that  Provost  Marshal  did  place  a 
man  suspected  of  treasonable  correspondence  in 
fear  of  instant  death  in  order  to  induce  him  to 
give  information  which  might  have  criminated 
two  members  of  Burmese  Durbar.  On  hearing 
of  this,  I  pointed  out  to  Provost  Marshal  that 
evidence  extorted  was  valueless,  and  that  it  was 
contrary  to  all  laws  to  extort  e\'idence  by  moral 
torture,  and  I  requested  that  similar  proceed- 
ings might  not  recur.  I  believe  Provost 
Marshal  had  done  nothing  of  the  kind  on  any 
previous  occasion,  and  will  not  do  anything  of 
the  kind  again." 

Then  follows  a  telegram  from  the  Vice- 
roy— 

'*It  ifl  also  clear  that  Provost  Marshal  has 
proceeded  in  most  unjustifiable  manner,  at  all 
events  in  one  case.  I  have  teleg^phed  to 
Prendergast  direct,  that  if  primd  facie  case  is 
made  out  against  Provost  Marshal  on  one  of 
the  counts  mentioned,  he  and  any  other  officers 
implicated  should  be  suspended  from  their 
functions,  and,  if  proved  guilty,  visited  with 
the  severest  penalty.** 

A  telegram  from  the  Viceroy,    dated 
January  24,  says — 

"  We  have  English  Civil  officers  and  Police 
officers  in  command  in  each  of  the  five  districts 
— Mandalay,  Minhla,  Ningyan,  Pagan,  and 
Myingyan.  These  officers  are  supported  by 
troops,  and  they  are  working  through  local 
Woons  and  Thagyis.  Rest  of  country  is  nomi- 
nally dominated  by  Hlootdaw  or  Burmese 
Supreme  Council.  At  several  points,  Bhamo, 
Taffaing,  Hwebo,  Ava,  Upper  Chindwin,  Lower 
Ciifndwin,  Myodaung,  we  have  military  detach- 
ments stationed  with  Civil  officers  in  attend- 
ance. At  present  country  is  still  under  military 
occupation.  Though  rebels  taken  in  arms  on 
the  field  day  are  liable  to  be  shot,  no  one  is  to 
be  shot  or  punished  by  Civil  officers  otherwise 
than  after  trial,  llien,  in  districts  nomi- 
nally under  Hlootdaw,  sentences  of  death  can- 
not be  carried  out  by  Native  officials  or  other- 
wise than  on  responsibility  of,  and  after  trial 
by,  Civil  officer  who  may  be  nearest  the  ground. 
Prisoners  punished  under  martial  law  by  Pro- 
vost Marshal  or  bv  commanding  officers  do  not 
come  under  Civil  officers*  cognizance,  while 
country  is  under  military  occupation.  My  hope 
is  that  within  few  weeks*  time  I  may  be  in 
position  to  post  Civil  oflBcers  backed  by  troops  in 
remaining  districts  of  country." 

lord  Sarrii 


The  map  that  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Kimberley)  alluded  to  will  be  placed 
in  the  Library ;  it  is  not  a  recent  one,  as 
it  is  dated  1875. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  the  real  point  he  had  in  view,  in 
inquiring  about  the  map  the  other  day, 
was  to  ascertain  the  precise  territory 
which  had  been  annexed  to  Her  Ma« 
jesty's  Dominions. 

LORD  LIEUTENANCY  OF  IRELAND. 
BESOLUTION. 

Thk  Earl  of  KILMOEEY,  in  rising 
to  move — 

**  That  in  tbe  opinion  of  this  House  the  time 
has  now  come  when  the  post  of  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  may  be  abolished  with  advantage,'* 

said,  the  gravity  of  the  question  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  bring  before  their 
Lordships  at  a  time  when  anything  con- 
nected with  Ireland  was  of  unusual  in- 
terest would,  he  trusted,  be  a  warrant- 
able excuse  for  his  asking  at  their  Lord- 
ships' hands  all  the  indulgence  which 
the  difficulties  of  his  position  required. 
He  had  been  painfully  conscious  of  the 
fact  that,  amongst  the  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  there  were  no  less 
than  four  past  Viceroys  of  Ireland, 
two  being  present ;  and,  no  doubt,  if 
the  duties  of  his  Excellency  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Lieutenant  did  not  necessi- 
tate his  presence  in  Dublin,  he  also 
would  have  been  present.  It  had  been 
his  original  intention  to  move  this  He- 
solution  last  Session;  but  he  was  told 
the  occasion  was  inopportune,  and  was 
advised  to  postpone  it.  At  that  time 
there  was  one  more  past  Viceroy  in  their 
Lordships'  House;  but  since  then  tho 
hand  of  death  had  removed  from  their 
midst  one  whose  place  it  would  be  hard 
to  fill,  and  whose  loss  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  make  up  for.  It  might  be  said 
of  the  late  Duke  of  Abercom  that  he 
had  no  enemies,  for  even  his  political 
opponents  vied  with  his  closest  followers 
in  the  expression  of  their  admiration 
and  regard  for  him.  Of  him  it  miffht  be 
said  that,  having  arrived  at  the  highest 
pinnacle  of  personal  popularity,  he  never 
lost  the  charm  which  he  held  over  his 
fellow-countrymen  until  the  g^ave  closed 
over  him.  He  would  miss  the  friendly 
criticism  of  the  late  Duke  of  Aberoom 
with  reffret,  and  he  would  look  to  others 
to  supply  similar  critioism,  especially  to 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  twioe  braved 
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the  acknowledged  dangers  of  tlie  Lord 
lieutenancy  of  Ireland  (Earl  Spencer). 
He  yielded  to  no  one  in  his  admiration  of 
the  ability  and  the  indomitable  courage 
with  which  the  noble  Earl  had  served  his 
Party.  He  not  only  spoke  his  own  senti- 
ments, but  those  of  the  entire  loyal  popu- 
lation of  Ireland — though  many  of  them 
were  opposed  to  him  in  politics,  and  did 
not  share  the  admiration  of  the  noble  Earl 
for  the  great  Chief  of  his  Party — when 
he  said  that  they  were  ten  times  better 
cared  for  and  ten  times  better  off  under 
the  high  pressure  of  that  noble  Earl's 
Administration  than  they  were  now  under 
that  of  his  amiable  and  more  popular 
Successor.  In  this  case  they  preferred 
tbe  fartiUr  in  re  to  the  suaviter  in  modo. 
The  subject  of  his  Besolution,  as  their 
Xiordships  were  aware,  was  no  new  one. 
The  abolition  of  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant had  been  before  Parliament  on 
many  occasions.  It  was  an  Office  which 
liad  existed,  he  believed,  for  700  years ; 
but  that  was  no  reason  why  it  should 
exist  for  ever.  Its  abolition  was  moved 
in  1823,  in  1830,  in  1844,  in  1850,  and 
in  1858  ;  and  the  opinions  of  many  emi- 
nent statesmen,  both  for  and  against, 
were  yentilated  on  those  occasions.  The 
history  of  Ireland  repeated  itself  with 
the  fidelity  of  a  stock-piece  at  a  Pro- 
vincial theatre — the  piece  was  always 
the  same,  and  the  only  change  was  in 
the  actors.  The  question  had  always 
been  and  was  now  a  non-Party  question  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  would  look  with  the 
more  confidence  to  their  Lordships  for  a 
fair  and  impartial  hearing.  In  addition 
to  the  debates  reported  in  Banaardj  he 
had  sought  for  information  from  The 
Times,  He  had  also  found  a  great  deal 
of  interesting  information  in  The  Life 
and  Letters  of  Mr,  Croker,  and  The  Me- 
moirs  of  Mr.  Oreville;  but  he  would  not 
presume  to  occupy  too  much  of  their 
Lordships'  valuable  time,  nor  to  flood 
the  House  with  a  series  of  long  and  un- 
necessary quotations,  inasmuch  as  they 
were  within  easy  access  for  their  Lord- 
ships, and  it  was  more  than  probable 
that  they  were  far  better  acquainted 
with  them  than  he  was.  When  he  looked 
back  to  Hansard^ s  Debates  he  saw  that 
such  men  as  Lord  Althorp,  Lord  Grey, 
Mr.  Shell,  Lord  John  Bussell,  Mr.  Bernal 
Osborne,  and  Mr.  Hume  had  taken  part 
in  the  discussion.  Once,  and  once  only, 
the  question  of  the  abolition  of  the  Lord 
lieutenanpy  of  Ireland  was  mooted  in 


their  Lordships'  House,  and  that  was 
in  June,  1850,  the  year  in  which  Lord 
John  Bussell  introduced  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  of  that 
day  succeeded  in  anticipating  the  in- 
troduction of  the  measure  by  taking 
advantage  of  an  opportunity  given  him 
of  presenting  various  Petitions  from 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  and  others 
interested  in  the  trade  of  that  City.  On 
that  occasion,  while  all  the  Members  of 
their  Lordships'  House  admitted  the 
desirability  of  raising  a  discussion,  they 
one  and  all  said  they  considered  the 
occasion  inopportune,  and  yet,  with  great 
inconsistency,  insisted  on  debating  the 
matter  at  considerable  length.  At  the 
end  of  the  Session  of  1850  the  Bill 
lapsed.  Since  1858,  so  far  as  he  could 
make  out,  the  matter  had  never  been 
before  the  attention  of  Parliament ;  and 
there  was  the  fact  that  although  in  1858 
a  Motion  brought  forward  by  Mr.  Roe- 
buck was  thrown  out,  the  one  in  1850 
was  carried  by  a  large  majority.  To 
keep  the  trade  of  Dublin  going  was  the 
only  excuse  for  maintaining  the  Office. 
There  were  other  arguments  for  uphold- 
ing the  Office ;  but  they  were  all  more  or 
less  of  a  sentimental  nature,  and,  there- 
fore, all  the  less  forcible.  For  instance, 
one  distinguished  Irishman,  now  a  Judge, 
was  heard  to  say  in  defence  of  the  re- 
tention of  the  Office  that  it  would  be 
hard  lines  if  an  Irishman,  who  was  pre- 
cluded from  basking  in  the  sunshine  of 
Eoyalty,  should  not  have  an  opportunity 
occasionally  of  airing  himself  in  the 
moonshine  of  the  Viceroy.  If  that  was 
the  strongest  argument  that  a  great  and 
distinguished  lawver  could  raise  in  that 
day,  he  thought  there  was  not  much  to 
be  said  in  its  favour.  The  objection  as 
to  the  difficulty  of  coming  to  London  to 
attend  a  levee  was  merely  a  sentimental 
one.  In  these  days  sentimental  objec- 
tions had  very  Httle  weight.  These 
were  days  in  which  only  practical  ob- 
jections had  any  weight.  Sir  Peter 
Teazle's  views  with  respect  to  sentiment 
were  very  much  like  his.  He  believed 
they  were  extremely  proper  and  popular. 
He  did  not  think  the  Eules  of  their  Lord 
ships'  House  would  prevent  him  giving 
a  quotation  from  The  School  for  Scandal: 
but  it  was  unnecessary,  since  all  their 
Lordships  must  be  acquainted  with  the 
expressions  made  use  of  by  that  iras- 
cible Baronet.    It  was  amusing  to  look 
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back  and  find  even  such  a  great  and 
eminent  statesman  as  Lord  John  Bussell 
talking  about  the  facilities  of  communi- 
cation as  they  existed  in  1850  in  com- 
parison with  those  which  existed  in 
1805.  He  believed  he  was  right  in 
stating  that  Lord  John  Hussell  actually 
quoted  from,  if  he  did  not  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  Hoase,  a  copy  of  Brad- 
shawls  Railway  Guide  ;  but  if  he  (the  Earl 
of  Kilmorey)  wished  to  quote  from  any 
publication  to  show  the  enormous  strides 
which  had  been  taken  within  the  last  35 
years,  he  would  refer  to  the  records  of 
scientific  institutions  and  papers  read  at 
scientific  meetings ;  and,  looking  at  the 
records  of  the  marvellous  inventions  of 
the  last  35  years,  he  found  there  were 
no  inventions  which  excited  more  marvel 
and  admiration  than  the  telephone. 
What  were  the  facilities  of  communica- 
tion in  1850  to  those  in  the  present 
day  ?  As  the  locomotive  had  superseded 
the  old  stage  coach,  so  the  telephone  had 
cast  into  the  shade  other  marvellous  in- 
ventions which  at  one  time  it  was  thought 
impossible  to  supersede.  In  the  present 
day  it  was  not  impossible  for  the  noble 
Marquess  in  Downing  Street  to  hold  an 
animated  conversation  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Ireland  in  Dublin 
Oastle,  nor  was  it  more  difficult  for  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Ck)mmander-in- 
Ohief  to  give  his  order,  vivd  voce,  to 
Prince  Saxe- Weimar.  This  disposed  of 
the  argument  brought  forward  in  their 
Lordships'  House  in  1850  by  the  Duke 
of  Wellington.  That  objection  was  that 
in  cases  of  disturbance,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  could  give 
orders  to  the  troops  ?  He  saw  no  possi- 
ble difficulty,  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  of  directions  being  given 
with  regard  to  the  Forces.  He  main- 
tained that  facilities  for  communicating 
were  now  so  great  that  there  was  no- 
thing to  prevent  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
answering  with  rapidity  any  question 
put  to  him  by  the  Com  mander-in- Ohief 
of  the  Forces.  The  same  facility  would 
enable  him  to  transmit  his  orders  to  the 
Oommander-in-Ohief,  and  to  take  steps 
to  see  them  properly  carried  out.  Al- 
though science  had  done  much  to  alle- 
viate their  sorrow  and  to  mitigate  their 
distress,  it  had  not  yet  provided  them 
with  the  same  means  of  communication 
between  England  and  Ireland  that  now 
existed  between  Birkenhead  and  Liver- 
pool.   There  always  had  been,  and  he 
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feared  there  always  would  be,  one  great 
and  insuperable  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
the  realization  of  all  the  schemes  of 
reconciling  Irishmen  to  England;  and 
that  was  the  nauseating  barrier  that 
existed,  between  the  two  countries — 
hino  nice  lacrymos.  It  might  be  that  the 
opening  of  the  Mersey  Tunnel  the  other 
day  might  give  a  fillip  to  science ;  and  he 
trusted  their  Lordships  would  all  live  to 
see  a  submarine  tunnel  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  constructed.  But  they 
had  communication  by  means  of  some 
of  the  finest  steamers  in  the  world ;  and 
what  was  the  journey  from  Dublin  to 
London  ?  What  would  their  forefathers 
have  thought  of  their  making  complaints 
of  a  journey  of  from  10  to  12  hours* 
duration,  when  they  were  accustomed  to 
travel  on  a  coach  for  days  and  nights 
together  ?  As  to  the  danger  of  travel- 
ling, although  there  were  occasions  on 
which  outrages  were  committed  in  rail- 
way carriages,  they  were  very  few  and 
far  between  when  compared  with  the 
dangers  which  were  run  on  the  King's 
highway  in  the  time  of  stage-coach  tra- 
velling. What  was  the  journey  from 
Dublin  to  London  now  ?  Why,  it  was 
simply  the  rapid  whirling  along  of 
their  recumbent  bodies,  surrounded  by 
every  luxury  and  comfort.  He  regretted 
that  the  Lord  Ohanoellor  of  Ireland  was 
not  present.  His  appearance  was  well 
known  to  their  Lordships,  and  they  would 
readily  agree  with  him  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  showed  no  signs  of  de- 
cay, although  he  was  frequently  subject  to 
the  fearful  ordeal  of  these  constant  jour- 
neys. He  was  stating  a  fact  when  he  said 
it  was  not  unusual  for  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  to  take  his  seat  in  the  Four 
Oourts  in  Dublin  on  Monday,  to  run 
over  by  the  mail  to  attend  a  Cabinet 
Oouncil  on  the  Tuesday  afternoon,  and 
to  return  to  the  Four  Oourts  on  the 
Wednesday  as  fresh  as  if  he  had  not 
undergone  the  slightest  fatigue.  It  was 
an  acknowledged  fact  that  science  had 
now  minimized  the  geographical  difficul- 
ties between  the  two  countries.  He  took 
leave  to  oonolude  that  the  position  in 
which  the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
lately  found  himself,  harassed  and  worn 
by  the  innumerable  difficulties  and  un- 
avoidable annoyances  of  Office,  strength- 
ened not  a  little  his  argument  that  the 
administrative  and  State  funotious  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  should  no  longer 
be  combined  in  one  man.    That  onfor- 
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tunate  oombination  ought  never  to  have 
existed.  It  appeared  to  him  to  have 
been  a  g^eat  mistake  in  the  Act  of 
Union ;  and,  as  far  as  he  could  judge,  it 
was  acknowledged  by  the  statesmen  of 
that  day  that  the  combination  was  a 
mistake.  Lord  John  Husselli  on  the 
introduction  of  his  Bill,  on  the  17th  of 
May,  1850,  said— 

*'  In  fact,  the  Members  of  the  present  Govem- 
ment  have  for  a  very  long  time  had  in  con- 
templation the  measure  I  have  now  to  propose, 
and  when  Lord  Clarendon  went  to  Ireland  he 
went  there  on  a  distinct  understanding  with  me 
that  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  would,  if 
Parliament  should  concur  with  us,  be  totally 
abolished."— (3  Hansard  [ii  i],  171.) 

Later  on  his  Lordship  said — 

"It  appears,  however,  at  the  time  of  the 
Union  with  Ireland  the  subject  of  the  abolition 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  was  taken  into  consi- 
deration by  the  Sovereign  who  then  ruled  the 
destinies  of  this  country/* — {Ibid,  173.) 

His  Lordship  then  proceeded  to  quote 
from  a  letter  from  Mr.  Addington ;  and 
he  (the  Earl  of  Kilmorey),  from  a  gene- 
ral riiumi  of  the  speeches  of  that  day, 
was  led  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  an 
acknowledged  difficulty,  and  that  it  was 
handed  as  a  legacy  from  one  Cabinet  to 
another,  where  it  was  looked  upon  with 
so  much  distaste  that  when  a  memoran- 
dum on  the  subject  came  to  the  top  it  was 
at  once  put  to  the  bottom.  It  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  point  to  a  stronger 
argument  in  favour  of  his  suggestion 
than  that  50  years  after  the  Union  an 
able  statesman  like  the  late  Lord  John 
Bussell  should  have  proposed  to  the  House 
a  Bill  to  carry  out  what  he  was  now  ad- 
Tocating,  and  left  the  matter  in  abeyance 
solely  on  the  gpround  that  more  important 
matters  were  engaging  attention.  It  was 
no  secret  that  he  (the  Earl  of  Kilmorey) 
desired  to  see  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  abolished  as  at  present 
constituted.  He  wished  to  see  the  ad- 
ministrative functions  of  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  transferred  to  a  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland,  whilst  those  of  ceremonial 
might  very  well  be  allowed  to  slip  into 
oblivion  as  unnecessary  and  out  of  place. 
It  should  be  remembered  that,  however 
vehemently  he  might  attack  the  evils 
which  arose  from  the  Office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant,  nothing  should  fall  from 
his  lips  in  any  way  to  reproach  those 
who  had  successively  held  that  high 
Office,  and  discharged  the  onerous  du- 
ties of  Lord  laeutetenant*    What  he 


wanted  to  see  abolished,  was  not  the 
holder  of  the  high  Office,  but  the  system 
which  had  imposed  on  so  many  Noble- 
men the  thankless  combination  of  poli- 
tical patronage  and  Viceregal  State.  He 
knew  that  Lord  Lieutenants  had  con- 
ducted the  social  administration  of  the 
country  with  the  greatest  ability.  But 
faithfully  as  they  had  discharged  their 
duties  in  that  respect — right  royally  as 
they  had  spent  their  money  and  distri- 
buted their  favours — why  were  they 
weighed  down  by  politics  ?  He  saw  no 
reason  whatever  why  the  machinery  of 
administration  and  the  ceremonial  of 
Eoyalty  should  be  coupled  in  what  was 
only  a  mock  Court.  It  was  well  known 
that  the  Sovereign  had  no  politics,  and 
therefore  he  contended  that  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  Sovereign  should  have 
no  politics.  The  principle  had  been 
broken  through  from  the  very  com- 
mencement so  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, and  he  hoped  the  words  of  the 
late  Lord  President  would  be  well  con- 
sidered when  he  said — 

"  However  high-minded  and  well-intentioned 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  might  be,  it  is  impossible 
for  him  to  be  anything  else  than  a  Party  man.'* 

Now,  these  few  words  struck  at  the  root 
of  the  evil  of  which  he  complained.  He 
said  that  the  Office,  being  a  political  ap- 
pointment— however  kind  and  humane 
the  Viceroy  might  be,  and  however  well- 
intentioned,  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  administer  the  affairs  of  an  unruly 
people  with  more  than  passing  success. 
A  new  Lord  Lieutenant's  policy  was  in- 
variably the  reverse  of  his  Predecessor's ; 
and  however  anxious  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
might  be  to  strike  out  a  line  of  his  own, 
and  to  make  a  new  depeurture,  he  in- 
evitably found  that  his  endeavours  were 
hampered  and  rendered  futile  by  the 
officialism  of  Dublin  Castle.  He  be- 
lieved more  ioffuence,  more  power,  and 
more  beneficent  results  would  have  ac- 
crued from  the  successive  Administra- 
tions of  Lord  Lieutenants  since  the  Act 
of  Union  if  their  number  had  been 
fewer  and  their  term  of  Office  longer. 
But,  for  his  own  part,  he  hoped  sincerely 
he  should  never  see  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
again.  He  was  not  so  careless,  having 
regard  to  the  wholesale  abolition  which 
he  proposed,  as  to  forget  to  make 
some  suggestions  as  to  what  should  be 
substituted  for  that  which  was  abolished. 
To  discharge  some  portion  of  the  duties 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenani,  he  had  sug- 
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g68ted  the  appointment  of  a  Secretary 
of  State  for  Ireland,  and  he  would 
award  him  such  a  salary  as  would 
enable  him  to  keep  up  the  customary 
g^nts  of  money,  and  to  continue  the 
customary  patronage  to  the  charitable 
institutions  of  the  country ;  and,  in  re- 
lation to  those  other  duties  performed 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  should  have 
a  scheme  to  submit  which  he  knew  would 
not  only  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
loyal  section  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
in  Lreland,  but  which  was  the  only  one 
to  soothe  the  savage  breast  of  the 
Separatist  and  bring  the  rebel  back  to 
reason  and  allegiance.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  Dublin  trade  had  had  a 
g^eat  deal  to  do  with  this  matter  in  the 
past,  and  that  it  might  have  a  great 
weight  in  dealing  with  the  subject  in 
the  future.  He  did  not  know  exactly 
what  Dublin  trade  consisted  of.  Some 
might  say  it  was  whisky ;  some  might 
say  it  was  poplin ;  but  tiiose  who  took 
the  trade  view  of  the  case  were  really 
not  those  who  carried  on  an  Irish  trade, 
but  they  were  chiefly  dressmakers  and 
others  who  represented  London  and 
Pans  firms.  If  there  were  a  single 
Irish  trade  or  industry  which  could  be 
promoted,  or  which  could  be  better 
Kept  alive  by  the  retention  of  the  Office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  should  be  the 
last  man  in  the  world  to  desire  to  see 
that  Office  done  away  with.  But  there 
was  not  a  single  trade,  so  far  as  he  could 
discover,  which  would  be  affected  one 
way  or  the  other  by  the  retention  or 
abolition  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  Who 
would  be  affected  ?  It  would  not  affect 
the  hotel  keepers;  it  would  not  cause 
less  traffic  on  the  railways ;  the  tailors 
would  make  as  many  pairs  of  trousers, 
the  boot  makers  as  many  pairs  of  boots, 
and  the  carriage  builders  would  make 
as  many  carriages  as  they  did  now.  The 
question  of  the  abolition  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy,  he  was  aware,  could  not 
be  raised  and  passed  over  in  a  few 
words.  There  was,  of  course,  that  large 
question  of  the  privileges  enjoyed  by 
the  presence  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  his  advocacy  of  the  claims  of  the 
various  charitable  institutions  and  hos- 
pitjils  in  Ireland  generally,  and  in  Dub- 
un  in  particular,  and  which  had  done 
ib  much  good  for  the  country.  He  cer- 
tainly would  not  think  of  submitting  a 
scheme  which  would  rob  those  institu- 
tions of  any  of  their   privileges.     It 
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was,  as  he  had  said,  a  scheme  which 
would  attach  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  be  appointed  such  a  salary  as  would 
enable  him  to  meet  the  claims  of  chari- 
table institutions  in  the  future  as  they 
had  been  met  in  the  past.  1  He  proposed 
to  raise  from  the  ashes  of  an  anomalous 
Office  t  hePhoenix  of  a  new  and  more  prac- 
tical post,  and  to  establish  it  altogether 
upon  a  more  reasonable  and  responsible 
basis.  That  no  injury  should  accrue  to 
Ireland  by  the  loss  of  the  costly  acces- 
sories of  Viceregal  glitter,  he  suggested 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
submit  to  Her  Majesty  the  long- 
entertained  and  long-silent  but  now 
loudly-expreseed  complaint  of  her  Irish 
people,  and  urge  upon  her  gracious 
consideration  their  fervent  prayer — 
namely,  that  as  for  many  years  past  in 
England  and  Scotland  where  there  were 
any  public  duties  for  lioyalty  to  per- 
form, and  the  Sovereign  was  not  able 
to  be  present,  she  was  officially  repre- 
sented by  a  Boyal  Deputy,  so  should 
the  same  course  be  taken  with  reference 
to  Irish  institutions.  They  desired  that 
in  great  public  ceremonies  the  Queen 
should  be  represented  by  Boyalty,  and 
not  by  a  mock  Court,  which  was  a  base 
imitation  of  the  real  thing.  The  Court 
in  London  had  been  considered  suffi- 
cient for  the  extremes  of  England , 
Scotland,  and  Wales ;  and  he  thought 
that  it  should  be  quite  sufficient  for  the 
extreme  parts  of  Ireland.  Irish  people 
who  were  desirous  of  paying  personal 
respects  to  Her  Majesty  would  gravitate 
to  the  Metropolis  if  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ancy were  abolished,  and  would  help 
to  swell  the  rank  and  file  of  those  who 
constituted  the  retinue  of  the  Court. 
During  the  recent  visit  of  the  Prince 
and  Princess  of  Wales  to  Ireland,  it 
was  found  that  the  ceremony  of  being 
presented  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  did  not 
count  as  a  presentation  to  the  Sovereign, 
which  he  considered  the  climax  of  ano- 
malism.  He  hoped  that  in  any  remarks 
he  had  made  he  had  not  said  anything 
which  would  be  painful  to  the  feelings  of 
those  distinguished  Noblemen  who  had 
occupied  the  Viceregal  Chair  in  the  past, 
or  to  any  of  their  relations.  He  did  not 
profess  to  be  original;  but  he  could 
not  help  making  use  of  epithets  such 
as  ^^mock,"  after  studying  this  sub- 
ject in  the  books  and  papers  which 
he  had  recently  perused.  Whilst  on 
this   subject    he    could   not 
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from  quoting  the  words  of  an  artiole 
in  The  Times  in  1858,  whiob.  was 
made  to  say  that  in  conceding  a  mock 
Ck>urt  to  Ireland  Englishmen  only  did 
80  as  they  would  give  glass  beads  to 
savages.  The  language  of  the  present 
day  was  pretty  strong ;  but  he  thought 
that  that  far  exceeded  anything  that 
was  now  written.  When  the  late  Lord 
John  Kussell  introduced  his  Bill  in  the 
Commons,  he  held  out  what  in  vulgar 
parlance  was  called  a  ^'sop."  He  sug- 
gested that,  to  assist  in  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  the  Irish  people  should  be  led 
to  understand  that  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  would  pay  them  a  visit  not  only 
once,  but  frequently.  That,  he  thought, 
was  a  very  unfair  thing  to  have  done. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  bait  took ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  the  Motion  was  passed. 
There  was  not,  however,  the  slightest 
chance  in  1886  of  anything  of  that  sort 
being  placed  before  the  Irish  people, 
because  they  knew  that  it  would  be  im- 
reasonable  to  expect  Her  Majesty  to. so 
severely  strain  ner  health  and  time, 
neither  would  they  for  a  moment  ex- 
pect His  Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  whose  hands  were  already  full, 
to  undertake  the  duty.  Although  the 
Irish  people  might  rejoice  to  see  His 
Boyal  Highness,  they  would  not  expect 
to  see  in  him  the  accepted  deputy  of 
their  Sovereign;  but  what  people  in 
Ireland  bore  in  mind  was,  that  there 
was  another  of  Her  Majesty's  sons, 
whose  name  and  title  lent  themselves 
not  a  little  to  the  occasion ;  and  it  would 

£'ve  the  greatest  pleasure  all  over  Ire- 
nd,  and  considerably  reduce  what  was 
now  called  disloyal  feeling,  if  an  an- 
nooncement  were  made  semi-oficially 
that  a  Boyal  residence  was  to  be  pur- 
chased for  the  Duke  of  Oonnaught, 
who  should  represent  Her  Majesty. 
No  partionlar  duration  of  time  need 
be  named  for  the  existence  of  the 
Office;  it  would  do  a  great  deal  of 
good,  and  the  people  would  always 
know  that  there  was  living  among 
them  one  of  the  Boyal  Princes  whom 
they  could  justly  call  their  own.  One 
of  the  objects  he  had  before  him  was 
to  impress  upon  their  Lordships  that 
the  Act  of  Union  was  not  complete,  and 
that  it  was  not  too  late  to  make  it  com- 
plete by  taking  these  steps  in  the  right 
direction,  and,  by  assimilating  the  law 
of  Ireland  to  tiiat  of  England,  to  draw 
the  two  nations  together.     What  he 


wished  to  see  was,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
abolish  the  OMce  of  Viceroy,  and  estab- 
lish a  Secretary  of  State,  who  should  be 
an  Irishman,  if  possible ;  if  not,  both 
the  Under  Secretaries  should  be  taken 
from  the  ranks  of  resident  Irishmen. 
Then  a  Bill  should  be  introduced  giving 
suitable  salaries  to  these  officials.  What 
was  even  more  important  was  that 
Dublin  Castle  should  be  thoroughly  re- 
organized, placed  thoroughly  under  the 
complete  control  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  put  into  proper  touch  with  all 
boards  of  official  administration  through- 
out the  country.  At  present  there  was  a 
great  complaint  that  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient connection,  in  feeling  or  other- 
wise, between  bodies  like  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works  and  Dublin  Castle.  In 
the  event  of  the  changes  he  proposed 
being  made,  the  Secretary  ought,  of 
course,  to  have  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet ; 
and  it  was  also  indispensable  that  he 
should  have  a  private  residence  in  Ire- 
land, as  well  as  an  official  one.  It  had 
always  been  a  source  of  complain  t  that  Ire- 
land had  been  governed  by  Englishmen ; 
and  the  only  thing  that  could  be  said  in 
its  favour  was  that  it  was  like  the  doctor 
who  said  that  he  could  always  prescribe 
better  for  his  patients  when  he  never 
saw  them.  With  regard  to  the  changes 
he  had  proposed,  he  was  reminded  of 
the  saying  that  if  you  could  not  get 
what  you  wanted  you  must  put  up  with 
what  you  could  get;  he  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  Marquess,  if  he  In- 
tended to  reply,  would,  at  all  events,  see 
his  way  to  carry  out  some  of  the  changes 
proposed.  It  was  impossible,  without 
possessing  the  power  of  prophecy,  to 
conjecture,  with  the  slightest  degree  of 
certainty,  what  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Prime  Minister  would  say,  even  if  he 
condescended  to  notice  the  speech.  Pro- 
bably the  noble  Marquess  would  ad- 
minister to  him  a  rebuke  for  having 
dared  to  occupy  so  much  of  their  Lord- 
ships' valuable  time,  and  for  having 
struggled  to  his  feet  into  paths  where 
statesmen  feared  to  tread.  If  the  noble 
Marquess,  however,  did  administer  a 
rebuke,  he  hoped  it  would  be  a  kind  one, 
and  that  he  (the  Earl  of  Kilmorey)  should 
have  sufficient  spirit  left  to  accept  the 
rebuke  with  fitting  humility,  especially 
when  he  remembered  that  it  came  firom 
such  a  distinguished  statesman  as  the 
Prime  Minister.    But  perhaps  the  noble 
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Marquess  might  say  that,  although  it 
possessed  some  defects,  there  were  some 
points  in  his  scheme  worth  considera- 
tion, and  that  he  might  promise  to  take 
some  action  in  the  matter.  If  he  did 
not  succeed  in  impressing  upon  their 
Lordships'  House  the  advisableness  of 
abolishing  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  in 
fSeiTOur  of  a  Secretaryship  of  State,  at 
any  rate  he  would  have  the  consola- 
tion of  knowing  that  he  had  given  their 
Lordships  a  g^reat  subject  for  their  care- 
ful and  dispassionate  consideration. 

Moped,  <'  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House 
the  time  has  now  come  when  the  poet  of  Lord 
lientenant  of  Ireland  may  be  abolished  with 
adyantage."--(2^  Earl  of  Kilmorey.) 

Eabl  COWPER  thought  that  a  great 
deal  was  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  Mo- 
tion which  had  been  brought  before 
them.  After  the  exhaustive  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  treated  he  did  not 
intend  to  make  a  longn>eech ;  but  as  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  holding  the  Office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant  he  thought  that  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words. 
He  did  not  place  the  same  stress  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  laid  upon  the  functions 
of  Viceregal  hospitality,  or  upon  the 
effect  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 's  Court 
upon  the  trade  of  Dublin.  The  func- 
tions of  hospitality  and  the  Court  held 
at  the  Castle  were,  some  time  ago,  mat- 
ters of  considerable  importance  ;  but 
now,  owing  to  the  rapidity  of  communi- 
cation between  Dublin  and  London, 
they  were  of  very  little  importance. 
While  he  filled  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant he  must  say  that  he  did  so  with 
very  mixed  feelings.  The  hospitable 
part  of  the  duties  he  looked  back  to 
with  great  pleasure.  There  was  some- 
thing so  essentially  kindly,  hospitable, 
and  generous  in  the  Lrish  nature,  which 
made  him  look  back  with  pleasure  on 
that  part  of  his  experience,  and  made 
his  duties  very  easy.  The  people  were 
so  fi^nerous  and  hospitable  themselves, 
and  so  willing  to  respond  cordially  to 
any  civility  which  one  might  attempt  to 
ahow,  that  entertainments  were  very 
pleasurable  things.  At  the  same  time, 
he  oould  not  deny  that  the  people  who 
attended  drawing-rooms,  balls,  and  other 
Castle  entertainments  were,  as  a  rule, 
either  those  who  were  what  might  be 
called  **  the  English  garrison  "  —  the 
people  quartered  there — a  large  number 
of  officials  and  others  who  came  because 
they  thought  that  as  long  as  a  Court 
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was  held  in  Dublin,  it  was  their  duty  to 
show  respect  to  the  Bepresentative  of 
the  Queen  by  attending.  Of  this  last 
he  had  an  example  at  the  time  he  was 
in  Ireland.  At  the  beginning  of  his 
first  Castle  season  the  Government  of 
the  day  was  not  at  the  time  very  popu- 
lar with  the  upper  classes  in  L-eland, 
and  there  was  a  feeling  prevalent  that 
there  would  be  a  general  resolution  not 
to  attend  his  levies.  But^when  the 
levee  was  held  several  gentlemen  dif- 
fering from  him  in  politics  made  a  point 
of  coming  to  attend.  Amongst  these 
latter  he  might  mention  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  —  whom  he  did  not 
know  personally  at  the  time— he  came 
over  specially  to  Ireland,  and  remained 
only  a  few  hours  in  Dublin  in  order  to 
attend.  There  was  however,  nobody 
who  wished  to  attend  a  drawing-room 
or  a  levee  who  could  not  do  so  by 
coming  over  to  London.  So  much  for 
this  part  of  the  matter.  Of  course, 
there  was  also  the  question  of  the  trade 
of  Dublin.  In  these  days,  when  trade 
was  everywhere  very  stagnant,  one  must 
be  sorry  that  anything  in  Dublin  or  else- 
where should  have  the  effect  of  taking 
money  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  trades- 
men. He  and  others,  no  doubt,  would 
be  very  sorry  for  their  sakes  that  any 
such  thine  eiiould  take  place.  But  he 
thought  that  so  far  as  the  encouraging 
trade  was  concerned  there  was  really 
not  any  serious  importance  to  be  at- 
tached to  the  question.  There  was 
absolutely  nothing  in  the  duty  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  which  could  not  be 
performed  by  a  Secretary  of  State, .  who 
would  have  power  as  Lord  Spencer  had 
power.  He  could  not  see  why  Lord 
Spencer  should  not  have  been  called 
Secretary  of  State  for  Ireland.  Mr. 
Smith  had  now  gone  over  to  Ireland, 
and  he  was  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet ; 
and  anyone  appointed  to  the  Office  of 
Lord  lieutenant  with  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  the  Cabinet  would  find  himself 
in  a  very  unenviable  position.  It  was 
always  disagreeable  to  have  nominal 
responsibility,  and  to  bethe  nominal  head, 
when  the  man  who  was  supposed  to  be 
your  subordinate  had  the  real  power. 
He  thought  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  have  some  difficulty  in  finding 
anyone  to  fill  the  Office  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. In  times  of  disturbance 
men  were  ready  to  serve  the  Queen  and 
country;   but,    however   anzioua  they 
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might  be,  lie  thought  it  would  be 
asking  too  much  of  them  to  expect 
them  to  occupy  that  position.  If  there 
was  a  Secretary  of  State  appointed  in 
substitution  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  he 
would  have  an  Office  in  London  and  in 
Dublin.  He  would  ^o  backwards  and 
forwards.  In  quiet  times — if,  indeed, 
they  were  ever  to  have  quiet  times  again 
— certain  advantages  would  be  occa- 
sioned by  having  a  great  deal  of  the 
business  concentrated  in  London.  He 
thought — judging  from  his  former  ex- 
periences in  Ireland — that  there  was  a 
great  deal  too  much  of  a  disposition  to 
refer  everything  to  the  Central  Authority 
of  Dublin.  Not  only  what  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  business  was  submitted 
to  the  Castle,  but  everybody  who  had 
anything  to  do  with  Ireland  would  ac- 
knowledge that  there  was  a  tendency  on 
the  part  of  the  people,  or  of  a  class  of 
them,  in  that  country  to  trust  too  little 
to  themselves,  and  too  little  to  local 
action,  and  to  come  up  to  the  Castle  at 
every  little  difficulty — in  former  times 
he  would  have  said  for  every  little  job, 
though  he  hoped  it  did  not  exist  now. 
Everything  that  might  be  wanted  caused 
these  people  to  come  up  to  the  Castle, 
and  have  it  done.  If  they  could  trans- 
fer the  business  to  London  in  these  days 
of  telegraph,  railways,  and  steamers, 
this  condition  of  things  could  be  broken 
down  and  done  away  with.  The  Chief 
Secretary  or  Secretary  of  State  could  go 
backwards  and  forwards,  and  everything 
could  still  be  done  in  Ireland  which 
could  not  be  done  in  this  country.  He 
knew,  of  course,  that  the  question  of 
abolishing  an  Office  that  had  existed 
for  600  years  was  most  important  and 
difficult.  It  was  impossible  not]  to  con- 
sider it  in  connection  with  the  existing 
state  of  things,  or  how  it  should  be 
regarded  in  connection  with  the  ques- 
tion of  Home  Eule,  which,  after  all, 
was  the  great  question  of  the  day,  and 
one  which  was  concerning  and  occu- 
pying the  minds  of  all  men,  and  on 
which  everybody's  thoughts  were  fixed 
more  than  on  anything  else.  Now, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers— the  great  bulk  of  them — were  not 
disposed  to  have  a  very  close  union  with 
England,  and  they  had  taken  up  the 
question  of  abolishing  the  Office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  those  Members  did  so  at 
a  time  when  they  thought  that  Home 
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Bule  was  altogether  out  of  the  sphere 
of  practical  politics.  If,  however,  they 
really  thought  there  was  a  chance  of 
getting  Home  Eule,  they  would  feel 
that  there  would  be,  as  in  Canada,  a 
Governor  or  Lord  Lieutenant  absolutely 
necessary.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
considered  Home  Bule  impossible,  and 
that  they  could  never  grant  a  separate 
Parliament  to  Ireland.  It  could  not  be 
too  soon  thoroughly  known  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  any  Party  to  do 
this;  and  feeling  that,  and  as  a  great 
deal  of  the  business  connected  with  the 
Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  could  be  done 
in  London,  the  announcement  that  the 
Government  intended  to  do  away  with 
the  Office  would  be  as  good  as  a  delibe- 
rate statement  that  they  did  not  intend 
to  do  anything  to  sever  the  Union.  He 
considered  the  present  a  very  opportune 
moment  to  declare  that  this  last  vestige 
of  what  was  once  a  separate  Constitution 
should  bo  done  away  with. 

The  Earl  of  HO  WTH  said,  that  not- 
withstanding the  many  objections  to 
the  proposal  he  could  not  refrain  from 
supporting  it.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  that  the  importance  of  trade  in 
connection  with  the  Viceregal  Office  had 
been  somewhat  overlooked ;  and  he 
trusted  that  if  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  was 
abolished  a  Hepresentative  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty would  still  hold  a  Court  in  Dublin. 
Two  Viceroys  had  lately  ruled  in  Ire- 
land— one  with  uniform  firmness,  and 
the  other  with  uniform  kindness,  and  it 
remained  for  history  to  record  which 
was  most  successful.  He  agreed  that  in 
reference  to  the  expenditure,  imme- 
diately the  result  of  the  Viceroyalty,  the 
question  was  a  very  small  one ;  but  it 
was  one  which  cquld  not  be  entirely 
overlooked.  His  principal  objection  to 
the  Viceroyalty  was  based  on  the  fact 
that  it  was  a  political  office.  If  they 
looked  to  India,  Canada,  and  the  Colo- 
nies, the  Viceroy  or  Governor  General 
continued  to  hold  the  Office  in  spite  of 
any  change  of  Ministers.  In  Ireland  if 
the  Office  was  continued  it  should  be  the 
same.  The  Office  of  Viceroy  was  now 
in  abeyance ;  and  what  they  desired  to 
know  was,  how  long  it  would  remain  so 
before  something  was  done  in  connec- 
tion with  that  part  of  the  Administration 
in  Ireland  ?  There  was  a  sum  of  about 
£20,000  a-year  which  was  granted  for 
the  upholding  of  the  Office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant;  and  he  strongly  maintained 
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that  althougli  tliat  Office  was  in  abey- 
ance the  sum  ought  to  be  available  for 
the  purpose  of  defraying  the  expenses 
of  what  might  be  termed  a  Boyal  resi- 
dence in  Ireland.  He  sincerely  trusted 
that  if  another  Lord  Lieutenant  was  not 
to  be  appointed  there  would  be  every 
one  or  two  years  a  visit  paid  to  Ireland 
by  an  illustrious  Prince  representing 
Her  Majesty ;  and  he  believed  that  those 
periodical  visits  would  be  an  effective 
substitute  for  what  he  hoped  was  the 
defunct  Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  that  two 
and  a-half  years  experience  in  holding 
the  Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
had  convinced  his  father  that  the  main- 
tenance of  that  'Office  was  not  only  un- 
necessary but  undesirable.  Not  only 
that,  but  what  he  (Earl  Fortescue)  him- 
self saw  there  during  the  same  time, 
acting  as  he  was  as  his  father's  private 
Secretary,  led  him  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Office  ought  to  be  abolished.  He 
should  support  the  Motion,  believing 
the  time  to  be  very  appropriate  for 
carrying  out  the  object  at  which  it 
aimed.  In  securing  that  object  they 
would  efface,  as  far  as  possible,  all  re- 
miniscences, and  discourage  also  all 
hopes,  of  the  revival  of  a  separate  Par- 
liament and  a  separate  Administration 
in  Ireland. 

Lord  FITZGEEALD  said,  that  it 
would  be  difficult  for  any  Government 
in  future  to  appoint  a  new  Lord  Lieute- 
nant if  the  House  passed  a  Besolution 
against  the  continuance  of  the  Office. 
He  considered  it  inexpedient  in  the  face 
of  the  Eesolution  that  they  should  bind 
themselves  in  this  matter  before  they 
had  a  definite  proposition  before  them. 
It  was  quite  true  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  introduced  the  Motion  had  made 
suggestions ;  but  they  must  fall  to  the 
ground,  as  they  were  not  the  suggestions 
of  the  Government.  Indeed,  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  Government  had  any 
plan  upon  the  subject ;  but  he  knew  this 
— that  the  Motion  came  by  surprise  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland,  which  country  as 
yet  had  had  no  opportunity  to  express 
any  opinion  whatever  upon  the  matter. 
If  they  were  to  affirm  the  Eesolution  he 
saw  no  way  out  of  it.  There  were  great 
difficulties  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject. It  was  not  merely  the  abolition  of 
an  ancient  Office  that  should  be  consi- 
dered. There  was  another  question — 
namely,  the  substitution  of  something 
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else  in  its  place  ;  and  they  were  now 
asked  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  before 
they  knew  what  was  to  be  given  in 
return  for  it.  If  the  Office  was  to  be 
abolished  no  sentimental  views  should 
be  allowed  to  prevent  its  abolition. 
There  was  no  law  or  statute  requiring 
the  appointment  of  a  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  government  of  Ireland  might  be 
carried  on  without  one ;  but  it  would  be 
exceedingly  awkward  to  have  the  Office 
abolished  before  they  knew  what  scheme 
the  Government  had  in  store  in  substi- 
tution, and  before  they  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  and  discussing^ 
it.  When  Lord  John  Eussell  brought 
forward  this  question,  it  was  by  Bill,  and 
not  by  Eesolution.  The  difficulties  of 
the  subject  were  so  great  that  the  Bill 
was  abandoned,  although  it  was  carried 
through  the  Commons  by  a  large  majo- 
rity. It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  if 
they  abolished  the  Viceregal  Office  an- 
other important  Office  would  fall  with  it. 
He  referred  to  the  Office  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  for  Ireland.  What  Dublin 
precisely  wanted  was  to  be  let  alone. 
He  believed  if  she  had  no  legislation  for 
many  years  to  come  they  would  find  that 
there  would  not  be  a  more  prosperous  or 
happy  city  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
felt  it  was  very  undesirable,  and  very 
unadvisable,  before  the  country  was  in 
any  sense  in  a  contented  state,  to  enter- 
tain such  a  proposal.  He  believed,  more- 
over, that  the  country  ought  to  have 
time  to  consider  the  proposal  before 
their  Lordships  committea  themselves 
to  an  abstract  Eesolution  which  really 
there  had  been  as  yet  no  opportunity  to 

consider.  

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  he  thouglit 
it  should  be  laid  down  as  a  distinct  prin- 
ciple that  there  was  no  need  for  this 
change ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  the 
opinion  of  the  country  was  not  favour- 
able to  the  abolition  of  the  post  of  Lord 
Lieutenant.  He  was  aware  that,  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  at  all  events,  it  was 
a  tradition  of  their  policy  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy  should  be  abolished.  A 
substitution,  however,  was  so  difficult 
— touching  60  many  tender  and  subtle 
webs — that  there  must  be  a  remedy  of 
some  other  kind.  He  believed  the  re- 
medy for  the  present  state  of  things 
would  be  found  in  making  the  Office  more 
or  less  of  a  permanent  character.  The 
first  thing  to  do,  in  his  opinion,  was  to  lift 
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the  Lord  Lieutenanoy  above  the  level  of 
Party  politics,  and  eo  change  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Ix>rd  Lieutenant  that  he 
should  become,  in  a  certain  sense,  a  Con- 
stitutional Soyereigo,  and  not  merely 
represent,  as  he  now  did,  the  Imperial 
Parliament  of  this  country.  Thus,  for 
instance,  he  would  appoint  him  to  the 
poet  for  a  term  of  five  years ;  and,  a^  the 
Bepresentative  of  no  school  of  politics, 
he  would  be  able  to  vindicate  that  law 
which  the  Irish  only  required  to  know 
was  being  steadily  and  persistently  en- 
forced to  obey. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  my  noble  Friend  at  the  Table 
made  an  able  and  interesting  speech,  a 
speech  which  I  am  sure  will  do  much  to 
stimulate  opinion  and  discussion  upon 
the  important  question  io  which  it  re- 
lates. If  we  were  merely  dealing  with 
a  speculative  subject  from  an  historical 
point  of  view,  I  confess  my  sympathy 
and  my  assent  would  be  completely  at 
the  service  of  my  noble  Friend.  But  my 
impression  is  that  there  is  no  maxim  of 
politics  which  has  been  more  generally 
accepted  by  statesmen  during  the  last 
30  years  than  that  the  Lord  Lieutenancy 
of  Ireland  was  superfluous ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  has  been  no  conclusion 
more  usually  arrived  at  than  that  it  was 
necessary  to  postpone  the  practical  con- 
sideration of  the  subject.  When  that 
course  has  been  followed  out  by  men  of 
different  minds  and  of  different  opinions 
in  various  circumstances,  it  appears  to 
me  that  there  must  have  been  some  very 
good  reason  for  doing  so.  Nobody  can 
doubt  bat  that  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  is, 
what  is  called  in  these  days,  only  '^  a 
survival."  It  arose  in  very  different 
times  and  circumstances.  It  represented 
the  difficulty  of  reaching  Dublin  from 
London  at  a  time  when  adverse  weather 
might  make  the  difficulty  of  communi- 
cation between  the  two  countries  an 
affair  of  weeks.  At  that  time  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  there  should  be  a  Bepreseu- 
tative  of  the  Sovereign  in  Ireland.  But 
that  necessity  has  entirely  passed  away. 
My  noble  Friend  went  at  some  length 
into  the  scientific  facilities  which  exists 
for  governing  Ireland  from  London.  My 
impression  is  that  he  exaggerated  them 
a  little.  But  the  thing  which  he  pro- 
poses could  no  doubt  be  done  if  we  had 
no  past  history,  no  present  feeling,  no 
danger  of  misconstruction,  and  no  dis- 
torbanoe  of  the  normal  condition    of 


things  to  take  into  account.  I  will  go 
further.  I  think  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenancy is  not  only  anomalous,  but  in 
some  respect  it  is  inconvenient.  The 
noble  Earl,  who  has  been  a  former  Lord 
Lieutenant,  dwelt  on  this  inconvenience 
in  strong  language.  He  spoke  of  the 
future  ;  but  I  understood  him  to  be 
referring  to  the  past.  He  said  it  was 
very  inconvenient  for  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  be  in  the  Cabinet  and  have 
all  the  power,  and  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  be  without  power  altogether. 
And  he  went  on  to  say,  in  effect,  that  the 
position  was  so  degrading  that  he  did 
not  understand  how  anyone  could  accept 
it. 

Eabl  COWPER  :  I  did  not  use  the 
word  **  degrading." 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY : 
Perhaps  not.  That  was  my  impression. 
I  hope  he  will  forgive  me  for  saying  that 
the  observation  has  not  made  it  more 
easy  for  the  Government  to  provide  an- 
other Lord  Lieutenant ;  and  if  there  is  any 
delay  in  appointing  that  useful  officer, 
I  hope  the  person  who  is  impeached 
will  be  the  noble  Earl  opposite.  Un- 
doubtedly there  is  a  certain  anomaly 
and  inconvenience  in  the  fact  of  the 
officer  who  is  nominally  subordinate  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  sitting  in  the  Cabi- 
net and  settling  the  policy  which  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  is  to  pursue,  and  the 
orders  he  is  to  obey;  and  it  is  pos- 
sible that  a  little  friction  may  some- 
times arise  in  these  circumstances.  And 
more  than  that,  where  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant is  taken  into  council,  and  where  he 
has  a  share  in  fixing  the  policy  which  his 
Chief  Secretary  really  directs,  you  al- 
ways have  the  inconvenience  of  a  double 
Government,  and  an  occasional  weak- 
ness in  the  direction  of  affairs  in  conse- 
quence. Therefore,  I  quite  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend  that  if  we  had  to  begin 
again  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  have 
a  Lord  Lieutenant.  But  I  am  afraid  I 
must  follow  the  long  course  of  precedents 
before  me  by  saying  that  I  do  not  think 
this  an  opportune  moment  for  entertain- 
ing this  question.  After  all,  except  for 
its  inconvenience,  the  Lord  Lieutenanoy 
does  not  do  very  much  harm.  And 
whom  should  we  please  by  abolish- 
ing it?  Is  it  the  Loyalists  who  are 
very  largely  interested  in  the  trade  of 
Dublin  ?  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
that  excellent  and  patriotic  body  are 
very  anxious  for  its  abolition.     Should 
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we  please  the  Nationalists  ?  I  was  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  hear  the  outspoken 
language  of  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Cowper),  a  former  Viceroy,  as  to  the 
possibilities  of  Home  Bole.  I  listened 
to  that  lang^ge  with  the  most  hearty 
sympathy,  and  I  desire  to  re-echo  it; 
but  when  he  went  beyond  that  and  said 
that  the  best  way  to  teach  the  Nation- 
alists that  you  would  not  g^ve  them 
Home  Eule  was  to  give  them  a 
more  centralized  Government,  that  was 
going  to  the  other  extreme.  I  would 
rather  put  it  in  this  way — that  un- 
doubtedly the  substitution  of  a  Chief 
Secretary,  with  his  offices  in  London, 
for  a  Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  to  in- 
crease, and  not  to  diminish,  centraliza- 
tion, and,  therefore,  would  displease  the 
Party  known  as  Nationalist,  as  well  as 
the  Party  known  as  Loyalist.  I  do  not 
know  that  to  increase  the  subjects  on 
account  of  which  Ireland  is  displeased 
with  England  would  be  precisely  the 
wisest  course  to  pursue  at  the  present 
time.  There  is  another  point  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made.  I  think  it  was 
my  noble  Friend  at  the  Table  who  said 
that  he  looked  forward  to  the  time  when 
everyone  who  desired  to  be  presented 
would  come  to  London  for  the  purpose. 
Well,  but  that  means  a  very  consider- 
able displacement  of  the  class  of  persons 
who  under  ordinary  circumstances,  at 
least,  add  to  the  trade  of  the  country  and 
keep  money  in  it,  by  giving  employment 
to  industry  and  prosperity  to  trade.  Is 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland,  espe- 
cially with  regard  to  trade,  one  which 
should  be  selected  for  the  performance 
of  an  operation  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  diminishing  the  causes  of  pros- 
perity and  trade  ?  On  the  contrary,  the 
great  evil  resulting  from  past  circum- 
stances in  the  case  of  Ireland  is  that 
money  is  leaving  the  country  too  fast, 
and  that  it  is  very  difficult  to  keep  it 
there  ;  and  gratuitously  to  add  to  these 
causes  of  impoverishment  seems  to  me 
to  be  very  injudicious  in  the  present 
state  of  things.  I  do  not  think  on  either 
side,  on  the  side  of  the  abolition  or  on 
the  side  of  the  retention  of  the  Office, 
that  the  arguments  are  of  that  over- 
whelming importance  that  I  should  ap^ 
prehend  any  great  disaster  either  way. 
But  weighing  the  argtmients  against 
each  other,  not  with  respect  to  their 
importance,  but  with  respect  to  the  time 
at  which  the  Motion  is  made,  I  am  com* 

The  Marqueee  of  SaUebwry 


polled  to  agree  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  that  the  time  is 
not  opportune ;  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  not,  I  think,  without 
a  derogation  from  their  duty,  give  any 
countenance  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl. 

TnE  FiART.  OF  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
he  also  agreed  very  much  with  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
behind  him  (Lord  FitzGerald).  This 
was  by  no  means  an  easy  question  to 
settle.  It  could  not  properly  be  dis- 
cussed as  an  abstract  Motion,  but  only 
when  there  was  a  distinct  and  well- 
conceived  plan  laid  before  the  House. 
There  were  a  great  many  questions  that 
had  to  be  dealt  with  in  considering  the 
abolition  of  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  they  were  of  such  a  cha- 
racter that  they  could  only  be  dealt  with 
by  the  responsible  Government.  The 
noble  Earl  at  the  Table  suggested  that 
the  proposed  Secretary  of  State  should 
permanently  reside  in  Dublin ;  but,  of 
course,  he  would  have  to  be  in  London 
for  a  g^eat  portion  of  every  year.  In 
that  they  had  before  them  the  real  diffi- 
culty in  the  matter,  as,  imdoubtedly,  the 
Chief  Secretary,  if  in  the  Cabinet,  was 
practically  the  superior  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Until  all  the  questions 
that  were  involved  in  this  matter  were 
fully  before  the  House  —  and  before 
the  House  on  the  advice  of  the  Go- 
vernment of.  the  day — ho  maintained 
it  would  be  exceedingly  imprudent  and 
hasty  for  the  House  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant should  be  abolished.  It  had  been 
said  that  there  was  no  Statute  com- 
pelling them  to  appoint  a  Lord  lieu- 
tenant ;  but  there  certainly  were 
Statutes  providing  that  certain  things 
should  be  done  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 
and,  for  this  reason,  legislation  was  ab- 
solutely necessary.  He  agreed  with  a 
great  deal  that  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  said ;  out 
he  could  not  detach  the  present  pro- 
posal from  the  whole  question  of  policy 
with  regard  to  Irish  affairs.  The  time 
might  come  when  it  might  be  expe- 
dient to  abolish  the  Office;  and  as  a 
personal  opinion,  looking  at  it  from  a 
general  pomt  of  view,  he  should  be  in- 
clined himself,  providing  that  the  admi- 
nistration could  be  satisfactorily  ar- 
ranged for,  to  take  the  view  that  there 
woidd  be  an  advantage  in  abolishing 
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the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  There  was  always 
a  weakness  in  having  a  dual  office,  even 
although  there  might  be  an  excellent 
understanding  between  the  two  officers. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought — and  he 
had  thought  so  during  the  period  when 
he  had  filled  the  position  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant— that  there  was  very  consider- 
able disadvantage  in  not  having  Irish 
affairs  directly  represented  in  the  Cabi- 
net; for  without  that  representation  Irish 
affairs,  which,  he  was  sure,  were  as  im- 
portant as  any  others,  were  apt  not  to 
get  that  consideration  and  full  attention 
which  they  deserved.  He  concurred  with 
the  noble  Marquess  that  the  House 
should  suspend  its  judgment  in  regard  to 
thisBesolution;  although,  if  brought  for- 
ward in  a  practical  form,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  abolition  of  the  Viceroyalty 
might  be  one  deserving  considerable  at- 
tention. 

The  Eael  of  KILMOREY  said, 
that  having  elicited  the  expression  of 
opinion  which  would  be  useful  in  the 
cx>untry,  and  which  he  thought  was  not 
altogether  hostile  to  the  principle  of  his 
Hesolution,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Motion  ^by  leave  of  the  House)  mth- 
draton, 

GOVERNMENT  OP  IRELAND  —  MINIS- 
TERIAL  POLICY.— RESOLUTION. 

Lord  WAVENEY,  in  moving— 

**  That  the  Ministerial  plan  for  government 
of  Ireland  be  introdaced  forthwith,  and  take 
precedence  of  all  public  business  up  to  report," 

said,  he  must  complain  of  the  prolonged 
silence  of  the  Government,  and  declared 
that  the  debate  on  Thursday  evening 
had  satisfied  no  one.  This  he  knew 
from  private  communications  he  had 
received  from  Ireland.  He  had  no 
desire  whatever  to  interfere  with  the 
discretion  of  the  Government,  nor  did 
he  desire  to  promote  a  discussion  upon 
this  point  by  any  remarks  which  he 
might  make ;  but  they  had  now,  as  it 
were,  come  into  a  new  world,  and  they 
had  a  very  altered  state  of  affairs  to  face. 
It  might  be  asked  why  he  had  brought 
the  matter  before  their  Lordships  ?  It 
was,  first,  because  he  desired  that  in  all 
Constitutional  matters  the  House  should 
reserve,  exercise,  and  vindicate  its  rights 
in  these  Constitutional  matters ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  because  he  thought  the 
matter  ooiud  be  dealt  with  in  a  calmer 
tone  thaa    ''elsewhere."    He  wished 


to  put  the  matter  plainly  in  a  few  sen- 
tences ;  and  he  assured  the  Government 
that  people  were  waiting  with  great 
anxiety  for  their  answer,  and  for  the 
policy  which  it  was  intended  to  intro- 
duce. People  in  England  had  no  con- 
ception of  the  excitable  and  exasperated 
state  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
public  mind  there  was  in  a  condition  he 
never  knew  before.  Day  by  day  the 
tide  was  rising,  which  he  feared  would 
saturate  the  country  with  even  greater 
dangers  than  those  which  even  now  ex- 
isted. He  said  in  no  exaggerated  terms 
that  even  in  the  peaceable  districts  he 
knew,  where  they  were  desirous  of  carry- 
ing on  quietly  their  home  industries, 
a  sensible  alteration  had  taken  place  of 
late.  The  people  were  determined  to 
have  a  reply  which  wotild  satisfy  them 
that  peace  and  security  would  be  theirs. 
He  hoped  the  mission  of  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  would  be  productive  of  good  re- 
sults ;  but  he  feared  otherwise.  Mr. 
Smith  had  been  brought  up  in  the 
English  school  of  politicians,  and  he 
doubted  if  he  would  be  able  to  obtain 
all  the  information  necessary  to  form  a 
sound  judgment.  Parliament  had  al- 
ready neglected  too  much,  and  thought 
too  little  of  their  responsibilities  with 
regard  to  Ireland.  They  forgot  how 
great  a  difference  there  was  not  only  in 
the  character,  but  in  the  free  way  in 
which  matters  were  looked  at,  and  in 
fact  had  not  the  same  political  effect  in 
both  countries.  For  instance,  the  elec- 
tion to  all  offices  of  trust  were  dependent 
on  public  taxes  in  England.  He  re- 
membered some  years  ago  how  a  very 
powerfully  constituted  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  sitting  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Elective  Boards  for  Counties  and 
its  success,  had  so  little  evidence  that 
no  further  proceedings  were  to  be  taken. 
There  must  be  a  combination  which 
would  mutually  aim  at  the  adjustment 
of  the  body  politic ;  and  he  held  that  an 
experiment  to  be  a  success  must  be  car- 
ried through  all  the  adverse  circum- 
stances which  might  arise.  The  position 
which  the  Irish  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  hoped  to  attain  was  in- 
consistent with  the  maintenance  of  Im- 
perial power ;  and  he  therefore  cordially 
approved  the  firm  words  which  were 
read  from  the  Throne  when  Parliament 
was  opened  by  Her  Majesty.  But  those 
words  were  not  enough  by  themselves. 
In  the  fevered  and  disturbed  state  of 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
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time  it  was  of  vital  importance  that  the 
Government  shoxild  give  the  country, 
without  delay,  a  clear  indication  of  their 
intended  policy.  It  was  the  wish  of 
many  people  in  Ireland  to  subject  the 
classes  possessing  most  intellectual 
power  to  the  rule  of  uneducated  men, 
and  the  strange  spectacle  was  there 
seen  of  the  persecution  of  its  own  mem- 
bers by  a  paiticular  class.  He  alluded, 
of  course,  to  "  Boycotting,"  which  had 
wrought  such  evil  as  was  difficult  to 
conceive.  To  show  how  greatly  this 
form  of  intimidation  had  spread  it  would 
be  sufficient  to  tell  the  House  that  the 
heads  of  some  of  the  most  powerful 
banks  in  the  country  had  hesitated  to 
support  resolutions  of  loyalty  because 
they  feared  to  imperil  the  money  of  their 
shareholders,  having  the  example  of  the 
run  upon  the  Bank  of  Ireland  before 
their  eyes.  No  one  could  have  any 
conception  of  the  state  of  things  unless 
it  came  home  to  him.  The  matter  was 
not  confined  to  the  banks,  for  they  could 
not  place  their  cattle  on  board  ship, 
they  could  not  drive  them  to  market  or 
perform  any  of  the  functions  of  honest 
industry  without  running  the  risk  of 
being  ruined  or  of  bringing  ruin  to 
those  with  whom  they  were  dealing. 
No  time  should  be  lost  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  putting  down  such  a  state  of 
things.  They  could  defy  the  world  in 
arms ;  but  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
defy  the  murder  and  burning  which 
went  on  throughout  the  country.  Never 
was  there  a  time  more  favourable  for 
bringing  back  the  people  to  a  condition 
in  which  they  would  respect  the  law. 
He  had  been  perfectly  astounded  at  the 
rapidity  with  which  the  corruption  had 
spread.  This  was  no  time  for  tampering 
with  the  solid  resistance  to  law  which 
existed  in  Ireland.  Where  an  example 
could  be  made  without  harshness  let  it 
be  made.  If  a  municipality  showed 
that  it  was  determined  in  its  resistance 
to  authority  then  take  from  it  the  charge 
which  it  did  not  deserve  to  have.  With 
regard  to  one  question  which  had  been 
brought  up^namely,  that  of  a  Royal 
residence  in  Ireland — he  warned  them 
that  it  would  become  a  centre  for  all  in- 
trigues; but  let  the  Constitutional 
Sovereign  pass  through  her  territories 
freely,  unbidden,  and  spontaneously, 
and  he  was  prepared  to  assert  that  Her 
Majesty  would  meet  with  a  reception  as 
warm  and  as  hearty  as  any  she  had  ever 
received  in  any  part  of  her  dominioxu. 

Lord  JFweney 


He  stood  by  the  side  of  their  Boyal 
Highnesses  when  they  visited  Ireland, 
and  was  able  to  speak  of  the  absolute 
sincerity  of  the  reception  they  received. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant,  above  all  others,  should 
be  outside  Party  politics.  No  doubt  he 
should  be  a  man  in  whom  both  Parties 
had  confidence ;  but  they  had  no  difiS.- 
culty  in  this  particular  in  other  direc- 
tions, and  would  find  none  with  regard 
to  Ireland.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  move  the  Eesolution  of  which  he  had 
g^ven  Notice. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Ministerial  plan  for  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  be  introduced  forthwith,  and 
take  precedence  of  all  puhlic  hosiness  np  to 
report.'*— (JA«  Zorrf  Jfaveney.) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  suppose  that  the  noble  Lord 
does  not  propose  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  the  Motion  which  he  has 
made,  but  rather  regards  it  as  the  text 
of  the  interesting  speech  to  which  we 
have  just  listened,  because  the  Motion 
itself  is  hardly  applicable  to  the  state  of 
Business  in  this  House.     It  asks — 

"  That  the  Ministerial  plan  for  govern - 
mcnt  of  Ireland  he  introduced  forthwith,  and 
take  precedence  of  all  puhlic  husicess  np  to 
report." 

If  the  Ministerial  plan,  as  the  noble  Lord 
says,  is  introduced  into  this  House,  I  do 
not  imagine  that  there  will  be  anything 
in  the  way  of  our  ordinary  Business 
which  would  make  it  impossible  to  go  on 
with  it.  I  think  that  this  Motion  rather 
looks  like  as  if  it  were  intended  for  the 
other  House,  and  I  am  afraid  that  a  Con- 
stitutional objection  might  be  taken  to 
it  from  that  point  of  view.  But  the  mat« 
ter  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred 
is  undoubtedly  one  of  the  gravest  that 
can  occupy  us  at  any  time,  and  I  do  not 
diflfer  very  much  from  many  of  the  criti- 
cisms which  have  fallen  from  him.  It 
is  undoubtedly  true  that  in  addition  to 
the  positive  and  actual  evils  with  which 
we  have  to  deal — and  they  are  very  g^at 
indeed — we  have  also  to  deal  with  an  ex- 
cited state  of  public  opinion  in  Ireland, 
and,  perhaps,  to  some  degree  in  this 
country,  which  I  hardly  need  say  enor- 
mously aggravates  the  task  of  thoAo 
charged  with  the  maintenance  of  public 
order  and  the  preservation  of  peace,  and 
increases  tenfold  the  diffioolties  that  lie 
before  us.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the 
exdted  state  of  public  feeling  I  cannot 
imagine  how  suon  an  interpi«tation  oi^ 
and  commentary  upon,  our  intentions,  as 
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appears  to  have  affected  the  minds  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  many  others,  could  have 
come  into  circulation.  We  are  unfortu- 
nately in  the  condition  which  was  spoken  of 
by  a  great  American  President — **  We  are 
changing  horses  at  the  moment  of  cross- 
ing the  stream."  We  thought  it  essen- 
tial that  the  Minister  who  would  have 
the  conduct  of  any  propositions  which 
we  might  make  to  Parliament  should 
satisfy  us  and  himself  thoroughly  on 
certain  points  by  conference  with  the 
authorities  in  Ireland  before  we  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  steps  which  we 
proposed  to  take  for  remedying  the  great 
evils  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
dwelt.  But  to  found  upon  that  neces- 
sary act  of  circumspection  the  imputa- 
tion that  we  had  the  intention  of  in- 
definitely delaying  any  explanation  of 
our  policy,  or  any  action  of  the  kind,  is  so 
exaggerated  an  interpretation  that  I  can 
only  attribute  it  to  this  very  excited  state 
of  public  opinion  which  conjures  up  dan- 
gers greater  than  those  by  which  the 
community  is  actually  surrounded.  I 
imagine  that  there  is  no  necessity  for 
such  a  hasty  Motion  as  this.  I  appre- 
hend that  we  shall  be  very  shortly  in  a 
position  to  make  an  announcement  to 
Parliament ;  and  I  hope  we  shall  be  able 
to  explain — it  may  be  in  a  day  or  two — 
the  steps  which  we  think,  at  all  events, 
will  do  much  to  remedy  this  terrible  and 
scandalous  state  of  things.  I  hope  it  will 
not  be  delayed  more  than  24  or  48  hours  ; 
and  I  hope,  at  all  events,  the  noble  Lord 
will  acknowledge  that  in  taking  steps 
to  perfect  what  we  proposed,  and  to  be 
fully  armed— which,  in  dealing  with 
Parliament,  where  everything  is  care- 
fully questioned,  is  not  least  necessary — 
with  all  the  facts  by  which  our  opinion 
is  supported,  we  have  not  outstepped 
that  Constitutional  prudence  which  it 
behoves  every  Government  to  observe  in 
a  conjuncture  so  grave  as  this,  and  which 
is  in  no  way  inconsistent  with  the  re- 
solution firmly  and  promptly  to  meet  the 
evils  which  we  are  responsible  for  meet- 
ing. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  the  noble  Marquess  has 
somewhat  misunderstood  the  criticisms 
which  have  been  passed  on  the  proceed- 
ings of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  It 
is  not  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  somewhat  vague,  or  that 
they  are  to  be  blamed  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  new  Ohief  Secretary ;  but  the 


fault  we  find  with  them  is  that  they, 
having  been  in  Office  for  some  six 
months,  and  having  had  all  the  oppor- 
tunities of  forming  opinions  as  to  the 
policy  which  should  be  pursued,  have 
suffered  Parliament  to  come  together, 
and  have  informed  us  that  they  have  not 
made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  course 
they  would  pursue.  And  whilst  I  am 
glad  to  learn  from  the  noble  Marquess 
that  a  very  short  time  is  likely  to  elapse 
before  they  make  known  their  policy,  I 
own  I  am  lost  in  astonishment  at  the 
mode  in  which  that  resolution  as  to 
policy  is  approached  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  because  it  appears  now  that 
after  we  have  been  informed  that  they 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  wait  until 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  time  fully  to 
examine  the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland, 
in  point  of  fact,  after  48  hours,  or  even 
24  hours'  residence  in  Ireland,  he  is  to 
be  suddenly  endued,  by  a  kind  of  second 
sight  I  suppose,  with  the  means  of  giving 
to  the  Government  that  advice  which 
they  have  not  yet  been  able  to  obtain,  and 
enable  them  to  announce  a  policy  in 
what,  I' agree  with  the  noble  Marquess, 
is  one  of  the  gravest  conjunctures  which 
this  country  has  found  itself  in  for  many 
years.     When  that  policy  is  produced, 

1  am  sure,  such  is  the  keen  sense  on  all 
sides  of  the  difficulties  of  the  situation, 
it  will  be  fairly  and  I  hope  justly  judged ; 
but  I  cannot  say  that  we  shall  come  to 
it  with  an  anticipation  of  a  satisfactory 
policy  being  announced,  so  far  as  we 
can  judge  from  the  singular  and  most 
unsatisfactory  mode  of  preparation  for 
that  policy  which  the  noble  Marquess 
has  just  announced. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

IRELAND  (ELECTOBAL  STATISTICS). 
MOTION  FOR  A  KETURN. 

Moved  for  Eeturn — 

1.  Of  the  number  of  registered  electors  in 
each  county,  city,  and  borough,  or  division  of  a 
county,  city,  or  borough,  in  Ireland  returning 
members  to  Parliament ; 

2.  Of  the  number  of  electors  who  voted  in 
each  of  the  above  at  the  late  general  election ; 

3.  Of  the  number  of  electors,  voting  in  each 
of  the  above  at  the  late  general  election,  who 
declared  themselves  illiterate. — {The  Earl  of 
Limerick.) 

Lord  DE  EOS  said,  Eetums  1  and 

2  could  be  granted.  There  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  supplying  them  ;  and  as 
to  the  third,  the  Sheriffs  must  be  referred 
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to ;  but,  no  doubt,  no  diflScuUy  would  be 
met  with  in  obtaining  it  also. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Hetum  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

GREECE-COLLECTIVE  NOTE   OF  THE 
EUROPEAN  POWERS.- QUE8TI0N. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK  :  Before  the 
House  adjourns  I  wish  to  put  a  Question 
to  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  It  is  a 
Question  dealing  with  the  reports  which 
have  appeared  in  the  evening  news- 
papers  as  regards  Greece.  The  state- 
ment is  that  some  despatch  or  communi- 
cation has  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  that  Power.  Perhaps 
the  noble  Marquess  is  in  a  position  to 
state  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
paragraph  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  there  has  been  no  isolated  action 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  regard  to  Greece ;  but  six  Powers 
— Russia,  Austria,  Germany,  France, 
Italy,  and  England — have,  at  the  in- 
stance of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
presented  a  Collective  Note  to  the  Greek 
Government  intimating  to  them  that,  in 
the  absence  of  any  just  cause  for  war 
between  Greece  and  Turkey,  any  naval 
attack  on  Turkey  will  not  be  permitted. 

LAND   REGISTRY  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  make  temporary  provision  for  the 
conduct  of  the  business  of  the  office  of  Land 
Registry— "Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  read  !■ ;  to  he  printed  ;  and  to  be  read 
2»  To-morrow  ;  and  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV. 
to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed 
with.     (No.  7.) 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Monday^  25th  January,  1886. 


Several  otber  Members  took  and  sub- 
scribed the  Oath. 

MINUTES.]  —  Select  CoMMrrxEB  —  Public 
Petitions,  appointed  and  nominated. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Lunacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  *  [86];  Sporting 
Lands  Hating  (Scotland)  *  [86]  ;  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  (1864)  Amendment  *  [87]  ;  Sale 

Lord  de  Ros 


of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday   (Com* 
wall)  •  [88] ;  Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Lne- 


:. 


land)  *  [89] ;  Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland) 
[90]. 
Withdrawn — Mining  Leases^  \bb'\. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  SUEZ  CANAL. 

8m  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
is  the  present  position  of  the  question 
pending  between  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment and  the  Suez  Canal  Company,  as 
to  the  consent  of  Egypt  to  the  widening 
of  the  Canal  ? 

The  under  SECEETABY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Boueke)  :  The  Suez  Canal 
Company  having  applied  to  the  Eg3rptian 
Government  for  their  consent  to  an  al- 
teration of  their  Statutes  in  connection 
with  the  loan  of  £4,000,000  which  they 
wish  to  contract  for  "the  purposes  of  the 
new  works  of  improvement,  the  Egyptian 
Government  have  refused,  on  the  ground 
that  the  project  involves  the  widening 
of  the  Canal  beyond  the  dimensions 
authorized  by  the  original  concession, 
and  that  the  consent  of  the  Khedive 
must  be  obtained  to  this  feature  of  the 
plan.  The  Company  hold  that,  as  the 
works  are  to  be  executed  within  the  limits 
of  the  land  belonging  to  them,  there  is 
no  legal  or  equitable  ground  for  this 
contention.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  taken  the  advice  of  certain  leg^ 
persons  in  respect  to  it,  and  Papers  are 
now  before  the  Law  OflB.cers  of  the 
Crown. 

Mr.  SUTHERLATO)  :  With  reference 
to  the  reply  now  made,  I  would  be  glad 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  so  far  from  the 
Suez  Canal  Company  requiring  addi- 
tional territory  for  the  purpose  of  exca- 
vating, or  rather  enlarging,  the  present 
channel  of  the  Suez  Canal,  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  that  the  Canal  at  present 
covers  the  ground  which  is  now  neces- 
sary for  the  purposes  of  enlargement, 
and  all  that  is  necessary  is  that  a  further 
excavation  be  made  in  the  space  already 
covered  by  the  water  of  the  Canal  ? 

Me.  boueke  :  In  a  matter  of  fact 
of  this  kind,  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  should  not  like  to  give  a  definite  answer 
which  would  be  taken  as  official ;  but  I 
know  my  hon.  Friend  is  so  very  well 
acquainted   officially    with    everything 
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connected  vi\\h  this  question,  and  also 
with  the  details  of  the  construction  of 
the  Suez  Canal,  that,  in  all  probability, 
the  assertion  he  has  made  is  accurate. 

ARMY  (DISCIPLINE)— DISORDERS  IN 
BELFAST  BARRACKS. 

Mb.  EWAET  asked,  Whether  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  been  called  to  recent  disorders  in 
Belfast  Barracks,  in  which  a  girl  was 
maltreated,  and  a  man  unfortunately 
lost  his  life ;  and,  whether  any  military 
investigation  has  taken  place,  or  will  be 
instituted,  in  respect  to  the  same  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETAEY. 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  H.  8. 
Nobthoote)  :  Attention  has  been  called 
to  certain  disgraceful  transactions  which 
took  place  at  Belfast  Barracks  during 
the  New  Year  festivities  of  a  Highland 
battalion.  The  sergeant  who  maltreated 
a  girl  has  been  remitted  for  trial  by  the 
Civil  power.  The  assailants  of  the  sol- 
dier who  lost  his  life  have  not  yet  been 
identified.  A  military  investigation  by 
the  Staff  officers  sent  specially  from 
Dublin  has  taken  place,  and  the  matter 
is  still  engaging  the  most  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  military  authorities. 

POST  OFFICE— PARCEL  POST. 

Mr.  HEATON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  What  impediment  delays  the 
connection  of  the  English  parcel  post 
with  the  system  in  operation  in  France 
and  Italy,  in  the  same  manner  as  has 
recently  been  done  in  Germany  and 
Belgium ;  and,  when  there  is  a  possibi- 
lity of  the  impediment  being  overcome  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Manners)  :  There  has  been 
no  delay,  so  far  as  this  Department  is 
concerned,  in  pursuing  the  negotiations 
with  the  French  and  Italian  Post  Offices 
for  the  establishment  of  a  parcel  post 
with  this  country.  An  agreement  on 
the  main  points  has  been  arrived  at; 
and  I  hope  to  be  in  a  position  shortly  to 
put  the  whole  scheme  before  the  Trea- 
sury. It  is  understood  that  legislative 
sanction  will  have  to  be  obtained  both 
in  France  and  Italy  to  what  is  pro- 
posed. 

FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND) -PRIVATE 
PIERS— PIER  DUES. 

Ma.  MAOFARLANE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 


to  an  action  brought  by  Sir  John  Orde, 
baronet,  before  the  Sheriffs'  Court  at 
Lochgilphead,  against  a  number  of  fish- 
ermen, to  recover  certain  dues  for  the 
use  of  a  pier ;  if  he  can  say  under  what 
Act  of  Parliament,  or  other  sufficient 
authority,  the  said  quay  was  erected  ;  if 
the  quay  is  erected  upon  public  or  pri- 
vate property ;  and,  if  upon  public  pro- 
perty, if  he  will  take  steps  to  allow  of 
the  free  use  of  it  by  the  fishermen,  or 
cause  its  removal,  so  as  to  leave  the  fore- 
shore free  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Mao- 
donald)  :  The  actions  which  took  placo 
some  little  time  ago  were  not  brought 
to  my  notice  until  I  saw  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  on  the  Paper. 
Actions  were  raised  for  dues  at  a  pier 
called  Kilmorey  Pier,  which  was  erected 
in  1813  by  Mr.  Campbell,  of  Kilmorey, 
who  was  an  ancestor  of  Sir  John  Orde. 
From  that  time  forward  dues  have  been 
paid  for  the  pier,  amounting  in  the  case 
of  fishermen  to  the  sum  of  5«.  per  boat 
for  the  use  of  the  pier  during  the  year. 
The  pier,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  was 
not  erected  under  any  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  was  erected  as  a  private  enterprize,  in 
a  similar  manner  to  many  such  piers 
in  that  part  of  Scotland.  It  is  erected 
partly  on  private  property  belonging  to 
Sir  John  Orde,  and  he  appears  on  the 
valuation  roll  as  the  proprietor  of  the 
pier,  and  is  rated  upon  it.  The  pier 
cannot  be  used  without  the  use  of  pri- 
vate property.  I  have  no  power  to 
order  its  removal.  I  am  satisfied  that 
it  is  for  the  convenience  of  the  fisher- 
men, and' I  am  not  prepared  to  take  any 
steps  with  regard  to  it. 

Me.  MAOFARLANE  asked  if  the 
House  was  to  understand  that  it  was 
the  law  of  Scotland  that  the  owner  of  a 
pier  erected  partly  upon  his  private  pro- 
perty and  partly  upon  public  property 
could  levy  dues  from  fishermen  and 
others  using  it  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Mao- 
donald)  :  I  believe  it  to  be  the  law  of 
Scotland  that  when  a  pier  has  existed 
for  so  long  a  period  as  from  1813  to  the 
present  time,  without  objection  on  the 
part  of  anybody,  the  proprietor  cannot 
be  by  the  Crown  turned  off  and  the  pier 
taken  down.  Any  person  is  entitled  to 
raise  the  question  of  law  ;  but  I  am 
satisfied  it  would  not  be  wise  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  to  raise  any  such 
question. 
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SEA    AND     COAST    FISHERIES     (IRE- 
LAND)—TRAWLING  IN  GALWAY 

BAY. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  can  ascertain,  through 
the  Constabulary  or  otherwise,  if  the 
great  majority  of  the  fishermen  and  the 
inhabitants  residing  near  Galway  Bay 
would  desire  that  trawling  should  be 
prohibited  in  the  whole  or  part  of  the 
feay,  as  it  was  formerly  in  Galway  Bay 
and  now  is  in  Dublin  Bay  ;  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  Eeport  of 
Lord  Dalhousie's  Trawling  Commission 
of  last  year,  and  if  he  is  aware  that  this 
Beport  in  general  terms  coincides  with 
the  views  of  the  Q-alway  fishermen,  that 
trawling  may  be  often  hurtful  in  bays 
to  other  kinds  of  fishing;  and,  if  he 
will  endeavour  to  give  effect  to  the 
wishes  of  a  great  majority  of  the 
fishermen,  if  their  opinions  are  found  to 
agree  with  the  latest  and  best  scientific 
evidence  procurable? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  (who 
replied)  said  :  I  have  no  doubt  the  fact 
is  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
Question.  From  a  Report  which  I  have 
received  from  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries, 
I  gather  that  in  the  course  which  they 
adopted,  after  due  inquiry  with  regard 
to  trawling  in  Galway  Bay,  there  is 
nothing  inconsistent  with  the  views  of 
the  Trawling  Commission  of  last  year, 
as  expressed  in  their  Eeport.  The  duty 
of  determining  such  matters  is  imposed 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries. 

POST    OFFICE  -  OVERHEAD    WIRES  — 
THE  RECENT  SNOWSTORM. 

Sir  HENRY  TYLER  asked,  Whether 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  failures 
of  telegraph  and  telephone  wires  used 
overhead  in  the  Metropolis  during  the 
recent  snowstorm,  and  to  the  accidents 
which  have  been  occasioned  thereby; 
whether  a  Return  of  these  failures  and 
these  accidents  will  be  prepared  and 
presented  to  the  House ;  and,  whether 
any  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  this 
constantly  increasing  danger  to  all  per- 
sons using  the  streets  of  the  Metro- 
polis ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Mannsbs)  :  My  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  failure  of  tele- 
graph wires  during  the  recent  snow- 


storm ;  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
state,  in  reply  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  that  no  case  of  accident 
to  any  human  being  has  been  caused 
by  the  wires  belonging  to  the  Post 
Office.  A  large  proportion  of  the  over- 
head wires  in  the  Metropolis  do  not 
belong  to  the  Post  Office ;  and  the  De- 
partment has  no  means,  therefore,  of 
furnishing  the  Return  asked  for.  The 
policy  of  the  Post  Office  for  many  years 
past  has  been  to  substitute  underground 
for  overhead  wires  in  London,  and  also 
in  other  large  cities,  wherever  the  extra 
expense  involved  could  be  justified ;  and 
since  my  appointment  I  have  given  re- 
newed instructions  on  this  point.  I  may 
add  that  the  mileage  of  postal  telegraph 
wires  in  the  Metropolis  on  the  31st  of 
December  was  9,832  miles,  of  which 
9,005  miles,  or  about  ll-12th8,  were 
underground  wires.  In  the  Eastern 
Central  and  Western  Central  postal  dis- 
tricts, which  comprise  the  half  of  the 
Metropolis,  there  were  only  44  miles  of 
overhead  wires  the  property  of  the  De- 
partment. As  the  House  is  aware,  a 
Select  Committee  was  appointed  last 
Session  to  consider  the  law  relating  to 
the  control  over  telephone,  telegraph, 
and  other  wires,  and  made  a  Report;  but 
it  has  not  been  considered  desirable  to 
take  action  in  the  direction  of  the  course 
recommended  in  that  Report. 

IMPROVEMENT  OF  LANDED  PROPERTY 
(IRELAND)— LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  MARUM  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  to 
introduce  Bills  to  consolidate  and  amend 
the  Acts  for  facilitating  the  improve- 
ment of  landed  property,  and  for  the 
drainage  and  improvement  of  lands  in 
Ireland,  especially  in  view  of  the  pre- 
sent depressed  condition  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  in  Ireland  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson)  : 
Yes,  Sir  ;  it  is  my  intention  to  move  on 
an  early  day  for  leave  to  introduce  Bills 
for  consolidating  and  amending  the  Acts 
referred  to. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND) -MR. 
R.  W.  RENTON,  PROCURATOR  FISCAL 
OF  EAST  FIFE. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate,  Whether  Mr.  R.  W.Ren  ton.  Soli- 
citor, of  Cupar,  has  been  appointed  Pro- 
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curator  Fiscal  of  the  Eaetern  Division  of 
Fifeshire ;  and,  if  so,*jf  he  would  please 
state  the  date  of  the  appointment  and 
the  salary  attached  to  the  office ;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Een ton's  commission  con- 
tains any  provision  restricting  him  from 
engaging  directly  or  indirectly  in  private 
practice  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald)  :  Mr.  Renton  was  appointed 
by  the  Sheriff  Procurator  Fiscal  of 
Fifeshire.  That  appointment  has  not 
yet  been  confirmed.  The  salary  is  £600 
a-year,  and  the  Sheriff  did  not  in  his 
nomination  debar  Mr.  Benton  from  pri- 
yate  practice. 

Dr.  CAMERON  gave  Notice  that  if 
Mr.  Ronton' s  appointment  was  con- 
firmed, he  should  call  attention  to  the 
conditions  when  his  salary  came  before 
the  House  in  Committee. 

GLEBE    LANDS    (IRELAND)— PUR- 

CHASERS  UNDER  THE  LAND 

ACT  OF  1869. 

Mb.  0*BEIEN  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
distressed  condition  of  tho  poorer  classes 
of  purchasers  by  tight  of  pre-emption 
of  glebe  lands  in  Ireland,  owing  to  the 
largeness  of  the  purchase-price,  fixed  at 
a  time  of  exceptional  prosperity,;  and 
owing  to  the  heavy  depreciation  of  every 
description  of  stock  and  farm  prodace 
in  recent  years,  arrangements  can  be 
made  for  their  relief  by  enabling  them 
to  obtains  loans  from  the  State  or  from 
the  Church  Temporalities  Commissioners 
of  the  fourth  part  of  the  purchase-money 
supplied  by  themselves  (which  was  in 
most  cases  raised  from  money-lenders 
at  exorbitant  rates  of  interest),  on  the 
same  reduced  terms  as  to  interest  that 
they  are  now  offered  under  the  23rd  sub- 
section of  the  Land  Purchase  Act,  with 
respect  to  the  three-fourths  advanced  by 
the  Commissioners  on  mortgage ;  and, 
whether  the  benefit  of  the  23rd  section 
can  be  extended  to  purchasers  who  held 
short  terminable  leases  of  their  holdings, 
and  upon  whom  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion has  told  with  equal  severity  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson): 
In  reply  to  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  question 
how  far  the  terms  allowed  to  purchasers 
of  church  lands  under  the  Act  of  1869 
could  be  modified  was  most  carefully 
considered  by  the  Goyemment  when  the 
Purchase  Act  of  last  Session  was  under 


discussion ;  and  it  was  decided  that  no 
change  in  these  terms  could  be  justified, 
except  that  embodied  in  the  23rd  section 
of  the  Act  of  1885.  The  Government 
see  no  reason  to  modify  this  conclusion, 
and  are  not  prepared  to  propose  the 
legislation  which  would  be  required  to 
carry  out  the  hon.  Member's  present 
suggestion.  With  regard  to  the  second 
paragraph,  the  23rd  section  of  the  Act 
of  1885  extends  to — 

**  Any  land  which  is  held  immediately  from 
or  under  the  Commissioners  by  virtue  of  any 
lease  or  tenancy,'* 

and  this  would  seem  to  cover  such  cases 
as  those  now  referred  to. 

TRADE    AND    COMMERCE— BOUNTIES 
TO  ITALIAN  SHIPPING. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  any  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  an  Act  lately 
passed  by  the  Parliament  of  Italy  giving 
a  bounty  to  Italian  ships ;  and,  whether 
they  have  any  objection  to  lay  on  the 
Table  a  Copy  of  the  Act  with  a  transla- 
tion? 

The  president  (Mr.E.  Stanhope)  : 
Yes,  Sir ;  we  have  received  a  copy  of  the 
Act  recently  passed  in  Italy  giving  boun- 
ties to  Italian  shipping,  and  if  my  hon. 
Friend  will  move  for  it  a  translation 
of  it  shall  be  published.  It  may  pro- 
bably not  be  necessary  to  circulate  the 
Italian  version  also. 

TAKIFF  AND  CUSTOMS  ACT,  1876- 
FORFEITURES. 

Me.  king  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  Section  179  of  "The  Tariff 
and  Customs  Act,  1876,'*  by  providing 
that— 

"  Every  person  who  shall  be  found  to  have 
been  on  board  any  ship  or  boat  liable  to  for- 
feiture shall  forfeit  a  sum  not  exceeding  one 
hundred  pounds,  and  may  be  taken  before  a 
justice  to  be  dealt  with," 

by  its  terms  exposes  innocent  persons  to 
conviction,  the  Q-ovemment  will  consent, 
at  an  early  day,  to  repeal  or  revise  that 
section  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  that  matter  by  the  Ques- 
tion, and  he  certainly  was  of  opinion 
that  the  law  as  it  stood  at  present  could 
not  be  defended.    He  would  communi- 
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cate  with  the  Commissioners  of  Customs 
oa  the  subject,  to  see  what  amendment 
should  be  made  in  the  law. 

TURKEY  —  TREATMENT  OF 
CHRISTIANS. 

Mb.  BRYCE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  called  to  reports 
which  have  recently  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  of  acts  of  religious  op- 
pression practised  by  the  Turkish  autho- 
rities upon  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Sultan,  in  violation  of  the  engagements 
repeatedly  contracted  by  the  Sultan's 
Government  for  the  securing  of  religious 
liberty  within  his  dominions ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will  in- 
quire into  the  facts ;  and,  if  satisfied  of 
their  existence,  remonstrate  with  the 
Turkish  Government  upon  the  subject? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
(Mr.  BotTBKE) :  The  rumours  in  question 
have  not  escaped  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  are  at  the  pre- 
sent time  the  subject  of  inquiry  by  Her 
Majesty's  Representative  at  Constanti- 
nople, in  communication  with  the  branch 
of  the  Evangelical  Alliance  in  that  city. 
I  may  mention  that  of  the  16  persons 
who  were  stated  by  the  Evangelical 
Alliance  to  have  disappeared,  and  were 
supposed  to  have  been  imprisoned,  some 
have  now  been  discovered  to  be  at  large. 
When  the  facts  have  been  thoroughly 
investigated,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  be  ready  to  make  representations  to 
the  Porte  as  to  any  departure  by  the 
Turkish  officials  from  the  principles  of 
the  Hatt-i-Houmayoun  of  which  there 
may  be  sufficient  evidence. 

ARMY— RICHMOND  BARRACKS, 
DUBLIN. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  asked, 
Whether  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  insanitary  state  of  Richmond  Bar- 
racks, Dublin ;  and,  whether  any  Special 
Reports  have  been  made  upon  the 
drainage  and  other  circumstances  of  the 
Barracks;  and,  in  that  case,  whether 
any  early  steps  will  be  taken  to  remedy 
the  defects  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  H.  S. 
Noethcotb)  :  The  attention  of  the  War 
Department  has  been  drawn  to  the  in- 
sanitary state  of  Richmond  Barracks, 

Th$  Chancellor  of  the  Ikchequer 


Dublin ;  but  their  unhealthiness  is  be- 
lieved to  be  attributable  rather  to  the 
condition  of  the  neighbourhood  gene- 
rally than  to  any  special  defects  in  the 
drainage  or  ventilation  of  the  barracks 
tihemselves.  It  is  under  consideration 
whether  any  steps  can  be  taken  to  im- 
prove the  sanitary  condition  of  Richmond 
Barracks. 

MADAGASCAR  —  TREATY  WITH 
FRANCE. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  communicate  to  the 
House  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  alleged 
to  have  been  made  between  the  Queen 
of  Madagascar  and  the  French  Republic ; 
and,  if  he  is  aware  if  freedom  of  worship 
for  the  native  Christians  is  secured 
thereby  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  of  a  Question  on  this 
subject  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  able  to  answer  now. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
(Mr.  Botjrke)  :  We  are  not  in  possession 
of  the  precise  terms  of  the  Treaty.  Until 
the  text  of  the  French  Treaty  has  been 
received,  I  am  unable  to  state  whether 
its  provisions  are  inconsistent  with  the 
Treaty  rights  of  Great  Britain.  As  to 
the  Consul,  a  new  Consul  has  just  been 
appointed,  but  has  not  left  for  Mada- 
gascar. Meanwhile,  there  is  an  Acting 
Consul  at  Tamatave,  a  paid  Vice  Consul 
at  the  capital,  Antananarivo,  and  unpaid 
Vice  Consuls  at  various  points  on  the 
coast. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
ALLEGED  CRUELTY  TO  A  "BOY- 
COTTED'' WOMAN. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  on  the 
occasion  of  a  deputation  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury, that  a  boycotted  woman  in  Ire- 
land was  held  down  by  her  neighbours, 
while  a  dog  gnawed  her  legs;  and,  if 
true,  whether  any  persons  have  been 
arrested  for  the  outrage  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE :  I 
will  answer  this  Question,  at  the  re- 
quest  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith).  The  statement  in  question 
appears  to  be  based  upon  the  following 
evidence  which  was  given  by  a  *'  Boy* 
cotted''  man  named  Donoghne,  in  a 
case  of  assault  upon  his  wife  and  child 
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bj  a  neighbour  named  Mrs.  Sallivan. 
The  case  occurred  in  the  Mill  Street 
difitrict  in  County  Cork — 

**  Heard  Mrs.  Sullivan  call  the  names.  I  left 
my  spade  and  came  down.  Saw  my  wife  down, 
Mrs.  Sullivan's  son  holding  her,  and  she  fisting 
her  with  a  stooe.  Saw  the  dog  tearing  my 
wife's  legs.  The  dog  ran  away.  My  wife 
lifeless  against  the  ditch.  Went  to  the  police. 
Had  to  call  in  Dr.  Leader.  He  has  been  at- 
tending my  wife  and  son.  She  has  not  been 
able  to  walk  since.'' 
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Mrs.  Donoghue  swore  that  ''the  dog 
was  set  at  her."  The  magistrates  im- 
posed a  sentence  of  two  months'  impri- 
sonment on  Mrs.  SulliYan  for  each  as- 
sault. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Might  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  this  case,  which  was  one  of  assault 
arising  out  of  a  dispute  between  two 
women,  was  not  amicably  settled  out  of 
Court  and  the  sentence  of  two  months' 
imprisonment  withdrawn  ? 

8ia  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
that  he  must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  give  Notice  of  his  Question. 

Me.  HEALY  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  his  Question  on  an  early 
day. 

NAVY— SHIPBUILDING  ON  THE  TYNE. 

Me.  BROADHUEST  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  delay  in 
the  building  of  the  naval  vessels  now  in 
the  course  of  construction  on  the  Tyno ; 
and,  whether  this  delay  is  in  consequence 
of  an  attempt,  on  the  part  of  the  £rms 
intrusted  with  the  work,  to  enforce  a  re- 
duction of  wages  to  a  less  rate  than  that 
which  was  paid  at  the  time  the  estimates 
were  made  and  the  contracts  entered 
into  for  the  building  of  these  vessels  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  :  I  am  informed  that  there 
has  been  a  difference  between  certain 
shipbuilders  on  the  Tyne  and  some  of 
the  men  whom  they  employ ;  but  I  do  not 
know  the  exact  cause  of  the  dispute. 
The  ships  now  building  on  the  Tyne  for 
the  Admiralty  are,  so  far  as  their  con- 
struction is  concerned,  in  advance  of  the 
Estimate  made  last  year  of  their  pro- 
bable progress ;  and,  in  all  probability, 
a  Supplementary  Vote  will  be  required 
to  provide  funds  for  the  payments  the 
contractors  can  claim  over  the  provision 
made  in  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
financial  year. 


BURMAH— THE  BRITISH  AUTHORITIES 
—MILITARY  EXECUTIONS -THE  PRO- 
VOST MARSHAL. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
since  the  Annexation  of  Upper  Burmah, 
the  control  of  affairs  is  under  the  Chief 
Commissioner  and  the  Military  authori- 
ties are  amenable  to  his  orders  in  regard 
to  the  treatment  of  the  Burmese ;  and, 
whether  they  exercise  any  uncontrolled 
power  of  life  and  death  under  any  sort 
of  Martial  Law  ? 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  asked, 
whether  the  prisoners  stated  to  have 
been  shot  by  order  of  the  Provost  ^Mar- 
shal at  Mandalay  were  subjected  to  any 
form  of  trial  ,*  and,  if  so,  how  and  for 
what  offences,  and  under  what  law,  if 
any,  were  they  tried  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  :  I  imagine  that 
part  of  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  of  a  highly 
technical  and  legal  nature,  and  as  such 
he  will  hardly  expect  me  to  answer  it 
without  Notice.  I  can,  however,  g^ve 
the  House  a  good  deal  of  information  in 
answer  to  the  Question  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  George  Campbell)  has 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  and,  perhaps, 
will  also  to  some  extent  answer  tiie 
Questions  put  to  me  the  other  day  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron).  With  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  the  Viceroy  informs 
me  that  the  original  instructions  to 
General  Prendergast,  who  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Expedition,  and  therefore 
responsible  for  everything  that  was  done 
while  the  military  operations  were  going 
on,  were  to  this  effect — that  he  and  Mr. 
Commissioner  Bernard  were  to  establish 
a  Civil  jurisdiction  as  soon  as  the  Mili- 
tary authorities  could  pacify  the  dis- 
turbed districts.  Mr.  Bernard  has  tele- 
graphed to  the  Viceroy — 

**  The  present  state  of  affairs  with  reference 
to  the  Ciyil  and  Military  jurisdiction  is  as  fol- 
lows:— "We  have  Engush  Civil  officers  and 
police  officers  in  command  in  each  of  the  five 
districts  of  Mandalay,  Minhla,  Ning^^an,  Pagan, 
and  Myingyan.  These  officers  are  supported  by 
troops,  and  they  are  working  through  local 
Woons  and  Thagyis." 

Of  course,  in  these  districts  obviously 
Civil  law  prevails — 

"  The  rest  of  the  country  is  nominally  do« 
minated  by  the  Burmese  Supreme  Council." 
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I  cannot  pronounce  the  Native  name  for 
that  body. 

"  At  several  points,  however  —  Bhamo, 
TagaiDg,  Slwebo,  Ava,  Upper  Chindwio, 
Lower  Chindwin,  and  Myodaung  —  we  have 
military  detachments  stationed,  with  Civil  offi- 
cers in  attendance.  At  present  the  country  is 
still  under  military  occupation." 

Mr.  Bernard  goes  on  to  say  that — 

"  The  rebels  taken  in  arms  on  the  field  are 
liable  to  be  shot ;  no  one  is  to  be  sbot  or  pun- 
ished by  Civil  officers  otherwise  than  after  trial. 
In  districts  nominally  under  the  Burmese 
Supreme  Council  sentences  of  death  cannot  be 
carried  out  by  Native  officials  otherwise  than 
on  the  responsibility  of,  and  after  trial  by,  the 
Civil  officers  who  may  bo  nearest  the  ground. 
The  prisoners  punished  under  martial  law  by 
the  Invest  Marshal  or  any  of  the  officers  do 
not  come  under  the  Civil  officer's  cognizance 
while  the  country  is  under  military  occupation. 
My  hope  is  that  in  a  few  weeks'  time  I  may  be 
in  a  position  to  post  Civil  officers,  only  backed 
by  troops,  in  the  remaining  districts  of  the 
country." 

That  is  all  the  information  I  have  in  my 
possession  with  reference  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  on  the  Paper. 
With  regard  to  the  Questions  asked  me 
on  Friday,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
information  in  my  possession  is  far  from 
satisfactory.  The  Viceroy  telegraphs  to 
me  that  it  is  clear  that  the  Provost  Mar- 
shal has  proceeded  in  a  most  unjusti- 
fiable manner ;  at  any  rate,  in  one  case. 
That  alludes  to  the  case  where  evidence 
was  sought  to  be  extorted  by  placing  a 
prisoner  apparently  under  the  fire  of 
soldiers.  The  Viceroy  says  he  has  tele- 
graphed to  General  Prendergast  direct- 
ing that  if  a  primd  facie  case  is  made 
out  against  the  Provost  Marshal  on 
either  of  the  counts  mentioned,  he  and 
other  officers  implicated  are  to  be  sus- 
pended from  their  functions,  and,  if 
proved  to  be  guilty,  to  be  visited  with 
the  severest  penalty.  Mr.  Bernard  tele- 
graphs from  Eangoon  to  the  Viceroy 
that  he  is  still  investigating  or  asking 
for  information  at  Mandalay  as  to  the 
allegations  with  regard  to  the  Provost 
Marshal  photographing  prisoners  under 
execution.  With  regard  to  the  second 
point,  Mr.  Bernard  says — 

"It  is  true  that  the  Provost  Marshal  did 
place  a  man  suspected  of  treasonable  corres- 
pondence in  fear  of  instant  death,  in  order  to 
induce  him  to  g^ve  information  which  would 
have  criminated  two  members  of  the  Burmese 
Durbar.  On  hearing  of  this,  I  pointed  out  to 
the  Provost  Marshal  that  evidence  extorted  was 
valueless,  and  that  it  was  contrary  to  aU 
law  "— 

Lfn-d  Randolph  Churchill 


[Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  !  "  from    the  Borne 

jRulers  and  cries  of  **  Order!"] — I  am 

giving  the  House  the  best  information 

I  can — 

**  to  extort  evidence  by  moral  torture.  I  re- 
quested that  similar  proceedings  might  not 
recur.'* 

The  result  of  the  Viceroy's  telegrams 
would  undoubtedly  be  that  the  Provost 
Marshal  will  be  suspended,  and  the  closest 
and  most  rigorous  investigation  will  be 
made  into  the  officer's  conduct ;  and  if  it 
should  turn  out  that  he  had  so  disgraced 
the  Queen's  Army,  I  make  no  doubt 
whatsoever  that,  in  the  Viceroy's  words, 
*'  the  most  exemplary  punishment  will  be 
meted  out  to  him." 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked, 
whether  Burmese  resisting  the  conquest 
of  their  country  were  to  be  treated  as 
rebels — to  be  treated  as  rebels  taken  in 
arms ;  and,  further,  whether,  in  case  of 
such  a  jurisdiction  being  exercised  by 
the  Military  authorities,  the  noble  Lord 
would  direct  some  record  of  these  trials 
to  be  kept,  so  that  so-called  rebels 
should  not  be  shot  without  any  record  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  imagine  that  when  King  Theebaw  and 
the  Burmese  Army  surrendered  it  was 
held  by  the  Military  authorities  that 
regular  military  resistance  bad  come  to 
an  end.  The  Military  authorities  are 
occupied  now  in  putting  down  what  is 
called  dacoity,  which  is  another  word 
for  brigandage.  The  dacoits  are  bands 
of  armed  men,  who  did  not  attack  the 
British  troops,  but  who  attacked  the 
Burmese  villagers,  burnt  their  houses, 
and  plundered  the  towns.  As  long  as 
the  country  was  in  military  occupation 
the  dacoits  would  be  tried  by  Martial 
Law  if  taken  in  the  field  and  red- 
handed  ;  but  in  districts  where  the  Eng- 
lish Civil  officer  has  troops  under  his 
command,  then  I  imagine  dacoity  will 
be  put  down  by  the  Civil  officer's  Court, 
according  to  the  form  of  the  English 
law.  Records  will,  of  course,  be  kept 
of  all  proceedings  of  this  kind. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  I  shall  take  the  ear- 
liest opportunity  of  calling  attention  to 
this  very  important  question. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked,  whether  orders 
had  been  given  to  stop  the  shooting  of 
prisoners  taken  in  arms  in  Burmah  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  The  noble  Lord, 

in  his  first  answer,  spoke  of  **  rebels," 

I  and  in  his  second  answer  he  spoke  of 
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dacoits.  I  beg  to  aak  whether  dacoits 
and  rebels  are  eynonymous  terms  ? 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  believe  I  did  not  use  the  word  rebels. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eoscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly), 
Mr.  Bernard  telegraphs  to  the  Viceroy 
in  the  following  words;  — 

'*  Certain  pretender  had  razed  villages  and 
committed  other  crimes.  Ho  was  captured  by 
Burmese  officers,  and  sent  to  Mandalay  for  trial. 
The  pretender  admitted  the  truth  of  tho  charges, 
but  said  he  was  not  aiming  at  tho  Throne  of 
llandalay,  but  at  tho  Throne  of  one  of  the  Shan 
States.  The  trial  was  conducted  by  tho  Bur- 
mese Supreme  Court,  and  tho  prisoner  was 
sentenced  to  death  ;  hut  the  British  authorities 
had  pointed  out  that  if  execution  wero  to  take 
place  they  must  have  evidence  themselves,  as 
the^  could  not  execute  on  the  strength  of  tho 
deasion  of  the  Burmese  Supreme  Court." 

It  was  farther  pointed  out  that  if  the 
facts  of  the  charges  were  proved,  the 
life  of  the  pretender  would  be  forfeited. 
Colonel  Sladen  had  agreed  to  conduct 
further  [inquiry  personally.  I  have  not 
heard  the  result ;  but  I  will  make  fur- 
ther inquiry. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked,  would  the 
noble  Lord  consider  the  propriety  of 
laying  Papers  on  the  Table  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  will  lay  all  the  information  possible  on 
the  Table,  and  as  quickly  as  possible. 

INDIA— THE    UNCOVENANTED    CIVIL 

SERVICE. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  remedy  the 
grievances  of  the  uncovenanted  Civil 
Servants  of  India,  as  set  forth  in  tho 
Memorial  presented  by  them  to  the  In- 
dian Government  two  years  ago  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Lord 
Eakdolfh  Chubchill),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  seen  any  Memorial  from  the 
Indian  police,  who,  he  understood ,  were 
the  Civil  Servants  alluded  to.  If  those 
officers  had  grievances,  they  would  ho 
included  in  the  Indian  Committee,  which 
he  wished  very  much  to  see  appointed. 

SALE   OP   INTOXICATING    LIQUORS - 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  T.  WATSON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  When  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  introduce  their  mea- 
sures dealing  with  the  Sale  of  Intoxicat- 
ing Liquors  and  the  Licensing  system  ? 


The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  any  proposals  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  to  make  for 
the  purpose  of  dealing  with  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  and  tho  licensing 
system  will  be,  so  far  as  I  know,  em- 
bodied in  the  County  Government  Bill. 
I  do  not  think  I  can  give  any  further 
answer  than  that. 

SEED  SUPPLY  (IRELAND)  ACT— 

FOURTH  INSTALMENT  OF  RATE  — 

POSTPONEMENT  OF  PAYMENT. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If,  in  consideration  of  the  difficul- 
ties caused  by  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion, he  would  permit  such  unions  as 
might  apply  for  more  time  to  defer  the 
payment  of  tho  fourth  and  last  instal- 
ment of  the  Seed  Rate  for  another  twelve 
months  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  (who 
replied)  said,  this  was  more  a  Question 
for  the  Treasury  than  for  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary. He  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  to  postpone  it  for  a 
few  days. 

INDUSTRIES  AND  SALMON  FISHERIES 
(IRELAND)— THE  SELECT  COMMIT. 
TEES— RE-APPOINTMENT. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  regard  to  the 
recommendation  made  by  the  Select 
Committees  on  Irish  Industries  and  Irish 
Salmon  Fisheries  at  the  close  of  the  last 
Parliament,  Whether  the  Government 
intend  to  move  for  the  appointment  of 
Select  Committees  to  carry  on  and  con- 
clude the  inquiries  in  question  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  assent  to  a  Mo- 
tion for  the  re-appointment  of  these  Com- 
mittees. 

ENGLAND  AND  GREECE— COLLECTIVE 
NOTE  OF  THE  EUROPEAN    POWERS. 

Mil.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  wish  to  put 
to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  not  been  able  to  give  him  Notice, 
but  which  I  hope  he  will  be  able  to  an- 
swer. It  is.  Whether  the  telegrams 
which  appear  in  this  morning's  papers 
to  the  effect  that  a  communication  has 
been  addressed  by  Sir  Horace  Rumbold, 
our  Minister  at  Athens,  to  tho  Greek 
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Prime  Minister,  on  behalf  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury, in  wbich  tbere  is  alleged  to  be 
contained  a  threat  in  regard  to  the  action 
of  the  British  Fleet,  are  correct  ?  Per- 
haps, also,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
vnUl  be  able  to  give  to  the  House  the 
terms  of  such  communication — if  any 
such  communication  has  been  made; 
and,  if  not,  perhaps  he  will  say  whether 
the  telegrams  are  substantially  accu- 
rate? 
TheTJNDERSEORETARYofSTATE 

(Mr.  Boubke)  :  In  answer  to  the  Question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state 
that,  at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  the  six  Great  Powers  pre- 
sented a  Collective  Note  to  Greece  yes- 
terday, intimating  that  a  naval  attack 
by  Greece  upon  the  Ottoman  Empire 
would  not  be  permitted.  No  answer  to 
that  Collective  Note  has  been  received 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  has  not  answered  my  Question. 
The  telegrams  speak  of  a  special  com- 
munication presented  by  Sir  Horace 
Bumbold  on  behalf  of  England,  and  not 
of  a  Collective  Note  presented  by  the  six 
Powers.  I  wish  to  know  whether  any 
such  special  communication  has  been 
made  by  the  Euglish  Minister;  and 
whether,  if  so,  it  contains  a  direct  threat 
that  the  British  Fleet  will  be  sent  to 
Athens  to  prevent  any  naval  movement 
on  the  part  of  Greece  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  I  am  sorry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  me  Notice 
of  this  Question.  I  do  not  think  that, 
in  a  matter  of  this  importance,  I  should 
be  justified  in  stating  more  than  I  have 
done.  What  I  have  stated  is  perfectly 
accurate  ;  and  it  contains  all  the  infor- 
mation I  am  instructed  to  lay  before  the 
House  at  the  present  moment. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  repeat  my  Question 
to-morrow. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-CONDITION  OF  IRELAND. 
Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  wish 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
a  Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice — namely,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  contemplate  pro- 
ceeding de  die  in  diem  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  New  Rules  of  Procedure ;  or 
whether  they  will  suspend  any  such  dis- 
cussions  for  the  production   of   mea- 

Jdr.  Chamberlain 


sores  dealing  with  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  In  reply  to  my  noble  Friend,  I 
may  remind  him  that  when  I  stated  it 
was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  ask  the  House  to  give 
special  facilities  for  the  discussion  of  the 
New  Rules  of  Procedure,  I  added  that  it 
was  subject  to  the  intervention  of  any 
specially  urgent  or  important  Business. 
Any  legislative  proposals  in  regard  to 
Ireland  of  the  nature  referred  to  by  me 
on  Thursday  last,  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  think  it  their  duty 
to  make,  could  not  properly  be  delayed, 
as  my  noble  Friend  seems  to  fancy. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD :  I 
wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  Notice,  having  regard  to 
rumours  which  have  been  lately  circu- 
lated as  to  the  future  control  of  the 
Police  Force  in  Ireland.  I  beg  to  ask, 
Whether  the  Government  will  give  an 
assurance  that  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary will  be  maintained  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted — an  Imperial  force  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  In  reply  to  my  noble  Friend,  I 
really  cannot  understand  how  any  doubt 
could  have  arisen  as  to  the  attitude  or 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  this  subject.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  speaking  in  '*  another  place  " 
a  few  days  ago,  denounced  in  the 
strongest  terms  any  proposal  to  hand 
over  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  to 
any  other  control  or  authority  than  that 
which  at  present  exists.  He  spoke  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  with  the  full  concurrence  of  his 
Colleagues. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  NEW  RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE. 

Mr.  RAIKES  asked  Mr.  Chanoelloi 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  inconvenience  that  would 
arise  in  the  conduct  of  Public  Business 
in  the  event  of  the  first  Resolution  re- 
specting Parliamentary  Procedure  being 
affirmed,  and  the  second  Resolution 
being  subsequently  rejected  by  this 
House,  he  would  consent  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  former  until  the 
House  had  arrived  at  a  decision  upon 
the  latter  proposal  ? 
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The  OHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  should  wish  to  consider  any 
sogg^tion  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  that  care  to  which  it  is  en- 
titled ;  but  the  Government  has  placed 
the  Kules  on  the  Paper  in  the  order 
which  they  thought  would  be  most  con- 
Tenient,  and  at  present  I  see  no  reason 
for  departing  from  that  order. 

Mb.  EAIEES  :  In  the  event  of  these 
Bales  being  proposed  in  the  order  in 
which  they  stand,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  move  the  Previous  Question 
io  respect  to  the  first  Eesolution,  and 
that  I  shall  move  the  rejection  of  the 
second. 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 


ADDRESS   IN   ANSWER   TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOITBNED   DEBATE.     [tHIRD   NIGTIT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2 let  January.] — 
[See  page  92.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

BURMAH  (MILITARY   OPERATIONS)  — 
INCIDENCE  OF  COST. 

Mr.  HTJNTEE,  in  rising  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  add,  at  the  end  of 
the  6th  paragraph,  the  words — 

"But  this  House  humbly  expresses  to  Her 
Majesty  their  regret  that  the  Revenues  of  India 
have  been  applied  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
military  operations  carriea  on  in  the  Kingdom 
ofAva,  without  the  consent  of  Parliament  as 
required  by  'The  Government  of  India  Act, 
1868, '  " 

Baid,  Ihe  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  made  an  appeal  to  the  House 
on  Thursday  night  to  close  the  debate 
on  the  Address,  and  in  the  course  of 
that  appeal  addressed  a  suggestion  to 
him  (Mr.  Hunter)  that  he  should  bring 
on  this  subject  at  a  later  stage ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  scope  and  terms  of  the 
Amendment.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  him  to  speak  under  the  impression 
tbat  the  Amendment  was  one  to  chal- 
lenge the  policy  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  war  of  annexation  in  Bur- 
mah.  That  was  not  the  object  of  the 
Amendment.  It  related  to  only  one  of 
the  queetions  which  arose  out  of  the  ac- 

VOL.  OOOII.      [thibd  sbries.] 


tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Burmah  ;  but  the  question  was  wider 
than  the  Burmese  Question,  and  raised 
an  issue  of  the  most  important  character 
with  regard  to  the  exercise  of  a  real  and 
effective  control  by  that  House  over  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government  of 
India.  What  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  question  came  before 
the  House  ?  When  the  last  Parliament 
was  prorogued,  no  indication  had  been 
given  to  the  country  of  any  difficulties  in 
connection  with  King  Theebaw,  which 
were  to  end  with  the  appropriation  of 
his  Kingdom  ;  but  when  the  new  Parlia- 
ment met,  it  was  announced  that  a  terri- 
tory, the  exact  limits  of  which  it  might 
be  difficult  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  define,  but  which  was  generally 
supposed  to  cover  an  area  nearly  as  large 
as  the  whole  of  France — that  that  terri- 
tory had  been  added  to  the  Empire. 
He  did  not  discuss  at  that  moment  the 
policy  of  the  annexation.  Ho  did  not 
ask  whether  it  was  in  accordance  with 
those  principles  of  international  morality 
that  ought  to  govern  the  conduct  of 
every  great  nation ;  but  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that,  whether  it  was  right  op 
wrong,  it  was  one  that  involved  gravo 
and  far-reaching  consequences.  He  be- 
lieved, when  a  union  of  two  distinct  races 
under  one  Government  was  attempted 
to  be  formed,  that  union  would  meet 
with  the  most  happy  results  if  it  was  a 
union  founded  upon  mutual  consent  and 
mutual  interest;  but  they  had  this  re- 
markable fact — that  a  great  territory  had 
been  added  to  this  Empire  without  the 
consent  of  the  people  of  Burmah,  and 
without  the  consent  of  the  people  of 
England;  nor  did  he  think  that  the 
transactions  which  had  recently  taken 
place  in  Burmah  were  calculated  in  any 
remarkable  degree  to  win  the  affections 
and  love  of  her  people.  No  doubt, 
there  were  expressions  in  the  despatches 
of  military  officers,  suggesting  and  in- 
dicating that  they  had  the  consent  of  the 
people ;  but  these  statements  were  not  in 
harmony  with  the  principles  of  human 
nature.  It  might  be  considered  by  some 
persons  to  show  very  bad  taste  on  the 
part  of  the  Burmese  people ;  but  tho 
Burmese  people,  like  all  other  peoples, 
would,  he  submitted,  rather  bear  the 
vices  of  their  Native  Rulers  than  the  vir- 
tues of  foreign  officials.  Ihis  annexa- 
tion had  been  carried  into  effect  by  a 
Government  with  respect  to  which  he 
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I  cannot  pronounce  the  Native  name  for 
that  body. 

"  At  several  points,  however  —  Bhamo, 
Tagaing,  Slwebo,  Ava,  Upper  Ghindwin, 
Lower  Ghindwin,  and  Myodaung  —  we  have 
military  detachments  stationed,  with  Civil  offi- 
cers in  attendance.  At  present  the  country  is 
still  under  military  occupation." 

Mr.  Bernard  goes  on  to  say  that — 

'*  The  rebels  taken  in  arms  on  the  field  are 
liable  to  be  shot ;  no  one  is  to  be  shot  or  pun- 
ished by  Civil  officers  otherwise  than  after  trial. 
In  districts  nominally  under  the  Burmese 
Supreme  Council  sentences  of  death  cannot  be 
carried  out  by  Native  officials  otherwise  than 
on  the  responsibility  of,  and  after  trial  by,  the 
Civil  officers  who  may  be  nearest  the  ground. 
The  prisoners  punished  under  martial  law  by 
the  Provost  Marshal  or  any  of  the  officers  do 
not  come  under  the  Civil  officer's  cognizance 
while  the  country  is  under  military  occupation. 
My  hope  is  that  in  a  few  weeks*  time  I  may  be 
in  a  position  to  post  Civil  officers,  only  backed 
by  troops,  in  the  remaining  districts  of  the 
country." 

That  is  all  the  information  I  have  in  my 
possession  with  reference  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  on  the  Paper. 
With  regard  to  the  Questions  asked  me 
on  Friday,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
information  in  my  possession  is  far  from 
satisfactory.  The  Viceroy  telegraphs  to 
me  that  it  is  clear  that  the  Provost  Mar- 
shal has  proceeded  in  a  most  unjusti- 
fiable manner ;  at  any  rate,  in  one  case. 
That  alludes  to  the  case  where  evidence 
was  sought  to  be  extorted  by  placing  a 
prisoner  apparently  under  the  fire  of 
soldiers.  The  Viceroy  says  he  has  tele- 
graphed to  General  Prendergast  direct- 
ing that  if  a  primd  facie  case  is  made 
out  against  the  Provost  Marshal  on 
either  of  the  counts  mentioned,  he  and 
other  officers  implicated  are  to  be  sus- 
pended from  their  fimctions,  and,  if 
proved  to  be  guilty,  to  be  visited  with 
the  severest  penalty.  Mr.  Bernard  tele- 
graphs from  Eangoon  to  the  Viceroy 
that  he  is  still  investigating  or  asking 
for  information  at  Mandalayas  to  the 
allegations  with  regard  to  the  Provost 
Marshal  photographing  prisoners  under 
execution.  With  regard  to  the  second 
point,  Mr.  Bernard  says — 

**It  is  true  that  the  Provost  Marshal  did 
place  a  man  suspected  of  treasonable  corres- 
pondence in  fear  of  instant  death,  in  order  to 
induce  him  to  give  information  which  would 
have  criminated  two  members  of  the  Burmese 
Durbar.  On  hearing  of  this,  I  pointed  out  to 
the  Provost  Marshal  that  evidence  extorted  was 
valueless,  and  that  it  was  contrary  to  all 
law  "— 

LordBandolph  Churchill 
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[Cries  of  '*  Oh,  oh !  "  from  ike  Home 
jRulers  and  cries  of  ** Order!"] — I  am 
giving  the  House  the  best  information 
I  can — 

**  to  extort  evidence  by  moral  torture.  I  re- 
quested that  similar  proceedings  might  not 
recur." 

The  result  of  the  Viceroy's  telegrams 
would  undoubtedly  be  that  the  Provost 
Marshal  will  be  suspended,  and  the  closest 
and  most  rigorous  investigation  will  be 
made  into  the  officer's  conduct ;  and  if  it 
should  turn  out  that  he  had  so  disgraced 
the  Queen's  Army,  I  make  no  doubt 
whatsoever  that,  in  the  Viceroy's  words, 
''the  most  exemplary  punishment  will  be 
meted  out  to  him." 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked, 
whether  Burmese  resisting  the  conquest 
of  their  country  were  to  be  treated  as 
rebels — to  be  treated  as  rebels  taken  in 
arms ;  and,  further,  whether,  in  case  of 
such  a  jurisdiction  being  exercised  by 
the  Military  authorities,  the  noble  Lord 
would  direct  some  record  of  these  trials 
to  be  kept,  so  that  so-called  rebels 
should  not  be  shot  without  any  record  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
I  imagine  that  when  King  Theebaw  and 
the  Burmese  Army  surrendered  it  was 
held  by  the  Military  authorities  that 
regular  military  resistance  had  come  to 
an  end.  The  Military  authorities  are 
occupied  now  in  putting  down  what  is 
called  dacoity,  which  is  another  word 
for  brigandage.  The  daooits  are  bands 
of  armed  men,  who  did  not  attack  the 
British  troops,  but  who  attacked  the 
Burmese  villagers,  burnt  their  houses, 
and  plundered  the  towns.  As  long  as 
the  country  was  in  military  ocoupatioQ 
the  dacoits  would  be  tried  by  Martial 
Law  if  taken  in  the  field  and  red- 
handed  ;  but  in  districts  where  the  Eng- 
lish Civil  officer  has  troops  under  hia 
command,  then  I  imagine  dacoity  will 
be  put  down  by  the  Civil  officer's  Court, 
according  to  the  form  of  the  English 
law.  Becords  will,  of  course,  be  kept 
of  all  proceedings  of  this  kind. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  I  shall  take  the  ear- 
liest opportunity  of  calling  attention  to 
this  very  important  question. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked,  whether  orders 
had  been  given  to  stop  the  shooting  of 
prisoners  taken  in  arms  in  Durmah  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  The  noble  Lord, 
in  his  first  answer,  spoke  of  *'  rebels," 
and  in  his  second  answer  he  spoke  of 
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dacoits.  I  beg  to  aak  whether  daooits 
and  rebels  are  synonymous  terms  ? 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL : 
I  believe  I  did  not  use  the  word  rebels. 
With  reg^ard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eoscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly), 
Mr.  Bernard  telegraphs  to  the  Viceroy 
in  the  following  words; — 

"Certain  pretender  had  razed  yiUages  and 
oommitted  other  crimes.  He  was  captured  by 
Burmese  officers,  and  sent  to  Mandalay  for  trial. 
The  pretender  admitted  the  truth  of  the  charges, 
but  said  he  was  not  aiming  at  the  Throne  of 
Mandalay,  but  at  the  Throne  of  one  of  the  Shan 
States.  The  trial  was  conducted  by  the  Bur- 
mese Supreme  Court,  and  the  prisoner  was 
sentenced  to  death ;  but  the  British  authorities 
had  pointed  out  that  if  execution  were  to  take 
place  they  must  have  evidence  themselves,  as 
thev  could  not  execute  on  the  strength  of  the 
decision  of  the  Burmese  Supreme  Court." 

It  was  further  pointed  out  that  if  the 
facts  of  the  charges  were  proved,  the 
life  of  the  pretender  would  be  forfeited. 
Oolonel  Sladen  had  agreed  to  conduct 
further  [inquiry  personally.  I  have  not 
heard  tlie  result ;  but  I  will  make  fur- 
ther inquiry. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked,  would  the 
noble  Lord  consider  the  propriety  of 
laying  Papers  on  the  Table  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  will  lay  all  the  information  possible  on 
the  Table,  and  as  quickly  as  possible. 

INDIA— THE    UNCOVENANTED    CIVIL 

SERVICE. 

Mb.  Sebjbant  SIMON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  any 
Btepa  have  been  taken  to  remedy  the 
grieyances  of  the  uncoven anted  Civil 
Senrants  of  India,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Memorial  presented  by  them  to  the  In- 
dian Government  two  years  ago  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Lord 
RAin)0LPH  Chubohill),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  seen  any  Memorial  from  the 
Indian  police,  who,  he  understood^  were 
the  Civil  Servants  alluded  to.  If  those 
officers  had  g^evances,  they  would  be 
included  in  the  Indian  Committee,  which 
he  wished  very  much  to  see  appointed. 

SALE   OP   INTOXICATING    LIQUORS- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  T.  WATSON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  When  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  introduce  their  mea- 
sures dealing  with  the  Sale  of  Intoxicat- 
ing Liquors  and  the  Licensing  system  ? 


The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  any  proposals  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  to  make  for 
the  purpose  of  dealing  with  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  and  the  licensing 
system  will  be,  so  far  as  I  know,  em- 
bodied in  the  Coimty  Government  Bill, 
I  do  not  think  I  can  give  any  further 
answer  than  that. 

SEED  SUPPLY  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
FOURTH  INSTALMENT  OP  RATE  — 
POSTPONEMENT  OF  PAYMENT. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If,  in  consideration  of  the  difficul- 
ties caused  by  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion,  he  would  permit  such  unions  as 
might  apply  for  more  time  to  defer  the 
payment  of  the  fourth  and  last  instal- 
ment of  the  Seed  Rate  for  another  twelve 
months  ? 

StB  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  (who 
replied)  said,  this  was  more  a  Question 
for  the  Treasury  than  for  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary. He  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  to  postpone  it  for  a 
few  days. 

INDUSTRIES  AND  SALMON  FISHERIES 
(IRELAND)— THE  SELECT  COMMIT. 
TEES— RE-APPOINTMENT. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  Mr.  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  regard  to  the 
recommendation  made  by  the  Select 
Committees  on  Irish  Industries  and  Irish 
Salmon  Fisheries  at  the  close  of  the  last 
Parliament,  Whether  the  Government 
intend  to  move  for  the  appointment  of 
Select  Committees  to  carry  on  and  con- 
clude the  inquiries  in  question  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  eaid,  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  assent  to  a  Mo- 
tion for  the  re-appointment  of  these  Com- 
mittees. 

ENGLAND  AND  GREECE— COLLECTIVE 
NOTE  OF  THE  EUROPEAN   POWERS. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  wish  to  put 
to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  not  been  able  to  g^ve  him  Notice, 
but  which  I  hope  he  will  be  able  to  an- 
swer. It  is,  Whether  the  telegrams 
which  appear  in  this  morning's  papers 
to  the  effect  that  a  communication  has 
been  addressed  by  Sir  Horace  Rumbold, 
our  Minister  at  Athens,  to  the  Greek 
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Prime  Minister,  on  behalf  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury, in  wliioh  there  is  alleged  to  be 
contained  a  threat  in  regard  to  the  action 
of  the  British  Fleet,  are  correct  ?  Per- 
haps, also,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wiU  be  able  to  give  to  the  House  the 
terms  of  such  communication — if  any 
such  communication  has  been  made; 
and,  if  not,  perhaps  he  will  say  whether 
the  telegrams  are  substantially  accu- 
rate? 

The  under  SECRET ARYop  STATE 
(Mr.  Botjrke)  :  In  answer  to  the  Question 
of  therighthon.  Gentleman,  Ihave  to  state 
that,  at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  the  six  Great  Powers  pre- 
sented a  Collective  Note  to  Greece  yes- 
terday, intimating  that  a  naval  attack 
by  Greece  upon  the  Ottoman  Empire 
would  not  be  permitted.  No  answer  to 
that  Collective  Note  has  been  received 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  has  not  answered  my  Question. 
The  telegrams  speak  of  a  special  com- 
munication presented  by  Sir  Horace 
Rumbold  on  behalf  of  England,  and  not 
of  a  Collective  Note  presented  by  the  six 
Powers.  I  wish  to  know  whether  any 
such  special  communication  has  been 
made  by  the  English  Minister;  and 
whether,  if  so,  it  contains  a  direct  threat 
that  the  British  Fleet  will  be  sent  to 
Athens  to  prevent  any  naval  movement 
on  the  part  of  Greece  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  I  am  sorry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  me  Notice 
of  this  Question.  I  do  not  think  that, 
in  a  matter  of  this  importance,  I  should 
be  justified  in  stating  more  than  I  have 
done.  What  I  have  stated  is  perfectly 
accurate  ;  and  it  contains  all  tne  infor- 
mation I  am  instructed  to  lay  before  the 
House  at  the  present  moment. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  repeat  my  Question 
to-morrow. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— CONDITION  OF  IRELAND. 
Lobd  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  wish 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
a  Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice— namely.  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  contemplate  pro- 
ceeding  de  die  in  diem  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  New  Rules  of  Procedure ;  or 
whether  they  will  suspend  any  such  dis* 
cussionB   for  the  production   of  mea- 
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sures  dealing  with  the  condition  of  Ire* 
land? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  In  reply  to  my  noble  Friend,  I 
may  remind  him  that  when  I  stated  it 
was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  GK>- 
vemment  to  ask  the  House  to  give 
special  facilities  for  the  discussion  of  the 
New  Rules  of  Procedure,  I  added  that  it 
was  subject  to  the  intervention  of  any 
specially  urgent  or  important  Business. 
Any  legislative  proposals  in  regard  to 
Ireland  of  the  nature  referred  to  by  me 
on  Thursday  last,  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  think  it  their  duty 
to  make,  could  not  properly  be  delayed, 
as  my  noble  Friend  seems  to  fancy. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Lobd  CHARLES  BERESFORD:  I 
wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  Notice,  having  regard  to 
rumours  which  have  been  lately  circu- 
lated as  to  the  future  control  of  the 
Police  Force  in  Ireland.  I  beg  to  ask. 
Whether  the  Government  will  give  an 
assurance  that  the  Royal  Irisn  Con- 
stabulary will  be  maintained  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted — an  Imperial  force  f 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  In  reply  to  my  noble  Friend,  I 
really  cannot  understand  how  any  doubt 
could  have  arisen  as  to  the  attitude  or 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  this  subject.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  speaking  in  **  another  place '' 
a  few  days  ago,  denounced  m  the 
strongest  terms  any  proposal  to  hand 
over  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  to 
any  other  control  or  authority  than  that 
which  at  present  exists.  He  spoke  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  with  the  full  concurrence  of  his 
Colleagues. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  NEW  RULES  OP 
PROCEDURE. 

Mb.  RAIKES  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  inconvenience  that  would 
arise  in  the  conduct  of  Public  Business 
in  the  event  of  the  first  Resolution  re- 
specting Parliamentary  Procedure  being 
affirmed,  and  the  second  Resolution 
being  subsequently  rejected  by  tlds 
House,  he  would  consent  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  former  until  the 
House  had  arrived  at  a  decision  npon 
the  latter  proposal  ? 


821     Addresi  tn  Amwer         {  Jantjary  25,  1886}        to  the  Queen^s  Speech.        322 


The  OHANOELLOR  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUER :  I  should  wish  to  coDsider  any 
suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  that  care  to  which  it  is  en- 
titled ;  but  the  Government  has  placed 
the  Rules  on  the  Paper  in  the  order 
which  they  thought  would  be  most  con- 
venient, and  at  present  I  see  no  reason 
for  departing  from  that  order. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  the  event  of  these 
Rules  being  proposed  in  the  order  in 
which  they  stand,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  move  the  Previous  Question 
in  respect  to  the  first  Resolution,  and 
that  I  shall  move  the  rejection  of  the 
second. 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 


ADDRESS    IN   ANSWER   TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.     [tHIRD  NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2l8t  January."] — 
[See  page  92.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

BURMAH  (MILITARY   OPERATIONS)  — 
INCIDENCE  OF  COST. 

Mk.  HUNTER,  in  rising  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  add,  at  the  end  of 
the  6th  paragraph,  the  words — 

"  But  this  House  humbly  expresses  to  Her 
Hajesty  Uieir  regret  that  the  Revenues  of  India 
have  been  applied  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
military  operations  carried  on  in  the  Kingdom 
of  Ava,  without  the  consent  of  Parliament  as 
required  by  'The  Government  of  India  Act, 
1868,'" 

said,  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  made  an  appeal  to  the  House 
on  Thursday  night  to  close  the  debate 
on  the  Address,  and  in  the  course  of 
that  appeal  addressed  a  suggestion  to 
him  (Mr.  Hunter)  that  he  should  bring 
on  this  subject  at  a  later  stage ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  scope  and  terms  of  the 
Amendment.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  him  to  speak  under  the  impression 
that  the  Amendment  was  one  to  chal- 
lenge the  policy  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  war  of  annexation  in  Bur- 
mah.  That  was  not  the  object  of  the 
Amendment.  It  related  to  only  one  of 
the  questions  which  arose  out  of  the  ac- 

VOL.   OCOn.        [tHIED    8BBIE8.] 


tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Burmah ;  but  the  question  was  wider 
than  the  Burmese  Question,  and  raised 
an  issue  of  the  most  important  character 
with  regard  to  the  exercise  of  a  real  and 
effective  control  by  that  House  over  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government  of 
India.  What  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  question  came  before 
the  House  ?  When  the  last  Parliament 
was  prorogued,  no  indication  had  been 
given  to  the  country  of  any  difficulties  in 
connection  with  King  Theebaw,  which 
were  to  end  with  the  appropriation  of 
his  Kingdom ;  but  when  the  new  Parlia- 
ment met,  it  was  announced  that  a  terri- 
tory, the  exact  limits  of  which  it  might 
be  difficult  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  define,  but  which  was  generally 
supposed  to  cover  an  area  nearly  as  large 
as  the  whole  of  France — that  that  terri- 
tory had  been  added  to  the  Empire. 
He  did  not  discuss  at  that  moment  the 
policy  of  the  annexation.  Ho  did  not 
ask  whether  it  was  in  accordance  with 
those  principles  of  international  morality 
that  ought  to  govern  the  conduct  of 
every  great  nation  ;  but  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that,  whether  it  was  right  op 
wrong,  it  was  one  that  involved  gravo 
and  far-reaching  consequences.  He  be- 
lieved, when  a  union  of  two  distinct  races 
under  one  Government  was  attempted 
to  be  formed,  that  union  would  meet 
with  the  most  happy  results  if  it  was  a 
union  founded  upon  mutual  consent  and 
mutual  interest;  but  they  had  this  re- 
markable fact — that  a  great  territory  had 
been  added  to  this  Empire  without  the 
consent  of  the  people  of  Burmah,  and 
without  the  consent  of  the  people  of 
England;  nor  did  he  think  that  the 
transactions  which  had  recently  taken 
place  in  Burmah  were  calculated  in  any 
remarkable  degree  to  win  the  affections 
and  love  of  her  people.  No  doubt, 
there  were  expressions  in  the  despatches 
of  military  officers,  suggesting  and  in- 
dicating that  they  had  the  consent  of  the 
people ;  but  these  statements  were  not  in 
harmony  with  the  principles  of  human 
nature.  It  might  be  considered  by  some 
persons  to  show  very  bad  taste  on  the 
part  of  the  Burmese  people;  but  the 
Burmese  people,  like  all  other  people?, 
would,  he  submitted,  rather  bear  the 
vices  of  their  Native  Bulers  than  the  vir- 
tues of  foreign  officials.  This  annexa- 
tion had  been  carried  into  effect  by  a 
Government  with  respect  to  which  he 
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would  not  employ  any  disparaging  epi- 
thet ;  but  of  which  it  could  not  be  de- 
nied that  it  did  not  possess,  either  in 
this  or  the  last  Parliament,  that  degree 
or  kind  of  support  which  was  the  usual 
basis  of  a  firm  Administration.  It  was  a 
Ooyernment  that  represented  a  minority 
in  England,  and  that  had  met  over- 
whelming defeat  in  Ireland,  Scotland,  and 
Wales.  Those  facts  alone,  he  thought, 
would  justify  some  objection ;  but  his 
specific  complaint  was  that  this  action 
had  been  taken  in  disregard  of  the  very 
statutory  provisions  which  were  intended 
to  secure  to  Parliament  the  control  over 
transactions  that  might  compromise  the 
safety  and  well-being  of  the  Empire. 
The  words  of  the  55th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1858  were— 

"  Except  for  preventing  or  repelling  actual 
invasion  of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions, 
or  under  other  sadden  and  urgent  necessity,  the 
Bevenues  of  India  shall  not,  without  the  consent 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  be  applicable  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  any  Military  operation 
carried  on  beyond  the  external  frontiers  of  such 
Possessions  by  Her  Majesty's  Forces  charged 
upon  such  Hevenues." 

Let  him  remind  the  House  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  provision  was 
introduced  into  law.  When,  in  1858, 
the  Crown  took  over  the  direct  Govern- 
ment of  India,  it  was  found  necessary  to 
permit  a  departure  from  Constitutional 
principles,  and  to  sanction  in  the 
Indian  Department  a  separate  purse, 
not  imder  the  direct  control  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  That  was  a  necessary 
exception,  not  entirely  free  from  danger. 
The  danger  was  perceived,  and  it  was 
met  by  a  proposal  emanating  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  ac- 
cepted by  the  late  Lord  Derby  upon  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  the  day,  and 
that  proposal  was  embodied  in  the  sec- 
tion which  he  had  read.  The  object  of 
the  section  was  thus  described  by  Lord 
Derby,  who  said — 

'*  The  same  constitutional  check,  therefore, 
was  imposed  upon  the  Grown  with  regard  to 
troops  serving  in  India  which  was  imposed 
with  respect  to  troops  serving  in  every  other 
part  of  the  globe.  If  the  clause  were  not 
agreed  to,  it  would  be  perfectly  competent  for 
any  unconstitutional  Sovereign'* — 

and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to,  commenting  on  the  speech,  added, 
'^  or  nnconstitntional  Minister  " — 

**  to  employ  the  whole  of  the  Revenues  and 
troops  of  India  for  any  purpose  whidi  the 
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Crown  might  direct,  without  the  nooeesity  of 
g^ing  to  Parliament  for  the  advance  of  a  single 
shilling.*'— (3  Hansard,  [151]  1697-8.) 

Two  great  interests  were  intended  to  be 
safeguarded  by  that  provision.  There 
was  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, and  there  was  the  interest  of  the 
people  of  India.  It  was  necessary  to 
protect  the  liberties  of  this  country 
against  what  might  occur  under  an  un- 
constitutional Minister.  If  that  provi- 
sion were  not  law,  there  would  be 
nothing  to  hinder  a  Minister,  of  his  own 
choice,  without  the  knowledge  or  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament,  from  bringing  over 
an  Army  of  Sepoys,  and  bringing  them, 
not  only  to  the  Mediterranean,  but  to 
this  country,  and  also  as  far  as  Dublin 
and  Tipperary.  It  was  necessary,  also, 
to  protect  the  Indian  Exchequer  from 
the  predatory  attacks  of  selfish  interests. 
They  learned  from  the  newspapers  that 
the  Native  Press  of  India,  with  almost 
entire  imanimity,  condemned  the  action 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Bur- 
mah.  There  could  be  little  doubt  that 
if  the  consent  of  the  Indian  people  were 
required  for  the  expenditure  of  their 
own  money,  not  a  single  shilling  could 
have  been  obtained  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Burmese  War.  Was  that  not  an 
important  consideration  for  the  judg- 
ment of  that  House,  if  it  was  call^ 
upon  to  sanction  such  an  expenditure  ? 
But  the  money  had  been  spent  without 
giving  to  that  House  any  opportunity 
of  estimating  the  justice  or  wisdom  of 
the  course  that  had  been  pursued ;  and 
by-and-by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  or  his  Successor, 
would  come  down  and  ask  the  House 
to  sanction  that  which  had  been  done, 
and  which  could  not  be  undone.  The 
House  might  possibly,  if  the  question 
were  open  to  it,  hesitate  before,  in 
the  present  unsatisfactory  state  of  the 
finances  of  India,  it  would  impose  any 
additional  burden  upon  the  Indian 
people,  either  for  {he  purpose  of  a  war 
of  annexation,  or  for  the  cost  of  admi- 
nistering a  Province  which  it  was  now 
admitted  would  not  pay  its  way.  The 
Act  of  1858,  and,  in  particular,  the  pro- 
vision to  which  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  nad 
alluded,  had  been  the  subject  of  discus- 
sion in  that  House.  In  the  Autumn 
Session  of  1878  his  lamented  Friend 
the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  moved  an  Amend* 
ment  to  the  Motion  to  sanction  an  expen- 
diture from  the  Bevenuea  of  India  upon 


325 


Majesty*B  Most 


{January  25,  1886}  Graetous  Speech,  326 


the  war  in  Afghanistan;  and  in  the 
coarse  of  that  debate  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers took  occasion  to  point  out  that  the 
Oovernment,  in  that  war,  had  pursued 
an  illegal  course,  and  it  was  illegal  be- 
cause it  was  without  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  seconded 
the  Amendment,  and  stated  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Government  had  clearly 
broken  the  Act  of  Parliament.  That 
view  was  supported  bj  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  and  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan),  and  generally  by  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench.  But  they  were 
overpowered  by  numbers  when  it  came 
to  the  vote ;  for  the  Government  of  that 
day  possessed  a  large  majority  in  that 
House.  The  Government  were  driven, 
in  order  to  justify  themselves,  to  main- 
tain the  proposition  that  the  consent  of 
Parliament  need  not  be  given  before 
the  expenditure  was  incurred,  but  that 
it  was  sufficient  if  that  sanction  was  given 
afterwards.  However,  that  contention 
was  thoroughly  pulverized  in  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to  whom 
he  had  referred.  Such  a  construction 
took  away  from  the  Act  all  its  virtue 
and  effect.  It  would  deprive  Parlia- 
ment of  the  power  of  control  over  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, and  would  leave  them  the  barren 
privilege  of  consenting  to  an  irrevocable 
act,  or  the  equally  barren  privilege  of 
dissenting  from  it.  Moreover,  the  ex- 
ceptions which  were  mentioned  in  the 
section  itself  clearly  proved  that  pre- 
vious consent — the  only  consent  that 
had  any  meaning — was  intended,  be- 
cause the  section  specified  certain  cases 
where  the  previous  consent  might  not 
be  required.  There  were  exceptions 
provided  for,  such  as  to  prevent  or  repel 
an  actual  invasion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions,  or  under  other  sudden  and 
urgent  necessity.  When  the  Indian 
Empire  was  in  danger  the  Government 
were  empowered  to  act  promptly,  with- 
out waiting  for  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. Had  there  been  any  danger 
in  the  present  case  ?  He  thought  not ; 
indeed^  it  would  be  impossible  to  con- 
ceive any  case  where  there  was  less 
danger  to  the  Empire  of  India  than 
f^om  the  Kingdom  of  Ava.  It  was  a 
Kingdom  separated  from  the  sea  by  a 


British  Province,  and  all  importations  of 
arms  or  ammunition  must  pass  through 
British  Custom  Houses.  The  Govern- 
ment of  India,  very  properly,  he  thought, 
took  advantage  of  its  position,  and  pre- 
vented the  importation  of  arms  and 
ammunition.  The  consequence  was  that, 
in  a  military  sense,  for  years  past  the 
Kingdom  of  Ava  had  been  entirely  at 
our  mercy.  With  regard  to  the  other 
exception,  had  there  been  any  sudden  or 
urgent  necessity?  The  annexation  of 
Burmah  was  not  a  new  idea.  It  had 
not  occurred  to  the  minds  of  our  officials 
in  India  for  the  first  time  since  Parlia- 
ment was  prorogued.  For  many  years 
there  had  been  an  Annexation  Party, 
not  only  among  the  merchants  of  Ran- 
goon, but  also  in  the  ranks  of  the  Go- 
vernment Service.  So  far  back  as  1869 
there  was  a  protest  addressed  to  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Burmah,  warning 
him  not  to  pursue  such  a  course  of  con- 
duct with  respect  to  the  King  of  Ava  as 
would  result  in  annexation.  This  much 
was  gathered  from  a  letter  addressed  by 
Lord  Mayo  to  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Burmah,  in  which  he  warned  him 
against  aggressive  tendencies.  The  let- 
ter was  dated  the  1 1th  of  January,  1869 ; 
and  in  it  Lord  Mayo  said,  from  certain 
expressions  he  had  observed  in  some  of 
the  letters  of  the  Chief  Commissioner,  it 
occurred  to  him  that  it  was  possible  that 
the  views  of  the  officers  of  the  Commis- 
sion as  regarded  British  policy  in  Bur- 
mah did  not  altogether  agree  with  those 
entertained  by  the  Government  of  India. 
Lest  there  should  be  the  slightest  mic- 
apprehension,  Lord  Mayo  said — 

^*  I  think  it  my  duty  to  inform  you  that  lam 
wholly  opposed  to  any  interference  in  the  affairs 
of  foreign  States  that  can  he  hy  any  honourable 
means  avoided.  The  future  annexation  of 
Burmah,  or  any  of  its  adjacent  States,  is  not  an 
event  which  1  either  contemplate  or  desire.  On 
the  contrary,  I  should  view  with  extreme  regret 
and  disapproval  any  course  of  action  that  would 
impose  upon  the  British  Government  the  neces- 
sity of  occupation,  or  of  assuming,  even  in  a 
temporary  manner,  the  government  of  any  of 
the  States  lying  adjacent  to  the  Provinces  now 
in  your  charge." 

In  1881  a  more  determined  attempt  was 
made  by  the  Annexationist  Party  to 
force  the  hand  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment in  order  to  bring  about  an  armed 
intervention.  The  cry  then  was  that 
King  Theebaw  had  granted  monopolies 
that  were  injurious  to  British  trade.  It 
turned  out,   ultimately,  that  the  only 
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monopoly  of  any  importance  that  was 
given  was  in  the  article  of  **  cutch,"  and 
that  that  monopoly  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  Bombay-Burmah  Trading  Corpora- 
tion, the  very  same  Company  which  had 
now  supplied  the  annexationists  with 
that  which  they  desired,  in  foimding  a 
good  cry  for  intervention.     The  only 
other  matter  that  was  at  all  new  in  the 
position  of  Burmah  was  in  respect  to 
the  controversy  between  the  King  of 
Burmah  and  this  Bombay  Corporation. 
He  would  not  enter  into  that  question, 
or  express   any  opinion   as    to   which 
party    was  right    or  wrong.     But   he 
would  ask  the  House  to  consider  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  transaction 
that  could  be  construed  into  any  sudden 
and  urgent  necessity  for  military  opera- 
tions.    In  the  first  place,  suppose  it  had 
come  to  the  worst,  and  that  the  decree 
of  KiDg  Theebaw,  of  which  the  Bom- 
bay Corporation  complained,  had  been 
executed,    it    could    only    have    given 
rise    to  a    claim  for    damages,   which 
might    probably   have    been    properly 
pressed  by    the    Indian    Government; 
but  that  Government  did  not  appear  to 
have  been  very  anxious  to  settle  the 
difficulty.      It  was    proposed    by    the 
British  Government  to  refer  this  ques- 
tion to  arbitration.    But  to  what  arbi- 
tration ?    The  arbitrator  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Viceroy.     That  was  a 
new  idea  of  arbritration.     He  had  never 
before  heard  of  an  arbitration  in  which 
one  of  the  parties  had  the  right  to  select 
the  Judge.     He  could  scarcely  conceive 
with  what  object  this  form  of  arbitra- 
tion was  put  forward,  except  with  the 
certainty  that  it  would  be  refused.    If 
the  manner  in  which  King  Theebaw 
had  been  treated  was  to  be  imitated, 
and  the  British  Government  was  to  act 
upon  the  principles  which  had  been  ap- 
plied to  Burmah  in  dealing  with  other 
States,  they  could  not  be  surprised  if 
the  Sovereigns  of    other    States  took 
warning,  and  were  chary  of  bestowing 
concessions  and  privileges  upon  British 
subjects.    But,  so  far  from  this  contro- 
versy coming  within  the  category  of  a 
sudden  and  urgent  necessity  menacing 
the  British  Empire,  it  appeared  that  the 
controversy  could  have    been    settled. 
That  was  evident  from  a  letter  written 
by  Mr.  Jones,  the  agent  or  representa- 
tive of   the  Bombay  Company,  to  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Burmah,  dated 
the  21st  of  September  last  year.    He 
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said  he  could  have  settled  the  question, 
and  it  would  have  been  in  the  interests 
of  the  Company,  in  a  pecuniary  sense, 
to  have  settled  it;  but,  haviug  been 
assisted  in  the  way  they  had  been  by  the 
Government,  he  was  not  going  to  do  it. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  : 
The  date  of  that  letter,  please  ? 

Mb.  HUNTER  :  The  21st  September. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Is  it  in  the  Blue  Book  ? 

Mr.  hunter  said,  it  was  a  letter 
published  in  The  Tvnes.  It  was  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Burmah,  and  was  an  official 
communication.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  if  an  illustration  had  been  desired 
to  point  a  moral,  and  to  show  the  ne- 
cessity for  the  Constitutional  safeguards 
that  were  provided  by  the  Act  of  1858, 
a  better  illustration  could  not  have  been 
found  than  this  annexation.  To  make 
a  military  promenade  up  to  Mandalay 
was  an  easy  thing.  To  issue  a  Proclama- 
tion of  Annexation  was  easier  still.  But 
that  step,  once  taken,  was  very  hard  to 
retrace.  If  Parliament  was  to  exercise 
its  judgment  on  the  important  and  grave 
issues  that  were  submitted  to  it,  it  ought 
to  be  able  to  preserve  that  judgment 
unfettered  by  acts  that  could  not  be  re- 
called. There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  presence  of  an  English  Administra- 
tion in  Mandalay  closed  some  questions. 
But  it  opened  other  questions,  which 
might,  in  the  long  run,  prove  more 
serious  than  those  which  were  closed. 
No  one  could  study  the  history  of  the 
conquest  of  Burmah  by  this  country 
without  being  forced  to  this  conclusion 
— that  the  same  influence  and  forces 
which  had  driven  the  Government  to 
Mandalay  would  not  permit  it  to  rest 
there;  but  these  same  influences  and 
forces  would  sooner  or  later  bring  us 
into  collisiqn  with  the  Chinese  Empire. 
He  said  nothing  with  respect  to  the  com- 
plications looming  in  tiie  not  distant 
future  with  European  Powers.  Surely 
a  great  question,  so  vitally  affecting  the 
interests  of  this  country,  ougbt  not  to 
be  withdrawn  from  the  consideration  of 
Parliament.  It  was  to  secure  this  that 
Section  55  of  the  Act  of  1858  was  passed. 
It  was  a  section  of  great  value  to  the 
Englisji  people;  and  to  the  Indian 
people  it  was  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance that  that  House  should  exercise  a 
jealous  guardianship  over  their  rights 
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and  interests.  The  Act  of  1858,  and 
the  gracious  Proclamation  of  Her  Ma< 
jesty  in  the  same  year,  were  regarded 
by  the  people  of  India  as  their  Magna 
Charta,  The  provisions  of  that  Act  had 
been  violated.  He,  therefore,  asked  the 
House  to  adopt  the  Amendment  he  now 
moved,  in  order  to  maintain  the  law  and 
to  vindicate  its  own  statutory  rights  and 
Constitutional  powers. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  6th  paragraph,  to  add  the 
words — **  But  this  House  humbly  expresses  to 
Her  Majesty  their  regret  that  the  Revenues  of 
India  have  been  applied  to  defray  the  expenses 
of  the  military  operations  carried  on  in  the 
Kingdom  of  Ava,  without  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament as  required  by  *The  Government  of 
India  Act,  1858.*  ''—(Mr.  Hunter,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
bo  there  added." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BicDARD  Webster)  said,  he  was  sure 
that  hon.  Members  would  be  glad  to 
welcome  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  as  a 
participator  in  their  debates.  There 
were  many  subjects  on  which  the  great 
experience  and  learning  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  be  able  to  assist 
the  House ;  but  he  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral) must  confess  he  was  sorry  that  it 
should  have  fallen  to  the  lot  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  as  a  new  Member, 
to  move  the  present  Amendment;  be- 
cause he  (the  Attorney  General)  would 
venture  to  submit  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  somewhat  mis- 
understood the  restrictions  imposed  by 
the  Act  of  1858,  and  that,  under  existing 
circumstances,  there  could  not  be  any 
substantial  ground  for  the  Amendment. 
He  therefore  proposed,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  to  deal  with  the  legal 
argument  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  advanced,  and  then  to  say 
a  word  or  two  upon  some  of  the  general 
considerations  by  which  he  had  sup- 
ported his  Amendment.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Aberdeen 
had  been  arguing  before  the  House 
as  though,  by  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  it  had  already 
been  decided  that  the  expenses  of 
the  operations,  the  responsibility  of 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  fully 
recog^zed,  were  to  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
Bevenues  of  India.    He  (the  Attorney 


General)  begged  to  point  out  that  nothing 
of  the  kind  had  been  decided.  The 
question,  no  doubt,  might  be  raised,  as 
a  similar  question  was  raised  in  1878  by 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  Fawcett,  against 
charging  the  Eevenues  of  India  with  the 
expenses  of  the  operations  in  Afghan- 
istan. He  thought  a  few  minutes'  consi- 
deration would  show  hon.  Members,  even 
if  they  had  not  the  advantage  of  the  legal 
training  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen,  that  the  section  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
referred  imposed  certain  restrictions,  not 
one  of  which  had  been  in  any  way  neg- 
lected by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
argued  as  though  it  were  unjustifiable  in 
the  Government  to  go  to  war  without  the 
previous  consent  of  Parliament.  The 
same  question  was  raised  indirectly  in 
1878,  and  the  then  Attorney  General 
(Sir  John  Holker)  showed  that  that  was 
by  no  means  a  correct  construction  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  question  was 
involved  in  the  terms  of  the  d4th  section 
of  the  Act,  that  section  providing  that, 
when  an  order  was  sent  to  India  direct- 
ing the  actual  commencement  of  hostili- 
ties, the  fact  of  such  order  being  sent 
shoidd  be  communicated  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  within  three  months,  if 
they  were  sitting,  and,  if  they  were 
not,  within  one  month  after  the  next 
meeting  of  Parliament.  He  thought  he 
need  scarcely  point  out  that  two  alterna- 
tives were  contemplated  by  the  section — 
the  commencement  of  war  at  a  time  when 
the  House  was  sitting,  and  at  a  time 
when  the  House  was  not  sitting.  In  the 
latter  contingency,  which  applied  to  the 
present  case,  the  responsibility  of  those 
who  undertook  the  operations  was  to 
communicate  the  fact  to  Parliament  one 
month  after  the  meeting  of  Parliament. 
He  submitted,  therefore,  that  to  any- 
one who  was  capable  of  appreciating 
the  plain  language  of  the  section,  it  could 
not  have  been  passed  without  it  being 
in  the  contemplation  of  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  enactment 
that  war  might  be  declared  without 
the  consent  of  Parliament,  otherwise 
there  woidd  have  been  no  object  in  say- 
ing the  fact  should  be  communicated  to 
Parliament  within  a  month  after  its  next 
meeting.  Passing  on  to  Section  55,  he 
submitted  that  it  provided  for  a  state 
of  things  not  within  the  purview  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  Amend- 
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xnent.    It  enacted  tliat,  except  for  pre- 
venting or  repelling  actual  invasion  of 
our  Indian  Possessions,  the  Bevenues  of 
India  should  not,  without  the  consent  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  be  appli- 
cable to  defray  the  expense  of  any  mili- 
tary operations  carried  on  beyond  the 
frontiers  of  such  Possessions.     The  state 
of  circumstances  contemplated  by  the 
section    was    the    preventing    or    the 
repelling  of  invasion ;    but    what  was 
the  case  which  was  to  depend  on  this 
state  of  circumstances  ?    It   was  whe- 
ther the  HcTenues  of  India  should  or 
should  not  be  applicable  to  defray  the 
expense  of    military  operations.     The 
House  would  see,  therefore,  that  it  was 
not  a  question  of  whether  war  should 
be  undertaken  or  not.     The  hon.  and 
learned    Member,   no    doubt,  honestly 
wished  to  raise  a  great  question  ;  but  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  question  whether  war 
should  be,  or  should  not  be,  commenced, 
and  whether  military  operations  should 
be  undertaken,  rested  with  the  Advisers 
of  Her  Majesty  at  the  time,  and  it  was 
not  a  question  of  previously  obtaining 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.    The  hon. 
and   learned  Member,   in  his  Amend- 
ment, which  expressed  the  regret  of  the 
House  that  the  Bevenues  of  India  were 
to   be  employed   in  the  operations  in 
Burmah,   assumed  that    that   question 
had   already    been    determined    which 
must  be  submitted  to  the  House ;  and 
if  he  chose,  when  the  debate  arose  on 
the  question  as   to  how   the   expenses 
were  to  be  defrayed,  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity  of    raising    any    objection    he 
thought  proper  as  to  the  course  of  action 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
l3ut  ho  (the  Attorney  General)  trusted 
that  he  had  shown  the  House  that  the 
responsibility  of  beginning  the  military 
operations  was  to  bo  determined  by  Her 
Majesty's  Advisers,  subject  to  the  con- 
dition that  certain  communications  were 
to  be  made  to  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  the  addition  that  the  ques- 
tion as  to  how  such  expenses  should 
be  borne  should  be  governed   by  the 
decision  of  Parliament.     When  he  re- 
membered   that    this   question    practi- 
cally formed  the  subject  of  a  solemn 
debate  in  1878,  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  took  part,  and  when 
he  remembered  that  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  that  occasion  I 
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was  supported  by  a  majority  of  110,  and 
that  it  did  not  please  the  Party  opposite 
to  alter  the  law  during  the  five  years 
they  had  been  in  Office,  he  ventured  to 
think  that  Her  Majesty's  present  Ad- 
visers would  have  been  shirking  re- 
sponsibility if  they  had  hesitated  to  act 
under  the  circumstances,  because  they 
were  afraid  that  some  such  Motion  as 
this  would  be  brought  forward.  While 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  dis- 
claimed, at  the  beginning  of  his  speech, 
any  intention  to  call  in  question  the 
general  policy  of  the  Government,  he 
had  thought  fit  to  make  certain  state- 
ments which,  if  they  remained  unan- 
swered, might  seem  to  lead  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Government  had  acted 
indiscreetly  or  improperly.  It  was  no 
)  part  of  his  (the  Attorney  General's)  duty 
to  argue  whether  or  not  there  was  a 
sudden  or  urgent  necessity  in  this  case  ; 
but  no  one  who  would  candidly  read  the 
contents  of  the  Blue  Book,  instead  of 
referring  to  letters  in  The  Times,  and 
other  newspapers,  which  did  not  appear 
in  it,  could  doubt  that  there  was  a 
sudden  and  urgent  necessity  which  jus- 
tified the  action  of  the  Gt>vemment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  spoken  of 
the  Bombay  and  Burmah  Corporation  as 
though  it  was  a  body  which  merely  had 
some  claim  against  the  Burmese  Go- 
vernment which  might  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  arbitration.  For  20  years  the 
Bombay  and  Burmah  Corporation  had 
been  in  intimate  relations  with  the 
Burmese  Authorities.  The  dispute  be- 
gan by  suggestions  being  made  that  the 
Bombay  and  Burmah  Corporation  bad 
bribed  the  present  Governor  of  the  Pro- 
vince of  Ninghyan,  with  a  very  large 
bribe — namely,  six  lacs  of  rupees,  in 
order  to  cover  their  frauds.  Upon  that 
suggestion  being  at  once  challenged  the 
Burmese  officials  shifted  their  ground, 
and  alleged  that  the  Bombay  and  Bur- 
mah Corporation  had  not  paid  a  suffi- 
cient amount  under  the  leases  of  1880, 
and  that  they  had  defrauded  the  foresters 
who  had  been  in  their  employ.  He 
would  undertake  to  demonstrate  to  any 
hon.  Member  that  there  was  no  founda- 
tion for  either  of  those  charges.  When 
the  charges  were  made,  they  were  only 
supported  by  the  testimony  of  a  lew 
discharged  servants,  or  of  persons  acting 
under  the  compulsion  of  the  Burmese 
Government.  The  Bombay  and  Bor^ 
mah  Corporation  courted,  from  the  be- 


333 


Majedy*9  Most 


{  Jakqabt  25,  1886}  Graciotu  Speech,  334 


gioDing,  a  thorongh  inyeetigation  of 
the  charges  made  against  them ;  but 
they  were  imable  to  secure  either  the 
substantiation  of  the  charges,  or  an  in- 
Tostig^tion.  But  the  matter  did  not, 
by  any  means,  stop  there.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  referred  to  the 
question  as  a  mere  money  demand, 
which  might  be  made  the  subject  of 
arbitration,  or  an  action  for  damages; 
but  there  were  other  considerations.  In 
the  end  of  1 882  and  the  beginning  of 
1883,  a  new  lease  having  been  arranged, 
the  Corporation  paid  down  in  advance 
for  the  right  of  cutting  wood  in  the 
forests  no  less  than  four  and  a  half  lacs 
of  rupees.  He  wanted  the  House  to 
understand  that  this,  which  was  called 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  a 
money  claim,  was  something  which  was 
alleged  by  the  Burmese  Government  as 
having  happened  with  reference  to 
timber  in  1882.  Having  paid  that  large 
amount  in  advance,  this  Corporation 
had  other  considerations  which  ought 
to  have  influenced,  and  he  trusted  did 
influence,  their  minds.  They  had  in 
their  employ  several  thousand  persons, 
of  whom  no  less  than  2,000  were  British 
subjects ;  and  instead  of  the  Government 
of  Bnrmah  simply  declining  to  accept 
the  proposals  for  arbitration,  or  saying 
that  some  other  tribunal  must  be  de- 
vised, whereby  the  questions  in  dispute 
could  be  determined,  on  the  24th  Sep- 
tember, four  days  after  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  told  the  House  the 
dispute  might  have  been  amicably  set- 
tled, they  demanded  payment  of  23  lacs 
of  rupees  from  the  Corporation  in  respect 
of  those  alleged  breaches.  On  the  24th 
of  September  this  was  the  condition  of 
matters,  as  stated  in  a  telegram  from  the 
Bombay  and  Burmah  Corporation — 

*'  Burmese  soldiers  insist  oa  stopping  the 
rafts,  notwithstanding  the  orders  of  the  Gover- 
nor of  Ninghyan.  He  has  no  power  to  enforce 
his  orders.  Soldiers  have  fired  on  several  of 
our  rafts.  Eaftsmen  are  frightened,  have  heen 
arrested,  and  put  in  the  stocks  hy  soldiers." 

There  were  various  degrees  of  opinion 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  Govern- 
ments ought  to  forbear ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  (the  Attorney  General)  that 
Her  Majesty's  Govemnaent  had  some 
duty  to  perform  towards  the  2,000 
British  sabjeots  who  were  in  the  em- 
ploy of  the  Bombay  and  Burmah  Cor- 
poration. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber   would    have    a    farther    oppor- 


tunity of  criticizing  the  conduct  of 
the  Government ;  but  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  submitted  that  that  conduct 
was  not  to  be  criticized  by  a  side  wind, 
on  a  Motion  made  by  way  of  sug^^tion 
that  some  condition  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment had  not  been  fulfilled  before  the 
operations  began.  He  only  desired  to 
add  that,  having  given  his  careful  con- 
sideration to  the  matter,  and  looking  at 
it  not  only  as  a  lawyer,  but  also  with  the 
object  of  finding  out  which  side  was  in 
the  right,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
form  an  opinion,  he  had  come  to  the 
distinct  conclusion  that  there  was  no 
foundation  whatever  for  the  charges 
made  against  the  Company,  and  that 
those  who  represented  Burmah,  know- 
ing they  were  in  the  wrong,  were  at 
once  proceeding  to  enforce  their  un- 
righteous and  improper  demands  by 
force,  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
could  not  allow  to  pass  unnoticed.  The 
general  policy  of  the  Government  in 
matters  of  this  kind  rested  in  far  wiser 
hands  than  his ;  but  it  was  well  known 
that  prompt  action  in  these  matters  did 
not,  as  a  rule,  lead  to  prejudicial  results. 
They  knew  perfectly  well  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  few  hundreds  might  pre- 
vent the  ultimate  loss  of  thousands,  and 
that  the  expenditure  of  a  few  thousands 
might  prevent  the  ultimate  loss  of  tens  of 
thousands ;  and  when  it  was  suggested 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  ought 
to  have  stayed  their  hands  before  they 
undertook  the  responsibility  of  theso 
operations,  he  ventured  to  point  out  that 
they  were  inviting  criticism,  because 
the  question  of  how  this  expenditure 
was  to  be  met  was  still  open  ;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  entirely  want- 
ing in  their  duty  to  the  country  and 
the  first  principles  of  government  if, 
having  made  up  their  minds  that 
there  was  a  case  for  prompt  and  ener- 
getic action,  and  in  view  of  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  law  for  which  they 
contended,  they  had  delayed  to  under- 
take these  operations. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Like  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down,  I  do  not  feel  it  necessary  to 
enter  at  any  very  great  length  into  the 
question  that  has  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Mover  of  this  Amend- 
ment. But  I  must  say,  in  passing,  that 
this  being  the  first  opportunity  we  have 
had  of  hearing  the  hon.  and  learned 
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years  after  the  occurrence,  when  another 
Government  was  in  Office,  take  hostile 
action,  that  would  almost  have  amounted 
to  an  impeachment  of  the  servants  of  the 
Crown  who  were  responsible  for  the 
course  pursued ;  and  if  it  required  all  the 
power  and  influence  of  Sir  E-obert  Peel 
to  restrain  the  House  of  Commons  from 
taking  that  action,  how  can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contend  that  the  House 
of  Commons  is  perfectly  helpless  with  re- 
gard to  the  present  Burmese  War,  either 
as  regards  censuring  the  Government, 
evacuating  the  country,  or  sanctioning 
the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the  war 
out  of  the  Revenues  of  this  country  ? 
The  House  of  Commons  can  censure 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  if  it  should 
be  of  opinion  that  its  action  in  this  mat- 
ter has  been  immoral  or  wicked,  and  it 
can  evacuate  the  country  and  replace 
King  Theebaw  on  his  Throne.  The 
House  of  Commons  can  direct  that  the 
Revenue  of  this  country  should  bear  the 
charge,  and  not  the  Indian  Revenue. 
There  is  only  one  thing  which  the  House 
of  Commons  cannot  do.  It  cannot  go 
back  upon  the  action  which  the  Crown, 
in  the  exercise  of  its  Prerogative  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown,  has  committed.  It  cannot  pre- 
vent the  expenditure  from  having  been 
incurred.  [^LaughterJ]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
who  laugh  do  not  understand  my  con- 
tention, and  I  do  not  think  they  will 
laugh  so  loudly  when  they  find  that  the 
very  action  I  am  contending  for  is  within 
the  power  of  the  Crown  ;  and  the  action 
which,  as  I  am  contending,  is  within 
the  power  of  the  Crown  was  actually 
performed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  late  Government.  The  contention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  it  is 
not  enough  that  Parliament  should  be 
able  to  say  afterwards  whether  Indian 
Revenue  should  be  expended  or  not. 
That,  he  says,  is  not  the  construction 
of  the  Statute;  the  construction  of  the 
Statute  is,  that  the  Government  intend- 
ing to  spend  Indian  Revenue  or  British 
Revenue  must  obtain  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament before  a  single  shilling  of  Indian 
Revenue  can  be  expended.  Now,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  construction  has 
never  been  adopted  by  any  Government, 
Conservative  or  Liberal.  I  take  the 
case  of  the  third  China  War  of  1 859 ; 
and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  at 
that  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
a  scat  in  the  Government.    I  find  that 
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the  order  for  Indian  troojjs  to  take  part 
in  that  war  was  issued  in  September, 
1859  ;  and,  of  course,  the  cost  of  the 
Expedition  from  India  was  defrayed  out 
of  Indian  Revenue.  More  than  that, 
although  certain  portions  of  the  extra- 
ordinary charge  were  paid  out  of  Im- 
perial Revenue,  the  ordinary  charge 
was  paid  out  of  Indian  Revenue.  Tho 
expenditure  began  in  September,  1859, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  no 
Vote  of  Credit  was  taken  from  tho 
House  of  Commons  till  March  16,  1860 
— five  months  after  the  commencement 
of  the  war.  Now,  why  do  not  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  laugh  ?  However,  I  am 
not  going  to  rest  on  1 859,  the  evil  days 
before  the  great  Reform  Bill,  when  the 
majesty  of  the  people  was  not  repre- 
sented in  this  House.  So  I  will  take 
another  case— that  of  the  Abyssiniaa 
War.  The  order  for  Indian  troops  to 
take  part  in  that  war  was  issued  from 
this  country  in  August,  1867,  a  Conser- 
vative Government  being  then  in  Office ; 
and  the  Resolution  authorizing  the  pay- 
ment of  Indian  Revenue  towards  the 
expenses  of  that  war  was  not  brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons  till  No- 
vember 28,  1867 — four  months  after- 
wards. Therefore,  the  Conservative 
record  is  a  little  better  than  the  Liberal 
record.  Then  I  come  to  the  Afghaa 
War  of  1878.  An  order  went  for  the 
commencement  of  hostilities  on  Novem- 
ber 21,  1878,  and  the  Resolution  sanc- 
tioning the  payment  of  the  expenses  out 
of  Indian  Revenue  was  brought  forward 
in  December,  1878— the  Grovemment,  if 
I  recollect  aright,  summoning  a  special 
Autumn  Session  of  Parliament  to  sanc- 
tion that  war.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the 
recent  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  was  the  unhappy  lot  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  conduct 
more  than  one  "  military  operation  ;  " 
and  in  one  of  these  ''military  opera- 
tions'' the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  very  properly  decided  that 
Indian  troops  should  hear  a  useful  part, 
and  that  in  the  security  and  independ- 
ence of  Egypt  the  interests  of  India  were 
very  closely  concerned.  So  Indian  troops 
were  ordered  to  take  part  in  the  Egyp- 
tian Expedition  of  1882.  Orders  were 
sent  from  the  India  Office  on  July  24  ; 
and  here  I  will  admit  that  the  Goveni- 
mont  acted  with  immense  promptitado. 
and  only  the  most  microscopio  criticism 
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whioh  iDg^nnitj  could  devise  can  be 
passed  upon  their  conduct ;  but,  never- 
theless, they  broke  the  law.  [-4  lavffh.'] 
I  am  not  contending  that  they  broke  the 
law;  I  am  contending  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  contends  that 
they  broke  the  law.  Well,  orders  had 
been  sent  on  the  24th  of  July,  prepara- 
tions for  those  orders  had  been  going 
on  for  some  days  beforehand,  and  con- 
siderable expenditure  had  actually  been 
incurred  in  India ;  but  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  was  not  taken  till  the  27th 
of  July.  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear,  hear !] 
What  about  the  contention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  How  about  the  help- 
lessness of  Parliament?  The  money 
had  been  spent  in  India,  and  Parlia- 
ment was  utterly  helpless  to  prevent  its 
being  so  spent.  What,  then,  is  the  con- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
Either  it  is  that  the  prior  sanction  of 
Parliament  must  be  obtained  before  a 
single  shilliDg  is  expended — 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  "  Before  a  single 
shilling  is  expended  "  are  not  my  words 
at  all.  I  know  too  well  the  uniform 
practice  to  which  the  British  Votes  and 
every  other  Vote  is  subject. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL : 
I  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
pardon.  I  understood  him  to  argue 
Mtdem  verbis  from  his  contention  of 
1878;  and  if  he  will  refer  to  Hansard 
he  will  find  that  he  construed  the 
word  **  defray "  as  containing  and 
meaning  the  issue  of  money;  and  for 
the  issue  of  money  he  contended  that 
the  prior  sanction  of  Parliament  was 
necessary.  But  there  I  admit  that  only 
a  very  fine-drawn  criticism  can  be  brought 
to  bear  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
should  not  have  thought  of  making  such 
a  criticism  had  it  not  been  for  the  tre- 
mendously high-flown  doctrine  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  period  of  time,  small 
as  it  was — three  days — was  a  fatal  flaw 
in  the  virtue  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
However,  I  come  to  a  case  far  more 
glaring,  which  utterly  destroys  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  come  to  the  second  Egyptian 
War — theSuakinExpedition — and  there 
I  have  been  able  to  ascertain  from  the 
India  Office  exactly  the  amount  of  money 
wbieh  was  spent  before  Parliament  was 
irikftd  to  vote  one  shilling.  Orders  were 
lifrom  the  India  Office  for  Indian 
to  go  to  Suakin  on  the  8th  of 


February,  1885,  and  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  in  the  form  of  a  Hesolution 
was  not  demanded  until  the  5  th  of  March 
— a  whole  month  nearly.  What  becomes 
of  the  prior  sanction  of  Parliament  now  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  care 
to  know — because,  of  course,  his  atten- 
tion was  so  taken  up  with  the  general 
conduct  of  the  Government  that  pro- 
bably he  does  not  know  the  details  of  the 
expenditure  connected  with  Egypt — 
£350,000  of  Indian  money  was  disbursed 
before  the  sanction  of  Parliament  autho- 
rized the  expenditure.  It  was  expended 
between  the  8th  of  February  and  the 
5th  of  March.  Now,  see  to  what  lengths 
the  Expedition  had  gone  before  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  was  obtained. 
The  whole  force  had  been  embarked, 
and  was  aboard  the  transport.  They 
could  not  possibly  have  prevented  that 
force  from  being  embarked,  nor  the 
transport  being  engaged.  A  transport 
had  been  engaged;  troops  had  been 
embarked;  9,000  camp  followers  had 
been  engaged;  5,500  camels  had  been 
purchased  between  the  date  when 
the  Government  was  first  instructed  to 
prepare  for  the  despatch  of  a  force — 
namely,  the  8th  of  February — and  the 
date  that  Parliament  was  informed ;  in 
addition  to  whioh  large  liabilities  were 
incurred  by  the  Government  of  India  for 
contracts  for  transports,  although  the 
actual  payment  did  not,  perhaps,  fall  to 
be  made  on  the  instant.  Now,  observe, 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  Burmese 
War  up  to  the  present  moment  has  cost 
£350,000,  well  within  the  margin  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  ask  the  House 
after  such  habitual  practice  of  Liberal 
and  Conservative  Governments  with  re- 
gard to  wars  in  which  Indian  troops  took 
part — and  there  is  not  a  single  instance 
on  record  in  which  the  prior  sanction  of 
Parliament  has  been  asked — I  ask  the 
House  how  it  could  really  now  be  con- 
tended that  that  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Statute,  and  that  the  Statute  is  absolutely 
worthless,  and  that,  in  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  **must  have 
been  drawn  by  idiots,"  unless  it  bears 
that  meaning  ?  Obviously,  Sir,  the  per- 
sons who  drew  the  clause  in  question 
were  under  the  wing  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  I  am  not  saying 
that  in  the  least  degree  in  a  jeering 
way.  I  think  it  is  a  most  valuable 
clause,  one  which  does  bring  the  Govern- 
ment under  the  control  of  Parliament ; 
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years  after  the  occurrence,  wlien  another 
Government  was  in  Office,  take  hostile 
action,  that  would  almost  have  amounted 
to  an  impeachment  of  the  servants  of  the 
Crown  who  were  responsible  for  the 
course  pursued ;  and  if  it  required  all  the 
power  and  influence  of  Sir  E-obert  Peel 
to  restrain  the  House  of  Commons  from 
taking  that  action,  how  can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contend  that  the  House 
of  Commons  is  perfectly  helpless  with  re- 
gard to  the  present  Burmese  War,  either 
as  regards  censuring  the  Government, 
evacuating  the  country,  or  sanctioning 
the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the  war 
out  of  the  Revenues  of  this  country? 
The  House  of  Commons  can  censure 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  if  it  should 
be  of  opinion  that  its  action  in  this  mat- 
ter has  been  immoral  or  wicked,  and  it 
can  evacuate  the  country  and  replace 
King  Theebaw  on  his  Throne.  The 
House  of  Commons  can  direct  that  the 
Revenue  of  this  country  should  bear  the 
charge,  and  not  the  Indian  Revenue. 
There  is  only  one  thing  which  the  House 
of  Commons  cannot  do.  It  cannot  go 
back  upon  the  action  which  the  Crown, 
in  the  exercise  of  its  Prerogative  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown,  has  committed.  It  cannot  pre- 
vent the  expenditure  from  having  been 
incurred.  {_Lauffhfer,']  Hon.  Gentlemen 
who  laugh  do  not  understand  my  con- 
tention, and  I  do  not  think  they  will 
laugh  so  loudly  when  they  find  that  the 
very  action  I  am  contending  for  is  within 
the  power  of  the  Crown  ;  and  the  action 
which,  as  I  am  contending,  is  within 
the  power  of  the  Crown  was  actually 
performed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  late  Government.  The  contention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  it  is 
not  enough  that  Parliament  should  be 
able  to  say  afterwards  whether  Indian 
Revenue  should  be  expended  or  not. 
That,  he  says,  is  not  the  construction 
of  the  Statute;  the  construction  of  the 
Statute  is,  that  the  Government  intend- 
ing to  spend  Indian  Revenue  or  British 
Revenue  must  obtain  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament before  a  single  shilling  of  Indian 
Revenue  can  be  expended.  Now,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  construction  has 
never  been  adopted  by  any  Government, 
Conservative  or  Liberal.  I  take  the 
case  of  the  third  China  War  of  1 859 ; 
and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  at 
that  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
a  scat  in  the  Government.    I  find  that 
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the  order  for  Indian  troops  to  take  part 
in  that  war  was  issued  in  September, 
1859  ;  and,  of  course,  the  cost  of  the 
Expedition  from  India  was  defrayed  out 
of  Indian  Revenue.  More  than  that, 
although  certain  portions  of  the  extra- 
ordinary charge  were  paid  out  of  Im- 
perial Revenue,  the  ordinary  charge 
was  paid  out  of  Indian  Revenue.  The 
expenditure  began  in  September,  1859, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  no 
Vote  of  Credit  was  taken  from  the 
House  of  Commons  till  March  16,  1860 
— five  months  after  the  commencement 
of  the  war.  Now,  why  do  not  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  laugh  ?  However,  I  am 
not  going  to  rest  on  1 859,  the  evil  days 
before  the  great  Reform  Bill,  when  the 
majesty  of  the  people  was  not  repre- 
sented in  this  House.  So  I  will  take 
another  case — that  of  the  Abyssinian 
War.  The  order  for  Indian  troops  to 
take  part  in  that  war  was  issued  from 
this  country  in  August,  1867,  a  Conser- 
vative Government  being  then  in  Office; 
and  the  Resolution  authorizing  the  pay- 
ment of  Indian  Revenue  towards  the 
expenses  of  that  war  was  not  brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons  till  No- 
vember 28,  1867 — four  months  after- 
wards. Therefore,  the  Conservative 
record  is  a  little  better  than  the  Liberal 
record.  Then  I  come  to  the  Afghan 
War  of  1878.  An  order  went  for  the 
commencement  of  hostilities  on  Novem- 
ber 21,  1878,  and  the  Resolution  sanc- 
tioning the  payment  of  the  expenses  out 
of  Indian  Revenue  was  brought  forward 
in  December,  1878— the  Government,  if 
I  recollect  aright,  summoning  a  special 
Autumn  Session  of  Parliament  to  sanc- 
tion that  war.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the 
recent  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  was  the  unhappy  lot  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  conduct 
more  than  one  '^military  operation;" 
and  in  one  of  these  ''military  opera- 
tions ''  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  very  properly  decided  that 
Indian  troops  should  bear  a  useful  part, 
and  that  in  the  security  and  independ- 
ence of  Egypt  the  interests  of  India  were 
very  closely  concerned.  So  Indian  troops 
were  ordered  to  take  part  in  the  Egyp- 
tian Expedition  of  1882.  Orders  were 
sent  from  the  India  Office  on  July  24  ; 
and  here  I  will  admit  that  the  Govern- 
ment acted  with  immense  promptitudes 
and  only  the  most  microscopic  critidsm 
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which  iDgenuitj  could  devise  can  be 
passed  upon  their  conduct ;  but,  never- 
theless, tney  broke  the  law.  [-4  lavffh.l 
I  am  not  contending  that  they  broke  the 
law ;  I  am  contending  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  contends  that 
they  broke  the  law.  Well,  orders  had 
been  sent  on  the  24th  of  July,  prepara- 
tions for  those  orders  had  been  going 
on  for  some  days  beforehand,  and  con- 
siderable expenditure  had  actually  been 
incurred  in  India ;  but  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  was  not  taken  till  the  27th 
of  July.  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear,  hear !] 
"What  about  the  contention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  How  about  the  help- 
lessness of  Parliament?  The  money 
had  been  spent  in  India,  and  Parlia- 
ment was  utterly  helpless  to  prevent  its 
being  so  spent.  What,  then,  is  the  con- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
Either  it  is  that  the  prior  sanction  of 
Parliament  must  be  obtained  before  a 
single  shilling  is  expended — 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  "  Before  a  single 
shilling  is  expended  "  are  not  my  words 
at  all.  I  know  too  well  the  uniform 
practice  to  which  the  British  Votes  and 
every  other  Vote  is  subject. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL : 
I  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
pardon.  I  understood  him  to  argue 
totidem  verbis  from  his  contention  of 
1878;  and  if  he  will  refer  to  Hansard 
he  will  find  that  he  construed  the 
word  '*  defray "  as  containing  and 
meaning  the  issue  of  money;  and  for 
the  issue  of  money  he  contended  that 
the  prior  sanction  of  Parliament  was 
necessary.  But  there  I  admit  that  only 
a  very  fine-drawn  criticism  can  be  brought 
to  bear  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
should  not  have  thought  of  making  such 
a  criticism  had  it  not  been  for  the  tre- 
mendously high-flown  doctrine  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  period  of  time,  small 
as  it  was — three  days — was  a  fatal  flaw 
in  the  virtue  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
However,  I  come  to  a  case  far  more 
glaring,  which  utterly  destroys  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  come  to  the  second  Egyptian 
War — the  Suakin  Expedition — and  there 
I  have  been  able  to  ascertain  from  the 
India  Office  exactly  the  amount  of  money 
which  was  spent  before  Parliament  was 
asked  to  vote  one  shilling.  Orders  were 
sent  from  the  India  Office  for  Indian 
troops  to  go  to  Suakin  on  the  8th  of 


February,  1885,  and  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  in  the  form  of  a  Hesolution 
was  not  demanded  until  the  5th  of  March 
— a  whole  month  nearly.  What  becomes 
of  the  prior  sanction  of  Parliament  now  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  care 
to  know — because,  of  course,  his  atten- 
tion was  so  taken  up  with  the  general 
conduct  of  the  Government  that  pro- 
bably he  does  not  know  the  details  of  the 
expenditure  connected  with  Egypt — 
£350,000  of  Indian  money  was  disbursed 
before  the  sanction  of  Parliament  autho- 
rized the  expenditure.  It  was  expended 
between  the  8th  of  February  and  the 
5th  of  March.  Now,  see  to  what  lengths 
the  Expedition  had  gone  before  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  was  obtained. 
The  whole  force  had  been  embarked, 
and  was  aboard  the  transport.  They 
could  not  possibly  have  prevented  that 
force  from  being  embarked,  nor  the 
transport  being  engaged.  A  transport 
had  been  engaged;  troops  had  been 
embarked;  9,000  camp  followers  had 
been  engaged;  5,500  camels  had  been 
purchased  between  the  date  when 
the  Government  was  first  instructed  to 
prepare  for  the  despatch  of  a  force — 
namely,  the  8th  of  February — and  the 
date  that  Parliament  was  informed ;  in 
addition  to  which  large  liabilities  were 
incurred  by  the  Government  of  India  for 
contracts  for  transports,  although  the 
actual  payment  did  not,  perhaps,  fall  to 
be  made  on  the  instant.  Now,  observe, 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  Burmese 
War  up  to  the  present  moment  has  cost 
£350,000,  well  within  the  margin  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  ask  the  House 
after  such  habitual  practice  of  Liberal 
and  Conservative  Governments  with  re- 
gard to  wars  in  which  Indian  troops  took 
part — and  there  is  not  a  single  instance 
on  record  in  which  the  prior  sanction  of 
Parliament  has  been  asked — I  ask  the 
House  how  it  could  really  now  be  con- 
tended that  that  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Statute,  and  that  the  Statute  is  absolutely 
worthless,  and  that,  in  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  '^must  have 
been  drawn  by  idiots,^*  unless  it  bears 
that  meaning  ?  Obviously,  Sir,  the  per- 
sons who  drew  the  clause  in  question 
were  under  the  wing  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  I  am  not  saying 
that  in  the  least  degree  in  a  jeering 
way.  I  think  it  is  a  most  valuable 
clause,  one  which  does  bring  the  Govern- 
ment under  the  control  of  Parliament ; 
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but  whicli,  at  the  same  time,  does  oot 
fetter  the  initiative  of  action  on  which 
the  English  Government,  and  far  more 
the  Indian  Government,  must  depend. 
I  contend,  therefore,  that  the  true  con- 
struction of  the  Statute  is  this—that  the 
Indian  Government,  acting  under  the 
instruction  of  the  Advisers  of  the  Crown, 
can  undoubtedly  declare  war,  and  can 
use  the  Indian  Eevenue  for  the  pur- 
pose. The  declaration  of  war,  if  Indian 
troops  are  employed  in  such  war,  must 
be  communicated  to  Parliament  within 
three  months,  if  Parliament  is  sitting ; 
and  if  Parliament  is  not  sitting,  within 
a  month  after  it  meets.  That  is  un- 
doubtedly within  the  power  of  the  In- 
dian Government;  on  that  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Statute  they  have  invariably 
acted,  and  on  that  they  are  acting  now. 
As  I  said  before,  the  object  of  the 
Statute  is  to  prevent  the  Crown  using 
the  Indian  Eevenues  without  the  con- 
sent of  Parliament  for  carrying  on  war- 
like operations,  and  that  the  House  of 
Commons  can  do.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons can  arrest  the  whole  of  the  mili- 
tary operations  in  Burmah.  It  can  order 
the  immediate  evacuation  of  the  country 
and  the  restoration  of  King  Theebaw ;  it 
can  order  the  payment  of  any  indemnity 
almost  that  the  House  of  Commons 
chooses,  in  case,  in  its  philanthropy,  it 
should  determine  that  that  benevolent 
Monarch  has  been  wronged.  That  is 
the  power  of  the  House  of  Commons; 
and  I  cannot  see  how  that  g^eat  power 
can  be  reconciled  with  the  expressions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  threw 
his  hands  up  to  Heaven  and  talked  about 
the  utter  helplessness  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  woidd  not  have  taken  part 
in  this  debate,  after  what  has  fallen  m)m 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  extraordinary  contention  he 
has  raised.  I  do  hold  that  I  have  shown 
to  the  House  that  by  the  reasonable 
construction  of  the  Statute  and  by  the 
invariable  practice  the  Government  have 
acted  within  their  legal  and  just  rights. 
I  shall  be  prepared,  when  the  proper 
time  arrives,  to  defend  the  action  of  the 
Government  upon  that  subject.  But  I 
do  believe  that  in  the  position  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  nil  I  should  be 
utterly  false  to  all  that  is  absolutely 
essential  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  my  Office,  and  the  immense  responsi- 
bility that  must  ultimately  repose  on 
the  Indian  Secretary,  if  I  had  not  at 
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once  contested  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — a  doctrine  which  I 
venture  to  say  might,  in  the  future,  if 
accepted  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  ratified  by  Parliament,  bring  utter 
ruin  on  the  Indian  Gt)vernment.  I  will 
not  further  detain  the  House  to-night. 
At  the  first  opportunity  which  will  be 
most  convenient  to  the  House  I  will  be 
prepared  to  move  the  formal  Besolution 
sanctioning  the  Burmese  War  and  an- 
nexation. I  have  no  doubt  whatever  as 
to  what  the  verdict  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  that  issue  will  be.  If  I 
could  bring  it  on  to-morrow  I  would  be 
delighted  to  do  so ;  because,  I  will  own, 
I  am  more  than  proud  to  have  had  the 
responsibility  of  recommending  to  my 
Colleagues  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  in  regard  to  Burmah ;  and  I  am 
proud  of  belonging  to  a  Gx^vernment 
which  has  added  to  the  Dominions  of 
the  Crown,  and  the  enterprize  of  British 
commerce,  and  which  has  added  to  the 
area  of  civilization  and  of  progress  so 
vast  and  so  valuable  a  possession. 

Mr.  HUNTER  said,  that  in  response  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  and  considering  that  the 
main  issues  on  this  question  must  come 
up  for  discussion  at  another  time,  he 
would  ask  leave  of  the  House  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY,  in  rising  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  after  the  word 
**  Agriculture,"  in  the  11th  paragraph, 
of  the  words — 

**  And  humbly  to  represent  the  pressing  ne* 
cessity  for  securing  without  delay  to  the  cultio 
vators  of  the  soil  such  conditions  of  tenure  as 
will  aid  and  encourage  them  to  meet  the  new 
and  trying  circumstances  in  which  the  Agri* 
culture  of  the  Country  is  placed,'* 

apologized  for  introducing  the  question 
at  this  stage  on  the  ground  of  its  urgenoj 
and  importance,  and  the  small  prospect 
there  was  of  finding  an  opportunity  for 
some  months  to  come  of  discuBsing  the 
subject  of  agricultural  reforms.  This 
question  of  Land  Heform  was  discussed 
during  the  General  Election  as  one  of 
the  most  urgent  questions  for  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament.  It  was  true 
that  now  Parliamentary  exigencies  had 
brought  the  Irish  Question  to  the  fore- 
most consideration  of  Parliament;  bat 
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tlie  Ooyemment  had  made  no  proposi- 
tion to  deal  with  the  question ,  and  mean- 
time he  thought  the  time  of  the  House 
could  not  be  better  employed  than  in 
consideriDg  whether  any  measure  might 
be  introduced  to  relieve,  so  far  as  legis- 
lation could  do  SO)  the  present  condition 
of  the  agricultural  industry.  In  discuss- 
ing the  question  he  would  assure  the 
House  that  he  had  no  hostility  to  the 
landlords  as  a  class.    Pew  of  them  were 
free  io  manage  their  estates  as  they 
thought  proper,  even  if  they  had  the 
inclination  to  do  so;  and  he  was  pur- 
suaded  that  if  they  knew  their  own  in- 
terest they  would  as  eagerly  support  the 
reforms  he  intended  to  urge  as  the  cul- 
tivators of  the  land  themselves.   No  one 
doubted    the  existence  of  agricultural 
depression.     The  Government  referred 
to  the  subject  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  and,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  in  a 
very  hopeless  manner.     They  did  not 
make  any  suggestion  whatever  of  any 
remedy.      Unfortunately,   the    Govern- 
ment confessed  themselves  as  incompe- 
tent and  impotent  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion as  with  the  Irish  difficulty.    The 
agricultural  depression  was  keenly  felt 
by  all  classes.  If  it  were  of  a  temporary 
nature  they  would  endeavour  to  bear  it 
as  cheerfully  as  possible,  encouraged  by 
the  hope  of  better  times ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, it  had  assumed  a  permanent  cha- 
racter.    In  former  times,  if  the  crop  was 
deficient  in  this  country,  the  farmer  was 
to  some  extent  compensated  by  receiv- 
ing a  higher  price  for  his  produce.    But 
for  the  last  seven  or  eight  years,  although 
the  seasons  had  been  bad,  the  price  of 
wheat  had  been  falling ;  and  within  the 
last  18  months  or  two  years  the  price  of 
live  stock  had  fallen  somewhere  about 
80  per  cent.     During  the  last  seven  or 
eight  years  the  development  of  the  rail- 
way system  had  opened  up  the  great 
wheat-producing  centres  of  India  and 
America;   and,  at  the  same  time,  the 
cost  of  ^ansit  by  sea  had  been  very 
largely  decreased.  The  competition  with 
the  foreign  producer  had  now  reached 
an  acute  stage ;  and  he  was  convinced 
that,  under  the  present  conditions  on 
which  they  held  their  lands,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try to  maintain  the  competition.     He 
did  not  wish  to  go  into  any  elaborate 
calculation  as  to  the  relative  cost  of  pro- 
ducing wheat  in  India  and  America  and 
thia  country ;  but  in  America  the  farmer 


held  his  land  at  almost  a  nominal  price. 
The  price  of  land  in  the  wheat  centres  was 
not,  perhaps,  more  than  5^.  an  acre  in 
fee  simple,  while  nearer  the  centres  of 
shipment  the  price  would  not,  perhaps, 
be  more  than  50«.  an  acre.  The  farmer 
worked  his  land  himself;  and  though 
the  wages  of  labour  might  be  higher, 
the  cost  of  producing  an  acre  of  wheat 
was  less  than  in  this  country.  A  great 
advantage  enjoyed  by  the  American 
farmer  was  that  he  could  cultivate  his 
land  as  he  pleased.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  British  farmer  had  to  pay  for  his 
land  a  very  considerable  rent.  He  could 
not  grow  such  crops  as  he  pleased,  and 
in  many  cases  he  could  not  dispose  of  his 
crops  in  the  most  advantageous  manner. 
Then,  if  he  intended  to  develop  the  re- 
sources of  the  soil,  he  had  no  security  for 
his  capital.  How,  then,  was  it  possible 
for  the  competition  of  the  British  farmer 
to  go  on  ?  Would  it  be  possible  for  their 
manufactures  to  prosper  if  the  manu- 
facturers were  obliged  to  carry  on  their 
business  under  similar  conditions  to 
those  of  the  farmers?  Of  course,  he 
should  be  referred  to  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  passed  by  the  last  Go- 
vernment; but  that  Act,  as  he  had 
pointed  out  at  the  time,  had  been  a  de- 
lusion and  a  snare.  There  had  been 
two  or  three  years'  experience  of  it,  and 
there  was  a  general  consensus  of  opi- 
nion in  England  and  Scotland  that  it 
failed  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
Farmers  thought  it  safer  to  abstain  from 
making  claims  under  the  Act,  and  to 
allow  matters  to  go  on  as  before,  than  to 
attempt  to  avail  themselves  of  its  pro- 
visions. One  obstacle  to  their  doing  so 
was  the  clause  which  provided  that 
tenants  should  not  be  compensated  for 
any  improvements  that  were  due  to  the 
inherent  capabilities  of  the  soil.  That 
was  a  very  elastic  phrase,  which  skilful 
arbitrators  made  to  cover  any  improve- 
ment. Again,  tenants  underleases  were 
estopped  by  heavy  penalties,  which  might 
quadruple  the  rent,  for  varying  the  rota- 
tion of  crops.  Under  the  clause  which 
enabled  landlords  to  make  counter-claims 
for  compensation,  landlords  had  turned 
to  account  unsuspected  terms  in  the 
leases,  and  in  some  cases  had  succeeded 
in  claiming  much  more  than  the  tenants. 
In  the  face  of  such  facts,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  regard  the  Act  as  meeting  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  The  great  ob- 
ject to  be  aimed  at  was  to  stimulate 
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tenants  to  make  improvements  by  secur- 
ing to  them  the  advantages  derived  from 
them,  and  the  Act  altogether  failed  to 
do  that.  With  the  foreign  competition, 
the  decreased  cost  of  transport,  and 
other  causes,  the  natural  protection  of 
the  British  farmer  had  been  reduced  by 
one-half  in  20  years.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  if  the  British  farmers  had  fair  rents, 
freedom  to  make  the  most  out  of  their  land, 
and  security  for  their  capital,  they  would 
be  able  to  maintain  their  position  against 
farmers  in  any  part  of  the  world.  The 
British  farmer  had,  in  his  •  proximity  to 
markets,  a  natural  protection  equal  to 
not  less  than  40«.  per  acre  ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  the  best  markets  in  the 
world.  He  held  that  they  ought  to  be 
able  to  hold  their  position  against 
farmers  in  any  other  country,  provided 
they  had  fair  conditions  of  tenure. 
An  illustration  of  what  might  happen 
in  this  country  had  been  furnished 
by  the  experience  of  America.  Some 
30  years  ago,  when  the  wheat  fields 
in  the  Central  States  of  America  were 
opened  up  by  the  railway,  and  wheat 
from  there  was  delivered  in  the  Eastern 
States  at  a  price  at  which  it  could 
not  be  produced  in  these  latter  States, 
it  was  supposed  that  the  land  in  the 
Eastern  States  would  become  practi- 
cally valueless,  and  no  doubt  there  was 
a  great  amount  of  depression  among 
the  farmers  for  some  time ;  but  in 
almost  every  case  in  the  Eastern  States 
the  farmers  owned  their  own  land,  and 
had  free  scope.  So,  in  a  short  time,  those 
farmers  turned  their  attention  to  dairy 
farming,  to  poultry  rearing,  and  the 
produce  of  vegetables  and  fruit;  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  State  of 
New  York  was  now  yielding  from  two 
to  three  times  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce  which  it  did  20  years  ago.  Bri- 
tish farmers  wanted  the  same  freedom 
that  had  enabled  the  farmers  of  the 
Eastern  States  to  meet  their  difficulties. 
Of  dairy  produce,  poultry,  vegetables, 
and  fruit  we  imported  not  less  than 
£20,000,000  worth  annually.  He  did 
not  say  that  all  that  could  be  produced 
in  this  country ;  but  a  very  large  pro- 
portion could,  if  the  farmers  had  freedom 
to  cultivate  as  they  chose.  Moreover, 
there  would  be  a  great  development  in 
the  consumption  of  those  articles  if  they 
were  supplied  in  the  large  towns  at  a 
reasonable  price.  That  was  the  ex- 
ample they  had  from  the  Eastern  States 
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of  America.  He  did  not  say  that  legis- 
lation could  do  everything  to  relieve  the 
existing  agricultural  depression.  The 
farmers  must  do  much  for  themselves ; 
but  before  they  could  be  called  upon 
to  act  for  themselves  they  must  have 
freedom  of  action;  they  must  have  se- 
curity of  capital;  and  they  must  have 
the  raw  material — the  land — at  a  mode- 
rate price.  He  submitted  that  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  secure  to  the  man  who 
cultivated  the  land  a  fair  rent,  and  also 
such  freedom  and  conditions  of  cultiva- 
tion as  would  enable  him  to  make  the 
most  of  the  land.  He  should,  at  the 
same  time,  have  security  of  capital,  so 
that  he  might  be  fully  satisfied  in  his 
own  mind  that  when  he  invested  his 
capital  in  the  soil  of  the  country  be 
would  have  the  right  to  reap  the  full 
fruits  of  his  industry,  capital,  and  skill. 
These  were  the  changes  which,  in  his 
opinion,  were  absolutely  necessary  for 
any  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the 
British  farmer.  With  such  conditions 
as  those  he  had  enumerated,  the  farmer 
would  be  encouraged  to  put  capital  in 
the  soil ;  and  if  his  skill  and  experience 
were  not  fettered,  as  they  were  now,  he 
could  compete  successfully  with  the 
foreign  producer.  Heferring  to  the 
position  of  the  farmers  of  Scotland 
under  the  lease  system,  he  pointed  out 
that  Scottish  farms  were  held  almost 
entirely  under  the  system  of  19  years' 
leases.  Of  late  years  there  had  been  a 
great  fall  in  the  price  of  agricultural 
produce,  and  the  position  of  those 
farmers  who  entered  into. such  leases 
four  or  five  years  ago  was  a  very  serious 
one  indeed.  They  felt  it  to  be  impos- 
sible to  make  the  rent  out  of  the  land, 
owing  to  the  great  reduction  in  the  price 
of  agricultural  produce.  The  farmers 
of  Scotland  were  very  much  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  manufacturer  who  had  con- 
tracted at  a  fixed  price  for  his  raw  mate- 
rial for  a  period  of  19  years,  and  who 
found  soon  after  that  there  was  a  reduc- 
tion of  30  or  35  per  cent  in  the  price  of 
the  manufactured  article.  The  rarmera 
asked  either  that  they  should  have  a 
re-valuation  of  their  farms  by  indepen- 
dent and  competent  authorities,  or,  if 
that  was  denied,  that  the  landlords  would 
allow  them  to  leave  their  farms.  But  it 
was  said  this  would  be  an  interference 
with  contract,  and  no  doubt  it  would  be  a 
great  interference ;  but  Parliament  had 
interfered  already  when  the  neceesity 
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was  sbown,  and  of  the  neoessity  in  this 
eue  there  was  no  doubt.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  express  some  opinion  on  this 
question  favourable  to  the  views  which 
he  had  indicated.  He  could  assure  the 
House  that  this  was  a  very  serious 
question  in  Scotland.  Few  could  look 
forward  with  equanimity  to  ruin  such  as 
was  steadily  approaching  the  farmers, 
and  which  would  overwhelm  them  if  the 
present  rents  were  exacted.  Much  the 
same  causes  were  in  operation  all  over 
Scotland  as  prevailed  in  the  West  High- 
lands ;  and  if  this  Constitutional  appeal 
received  no  response  from  Parliament,  a 
state  of  circumstance  would  arise  with 
which  it  might  be  difficult  to  deal.  He 
knew  that  many  farmers  were  looking 
forward  with  the  greatest  anxiety  to  see 
what  Parliament  would  do  in  the  matter. 
Of  course,  he  was  aware  that  a  great  many 
landlords  had  given  considerable  abate- 
ments of  rent.  Those  abatements,  how- 
ever, were  unsatisfactory  in  this  respect 
— that  although  they  might  afford  tem- 
porary relief  to  the  farmer,  they  did  not 
secure  a  future  reasonable  rent,  such  as 
was  necessary  to  induce  him  to  make  the 
exertion  necessary  to  lift  agriculture  out 
of  its  present  depressed  condition .  Some 
landlords  were  haviog  their  estates  re- 
valued, and  if  the  re- valuation  was  real 
and  not  a  sham,  it  was  creditable  and 
wise.  Landlords  who  made  an  impartial 
re- valuation  had  nothing  to  fear  from 
any  proposal  of  the  tenants,  and  their 
conduct  would  not  be  interfered  with  by 
any  action  of  Parliament  such  as  he 
suggested.  What  he  really  asked  from 
Parliament  was  to  do  what  those  wise 
and  prudent  landlords  were  doing 
for  themselves,  in  order  to  put  their 
estates  in  a  safe  position.  In  asking  for 
the  support  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Colli ngs),  he  said 
he  was  himself  in  favour  of  the  in- 
crease of  small  holdings  ;  and  he  should 
be  prepared  to  ask  Parliament,  at  tlie 
proper  time,  to  co-operate  in  assist- 
ing landlords  and  tenants  to  break 
up  the  larger  farms,  in  order  to  sup- 
ply a  large  proportion  of  the  people 
with  land  to  cultivate.  Ho  contended 
that  an  increase  of  small  holdings  was 
very  advisable  in  the  interests  of  the 
landlords  and  the  larger  farmers  them- 
selves. He  would  next  refer  to  the  case 
of  the  agricultural  labourer.  If  they 
were  to  maintain  their  position  in  f  arm- 
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ing  a  much  larger  amount  of  labour 
must  be  employed  on  the  soil.  In  Scot- 
land the  married  ploughmen  with  their 
families  composed  a  most  exemplary 
class.  They  were  sober,  industrious, 
and  self-denying,  and  in  bringing  up 
their  children  they  sought  to  equip  them 
well  for  the  world ;  but  ho  was  sorry  to 
say  that  the  house  accommodation  they 
had  was  not  what  it  ought  to  be.  For 
that  the  landlord  was  responsible.  The 
farmer  had  not  hitherto  been  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  for  the  agi'icultural  labourer 
what  he  would  like  to  do ;  but  when 
the  farmer  was  made  secure  he  would 
find  it  his  interest  and  his  duty  to  pro- 
vide the  labourer,  if  not  with  the  **  three 
acres  and  a  cow,**  of  which  they  had 
lately  heard  so  much,  with  at  least  as 
much  land  as  he  could  conveniently 
cultivate  in  his  spare  hours,  and  in 
many  cases  with  the  cow  also.  He  could 
tell  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
idea  of  throe  acres  and  a  cow  did  not 
seem  quite  so  impracticable  or  so  absurd 
to  the  labourers  as  it  appeared  to  be  to 
them ;  and  the  extension  of  the  system 
of  giving  small  patches  of  land  to  the 
agricultural  labourers  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  probably  secure 
more  support  for  Conservatism  than  the 
establishment  of  a  Primrose  Habitation 
in  every  parish  throughout  the  country. 
The  question  which  he  had  brought 
forward  was  a  pressing  one.  It  might 
be  delayed — it  could  not  be  evaded  ;  and 
the  longer  it  was  delayed  the  greater 
would  bo  the  suffering.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

By  inserting,  after  the  word  "  Agriculture," 
in  the  11th  paragraph,  the  words  "  and  humbly 
to  represent  the  pressing  necessity  for  scouring 
without  delay  to  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  such 
conditions  of  tenure  as  will  aid  and  encourage 
them  to  meet  the  new  and  trying  circumstances 
in  which  the  Agriculture  of  the  Country  is 
placed." — [Mr,  Barclay.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  said,  he  was 
not  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  had 
addressed  the  House  in  the  manner  he 
had  done.  He  recognized  among  the 
various  platitudes  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  given  them  some  portions  of 
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those  numerous  speeches  which  had  been 
fully  recorded  in  Northern  newspapers. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  adduced  any  new  matter  on  a 
very  important  subject ;  and  while 
deeply  sympathizing  with  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  he  (Mr.  Stewart)  could 
not  agree  with  the  various  remedies  the 
hon.  Member  proposed.  Por  himself, 
he  expressed  the  gratification  he  felt,  in 
common,  he  was  sure,  with  the  whole 
House,  at  the  sympathy  manifested  in  the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  with  the 
deplorably  depressed  state  of  agriculture 
and  trade.  There  was  great  distress  in 
every  branch  of  agriculture,  and  in  none 
was  there  visible  any  symptom  of  re- 
vival. The  dairying  department,  which 
had  long  striven  to  meet  in  some  degree 
the  difficulties  of  the  times,  was  now 
suffering  severely  from  the  recent  fall  of 
prices.  Bepresenting,  as  he  did,  a 
purely  agricultural  county,  he  could 
state  that  occupiers  of  land  who  had 
hitherto  braved  that  disastrous  period 
could  no  longer  rely  on  that  system 
to  pay  their  rent.  If  agriculture,  the 
greatest  industry  of  the  British  Isles, 
suffered,  the  whole  country  must  suffer 
with  it,  and  the  well-being  of  vast  num- 
bers of  people  who  were  totally  unfitted 
for  any  other  employment  or  vocation  in 
life  was  at  stake.  He  had  not  perceived 
that  much  commiseration  had  been  shown 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  for  the  hard- 
ships existing  among  the  county  consti- 
tuencies which  they  were  so  cmxious  to 
represent.  Even  in  the  Manifesto  and 
the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  the 
unfortunate  condition  of  agriculture  was 
wholly  ignored.  It  was  not  fair  to  taunt 
the  landlords  with  taking  as  much  as 
they  could  get ;  because  the  tenants  had 
held  their  farms,  as  a  general  rule, 
during  prosperous  times,  and  had  made 
their  money  out  of  the  land.  The  hon. 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  that  was  not  a  very  happy 
illustration,  for  they  heard  anything  out 
glowing  accounts  of  the  working  of  the 
Land  Act,  fixity  of  tenure,  and  fair  rent. 
These  were  matters  to  be  settled,  not 
merely  by  debates  in  the  House,  but  by 
practical  observation.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  the  system  of  yearly  valua- 
tion by  the  Fiars  Courts  in  Scotland 
might  be  extended  to  the  rents  of  farms ; 
and  he  might  point  out  that  something 
of  the  kind  already  existed  in  certain 
parts  of  the  country,  rents  being  in- 
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creased  or  diminished  as  the  price  of 
wheat  rose  or  feU.  That  gave  the  ten- 
ant a  fair  chance  of  paying  his  rent, 
even  though  prices  became  exceedingly 
low.  The  prices  of  dairy  produce,  &c., 
might  also  be  taken  into  consideration, 
and  in  that  way  some  satisfaction  was 
now  given  by  perpetual  abatement  of 
rent.  Landlords  were  not,  as  was  some- 
times represented,  turning  a  deaf  ear  to 
their  tenants'  grievances.  Those  who 
were  able  were  giving  very  large  abate- 
ments of  rent.  Some  were  not  able  to 
do  so.  They  were  themselves  in  diffi- 
culties through  no  fault  of  their  own. 
The  class  was,  in  his  opinion,  to  be 
judged  by  those  who  had  the  meanp, 
and  who  were  willing  to  distribute  that 
means.  The  hon.  Member  had  twitted 
the  Conservatives  with  believing  and 
propagating  the  story  of  three  acres  and 
a  cow.  Well,  that  was  a  story  which 
served  the  Liberal  Party  a  good  turn 
during  the  early  part  of  the  late  General 
Election,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  waited  a  long  time 
before  he  repudiated  its  authoiship.  So 
long  as  it  served  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  originated,  the  three  acres  and 
the  cow  doctrine  was  held  to  bo  the  pot 
child  of  the  improvement  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer's  social  condition.  Speak- 
ing as  a  landlord,  and  as  one  interested 
in  the  management  of  a  large  property, 
he  might  say  it  had  been  his  desire  and 
his  practice  to  encourage  the  growth  of 
small  farms,  although  he  knew  how 
much  the  pocket  suffered  through  the 
necessity  for  building  suitable  steading^. 
What  Icmdlords  did  not  like  was  that 
their  Icmd  should  be  compulsorily  seized 
at  the  option  of  some  Local  Authority. 
He  might  also  mention  in  this  connec- 
tion that  he  had  known  many  instances 
where  a  labourer  who  had  a  garden  at- 
tached to  his  dwelling  allowed  a  part  of 
it  to  run  wild  rather  than  cultivate  it. 
Members  on  that  (the  Conservative)  side 
of  the  House  would  be  delighted  if  any 
way  could  be  shown  by  which  the  ag^- 
oultural  labourer  could  be  provided  with 
the  necessary  capital  to  buy  his  cow, 
and  sufficient  plant  to  farm  tli^ee  or  f ottr 
acres  of  land.  He  would  lie  the  first  to 
encourage  in  every  possible  way  that 
spirit  of  self-dependence  which  was  so 
much  to  be  desired  among  the  agricol- 
tural  community.  He  trusted  they  would 
see  many  small  proprietorships  take  the 
place  of  some  of  the  larKer  fanns ;  but 
it  must  be  remembered  uiat  the  fonna- 
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tion  of  those  large  farms  had  been 
caused  by  the  fact  that  hitherto  it  had 
been  found  impossible  to  make  the  small 
holdings  pay.  Even  the  large  farmers 
found  it  difficult  to  make  a  living  in  these 
distressful  times.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  estates  should  be  re-yalued,  and  lie 
had  no  doubt  that  it  would  come  to  that 
if  these  bad  times  continued.  Many 
landlords  who  knew  the  impossibility  of 
getting  the  present  rents  would  take  a 
reasonable  view  of  the  matter,  and  be 
satisfied  with  a  thoroughly  fair  re- 
valuation, although  it  was  no  easy  mat- 
ter in  the  present  condition  of  affairs, 
and  with  such  large  importations  of 
gprain  and  meat  from  America,  to  fix 
what  a  fair  valuation  was.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Barclay)  found  fault,  to 
some  extent,  with  the  system  of  19 
years'  leases ;  but  although  that  system 
had  not  found  much  favour  in  England, 
it  had  been  popular  in  Scotland,  and 
had  done  a  great  deal  of  good  until 
these  very  depressing  times  set  in.  The 
tenant  had  practically  the  entire  control 
of  the  land  for  the  19  years;  and 
although  the  landlord  reserved  certain 
conditional  powers,  he  had  never  known 
a  case  in  which  they  had  been  exercised. 
In  conclusion,  he  expressed  his  disap- 
pointment with  the  working  of  the  Arbi- 
tration or  Referee  Clause  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act.  There  was  no  sort 
of  confidence  in  it,  and  it  ought  to  be 
amended.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  deem  it  necessary  to  move  his 
Amendment  to  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
eaid,  he  had  great  pleasure  in  seconding 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Forfarshire.  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  last  had  con- 
fined himself  to  deprecating  the  remedies 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire 
had  suggested,  and  had  refrained  from 
giving  the  House  the  benefit  of  his  own 
knowledge  and  experience,  as  he  might 
very  weu  have  done.  It  would  have 
been  useful,  as  well  as  interesting,  to 
have  heard  the  results  from  the  10,000 
cows  kept  by  the  Dairy  Company  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  Chairman. 
The  remark  had  been  made  that  there 
was  great  difficulty  in  saying  what  the 
causes  of  the  existing  depression  really 
were.  He  would  mention  one  cause. 
He  believed  that  most  of  the  land- 
lords had  the  welfare  of  the  farmers 


at  heart;  but  he  said  distinctly  that  one 
of  the  great  causes  of  the  evil  was  the 
inability  of  the  farmers  to    pay  their 
rent.     In  1855  the  farm  rentals  of  Eng- 
land, AVales,   and    Scotland    amounted 
to  £46,000,000   per  annum,  and  since 
that  time  they  had  gone  on  increasing 
till  they  reached  a  sum  of  no  less  than 
£58,000,000.     In  this  way  £12,000,000 
of  rental  had  been  added  to  the  farmers' 
burdens  since  1855.    That  fact  pointed 
to  one  way  by  which  the  farmers  could 
be  relieved ;  if  they  would  bring  back 
the  rentals  of  1855  they  would  in  some 
degree  enable  the  farmers  to  pay  rents. 
It  was  far  from  his  desire  to  advocate 
the  ruin  or  unjust  spoliation  of  land- 
lords, because   he   well  knew  that  no 
class  could  be  injured  without  injuring 
all  classes.     His  object  was  to  enable 
landlords,   farmers,    and    labourers    to 
live.      But  whilst    landlords   had  had 
high  rents,  farmers  had  suffered.     He 
believed     that    the    £400,000,000     of 
capital  neco5sary  for  the  cultivation  of 
the  land  by  the  farmers  had  been  nearly 
exhausted ;  but,   nevertheless,   he  had 
great  hopes    that  if  only   Parliament 
would  give  security  to  the  farmers  they 
would  be  able  to  find  capital  wherewith 
to  carry  on  advantageously  the  agricul- 
ture of  the  country.     It  was  essential 
that  the  farming  should  be  so  improved 
as  to  yield  more  produce  to  meet  the 
high  rents ;   but  if  the  present  system 
of  poor  cultivation  were  continued  tho 
tenants  would  disappear,  and  the  fields 
already  out  of  heart  from  insufficient  ma- 
nuring would  be  still  further  destroyed. 
Abatements  of  rent  were  only  partial  re- 
medies, andtheremustbesomethingmore 
substantial.  As  to  the  labourers,  he  might 
say  that  in  his  part  of  the  country  they 
had  shown  a  surprising  degree  of  intelli- 
gence.    Their  dwellings,  however,  were 
quite  insufficient  for  their  comfort ;   and 
unless  Parliament  enabled  the  farmers 
to  provide  the  necessary  cottages  they 
must  look  forward  to  still  greater  evils 
in  the  country.    He  advocated  the  con- 
clusions of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay),  and  maintained    that   if  no 
remedy  were  devised  evils  might  occur 
the  same  as  in  Ireland.     He  urged  that 
information  should  be  obtained  and  pub- 
lished as  to  the  value  of  the  produce 
that  was  raised  on  the  soil.     As  to  the 
question  of  small  farms,  ho  had  the  con- 
viction that  small  farms  would  be  more 
successful  and  would  pay  better  than 
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large  ones.  He  strongly  urged  that  the 
landlords  should  have  more  regard  for 
the  old  farmers.  Many  farmers  had 
gone  away  ruined,  and  their  place  had 
been  taken  by  yoimger  men  by  no 
means  so  well  qualified  to  till  the  land  as 
the  old  farmers. 

Colonel  BEOOKFIELD  said,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  second  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Kincardineshire 
(General  Sir  George  Balfour)  in  advo- 
catiDg  any  moderate  measures  for  the 
welfare  of  agriculture  in  general ;  but  it 
was  not  right  that  the  impression  should 
get  abroad  that  agricultural  depression 
was  confined  to  one  part  of  the  Kingdom 
only.  Those  who,  like  himself,  repre- 
sented essentially  agricultural  consti- 
tuencies in  the  South  of  England  were 
more  alive  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 
represented  more  persons  directly  inte- 
rested in  agriculture  than  even  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member.  The  object  of  the 
present  debate,  he  thought,  was  liable 
to  be  lost  sight  of,  especially  by  new 
Members.  That  object  was  to  send  a 
loyal  Address  to  Her  Majesty  in  reply 
to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne ;  and  he 
did  not  beliere  that  any  particular  agri- 
cultural interest  would  be  advanced  by 
further  delaying  the  adoption  of  the 
Address.  It  was  true  that  affairs  had 
reached  a  desperate  pass ;  but  when  the 
time  came  for  discussing  the  grievances 
of  agriculturists  it  would  be  found  that 
those  who  were  interested  in  the  matter 
formed  a  much  stronger  Party  than 
those  who  occupied  the  very  sparsely 
filled  Benches  that  evening.  Speaking 
for  the  part  of  the  country  which  he  re- 
presented, he  must  say  that  one  of  the 
most  essential  measures  which  they 
looked  forward  to  was  the  revision  of 
the  present  system  of  local  taxation.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Kincardineshire 
avoided  the  general  cant  of  the  day,  and 
admitted  that  it  would  be  desirable  that 
rents  should  be  as  high  as  in  1855.  It 
was  for  the  interest  of  all  that  we  should 
have  good  rents,  good  prices,  and  good 
wages.  There  were  some  who  seemed 
to  grudge  that  their  landlords  should 
get  good  rents;  but  these  gentlemen 
practically  ignored  the  labourers  as  well 
as  the  landlords,  and  only  thought  of 
the  tenants,  with  whom  they  happened 
for  the  moment  to  be  identified.  But 
the  progress  of  democracy  was  so  rapid 
— [**  Hear,   hear ! "]— that   Gentlemen 
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who  said  "Hear,  hear!"  would  pro- 
bably disappear  from  the  House  alto- 
gether  in  the  course  of  time,  and  it 
might  be  the  duty  of  the  Speaker  to  pre- 
side over  a  House  of  Commons  entirely 
composed  of  agricultural  labourers ;  but 
as  they  advanced  in  that  direction  they 
would  sooner  or  later  have  to  consider 
whether  they  would  not  impose  retalia- 
tory tariffs.  The  tendency  of  thought 
in  all  classes  of  society  was,  he  observed, 
moving  in  that  way.  Our  present  com- 
mercial policy  was  more  or  less  suicidal. 
{^Cries  of  *'  No  1 "]  Well,  he  spoke  his 
own  opinion,  and  he  believed  they  must 
sooner  or  later  cease  the  custom  of  giv- 
ing to  foreign  countries  that  which  was 
meant  for  ourselves.  He  was  unable  to 
support  the  Amendment;  but  he  cor- 
dially agreed  with  mcmy  of  the  observa- 
tions that  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay). 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  said,  two  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  sneered  at  the 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  from 
his  side  of  the  House ;  but  he  could 
assure  them  that  those  speeches  repre- 
sented the  feelings  of  the  agricultural 
interest  in  the  North,  and  that  they 
could  not  be  ignored.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat  had  assured  them  that  there 
was  a  sentiment  of  co-operation  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  representing 
agriculture  on  the  opposite  side  towards 
hon.  Members  on  his  side ;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  it  was  against  the  omis- 
sion of  that  sentiment  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbacious  Speech  that  they  were 
now  protesting.  There  certainly  was 
an  allusion  to  the  depression  of  trade 
and  agriculture  ;  but  he  would  tell  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  that  more 
was  wanted  than  sympathy.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  most  practical  way 
of  giving  evidence  of  sympathy  was 
by  landlords  granting  such  a  reduction 
of  rents  as  would  enable  the  tenant  to 
tide  over  the  prevailing  depression  until 
the  arrival  of  better  times.  He  wished 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  tell  the 
House  what  were  the  tenant  farmers 
and  crofters  to  do  who  did  not  live  under 
a  beneficent  landlord  who  had  given  a 
reduction  of  rent  ?  But  he  would  also 
ask  whether  it  was  fair,  or  consistent 
with  a  proper  independence  of  spirit  and 
of  action,  that  the  agricultural  interest 
should  be  placed  in  the  position  of  reci- 
pients of  tiie  mere  chari^  of  ^e  land- 
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lords;   and  whether  the  circumstances 
were  not  such  as  entitled  them  to  more 
than  the  charity  of  those  under  whom 
they  sat?    It  appeared    to    him   that 
nothing  would  so  much  depreciate  the 
spirit  and  enterprize  of  agriculture  as 
a  sense  of  dependence  on  the  charity  and 
beneficence  of  proprietors.     "What   the 
tenant    farmers  wished  was  that    the 
regulations  under  which  they  held  their 
farms  should  be  such  as  to  give  to  the 
proprietor  his  fair  and  equitable  rights, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  prevent  the 
possibility  of  their  hard- won  earnings 
being  confiscated.     The   present  Land 
Laws  had   been  made  entirely  in   the 
interests  of  the  proprietors,  and  against 
the  interests  of  the  tenants.     He  did  not 
blame  former  Parliaments  for  having 
passed    laws    in    their  own   interests; 
nothing  else  could  have  been  expected, 
when  the  agricultural  labourers  and  the 
small  farmers  were  unrepresented ;  but 
he  would   ask  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  give  their  best  consideration  to  the 
present  emergencies  and  circumstances, 
and   say  candidly  whether,  under  the 
present  Land  Laws,  a  remedy  may  be 
found  for  the  depression.    He  had  heard 
with  great  pleasure  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
the  expression  of  his  opinion  that  if  there 
were  a  fair  and  equitable  settlement  of 
the  important  subject  of  the  Land  Laws 
a  fair  solution  of  a  great  part  of  the 
grievances    felt    in  Ireland  would    be 
arrived  at.     As  far  as  Scotland  was  con- 
cerned, he  was  quite  satisfied  that  ex- 
actly the  same  feeling  and  sentiment 
prevailed  there  ;  and  that  if  they  were 
fortunate  enough  to  see  such  a  measure 
brought  forward  as  would  be  satisfac- 
tory and  fair   and   equitable  both  to 
the    proprietors    and   occupiers  of  the 
land  a  large  amount  of   contentment 
would  be  produced,  and  a  great  stimu- 
lus   to   enterprize    and    energy  among 
the  agricultural   population  would   be 
afEorded.     An  hon.  Member  on  the  op- 
posite side  had  suggested    that  rents 
should  be  fixed  upon  fiar ;  but  he  stopped 
short  in  implying  that  the  Government 
would  give  effect  to  that  opinion.     He 
(Mr.  Esslemont)  believed  that  if  rents 
were  settled  on  the  principle  of  fiar  it 
would,  to  a  large  extent,  meet  the  pre- 
sent difficulty.     The  depression  of  prices 
had  placed    those    farmers   who   were 
under  leases  in  a  position  in  which  they 
were  unable  to  pay  the  rents  that  they 


had  promised.    It  was  quite  true  that 
farmers  in    Scotland    had    encouraged 
leases ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  leases  of  19  years  were  all  very 
well  when  land  for  50  years  was  in- 
creasing in  value  at  the  rate  of  about 
1    per  cent  per  annum.    Times  were 
changed  now  ;  and  it  was  not  reasonable 
to  say  that  the  farmers  ought  to  have 
foreseen  the  great  factors  which  had 
recently  come  into  play.     The  bringing 
of  food  from  all  parts  of  the  world  by 
the  reduction  of  the  cost  of  transit  was 
a  factor  in  itself  sufficient  to  have  upset 
all   Wie  calculations  formed  by  either 
landlords  or  tenants.    In  the  circum- 
stances, he  appealed  to  the  Government 
to  meet  the  emergency  by  such  a  reme- 
dial   measure    as  would    prevent    the 
tenant — if  he  was  obliged  to  continue 
his  lease — from  losing  all  his  capital, 
and  all  his  enterprize  and  spirit.     They 
must  not  expect  that  the  tenant  farmers 
would  be  put  off  with  a  mere  sentiment 
of  sympathy.     He  must  earnestly  give 
it  as  his  opinion,  formed  on  long  expe- 
rience, and  with  an  intimate  knowledge 
of  agriculture  in  Scotland,  that  if  reme- 
dial measures  were  not  proposed  in  the 
present  Parliament,  a  state  of  things 
would  arise  which  would  be  disastrous 
to  the  tenant  farmers,  and  inimical  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country.     The 
tenant  farmers  and  labourers  did  not 
wish  any  measure  which  would  bring 
disaster    to    the    landlords.     An    hon. 
Member  opposite  had  asked  why  the 
Icmdlord  should  not  get  a  good  rent  if 
it  was  earned,  and  there  was  nothing 
against    that;    but    what    the    tenant 
farmers  of  Scotland  objected  to  was  the 
giving  to  the  landlord  of  a  large  rent 
which  he  had  not  earned,  and  had  done 
nothing  to  earn,  but  which  the  tenant 
farmers  and  crofters  and  labourers  had 
earned  by  their  enterprize  and  industry. 
The  country  had  been  made  rich,  not 
by  the  landlords,  but  by  the  bone  and 
sinew  of  the  labourer  and  the  farmer ; 
and  all  they  wanted  was  that  the  pro- 
prietor should,  by  law  and  justice,  share 
in  the  depression.     Beyond    that   the 
farmers  and  labourers  did  not  want  to 
go.     They  desired  to   deal  generously 
and  respectfully  with  the  landlords ;  but 
they  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  yield  up 
the  last  penny  they  had  earned  to  those 
who   had,  in   many  cases,  contributed 
nothing — [**  Oh,  oh  !  "  and  cheer  b^^ — ^yes ; 
and,  in  most  cases,  very  little  to  that 
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wealth  and  process  whicli  liad  been  bo 
marked  during  the  last  half-century. 

Viscount  GRIMSTON,  in  opposing 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  question  of  leases.  They 
had  had  very  strong  evidence  of  their 
inutility  in  the  case  of  the  Sister  Islo, 
where,  only  a  short  time  ago,  a  law  was 
passed,  which  practically  gave  a  15  years' 
lease,  at  what  was  then  considered  a  low 
rent,  to  large  numbers  of  agricultural 
tenants.  But  now,  from  the  language 
of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  it  ap- 
peared that  there  was  hardship  in  having 
to  pay  that  rent,  on  account  of  the 
prevailing  depression.  But  it  would 
be  a  hardship  on  a  landlord  to  give  a 
reduction  of  rent  on  leaseholds,  as  he 
got  no  proportionate  increase  of  rent  in 
prosperous  times.  Therefore,  he  thought 
that  leases  were  not  good  for  agricultu- 
rists. Again,  he  did  not  approve  of 
legislation  as  between  landlord  and 
tenant ;  for  they  all  etood  upon  the  same 
ground — ^landlord,  tenant,  and  labourer 
— and  must  stand  or  fall  together.  It 
was  necessary  to  promote  that  good 
understanding  and  good  feeling  which 
alone  made  a  community  prosperous 
and  happy  ;  and  he  was  convinced  that 
that  great  desideratum  could  only  be 
attained  by  friendly  action  between  the 
landlerd  and  the  tenant  and  by  their 
assisting  each  other.  In  these  hard  times 
landlords  had  reduced  rents,  tenants 
were  foregoing  a  portion  of  their  re- 
turns, and  even  the  poor  labourers  were 
receiving  a  less  wage  than  a  few  years 
ago;  but  he  was  convinced,  if  they 
hoped  for  prosperity,  they  must  not  act 
one  against  the  other,  for  they  were  all 
in  the  same  boat,  and  would  sink  or 
swim  together.  The  Legislature  might 
take  steps  to  aid  those  who  were  con- 
cerned in  agriculture  by  relieving  the 
pressure  of  local  burdens,  like  the 
education  rate  and  highway  rate.  He 
could  not  understand  why  the  landlords 
should  be  the  only  sufferers  from  legis- 
lative action.  If  legislation,  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  the  landlord,  wore 
passed  for  the  boneflt  of  the  tenant,  the 
labourer,  in  his  turn,  would  very  soon 
cry  out  against  the  farmer.  He  did  not 
approve  of  legislative  interference,  when 
satisfactory  results  might  with  more 
facility  be  arrived  at  by  mutual  arrange- 
ment. In  England,  tenants  could  m^e 
almost  what  terms  they  pleased  with 
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landlords,  for  there  were  more  farms  to 
let  now  than  tenants  to  take  them.  He 
held  that  the  landlord  should  recognize 
that  his  fortune  was  indissolubly  bound 
up  with  that  of  the  tenant  and  the 
labourer,  and  maintained  that  the  inte- 
rests of  all  parties  would  be  best  served 
by  conducting  their  business  as  friends. 

Mr.  JAMES  ELLIS  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  many  of  the  remarks  that 
had  fallen  from  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  that  side  of  the  House  during  the 
course  of  the  debate,  and  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment  because  he  be- 
lieved that,  at  the  present  time,  the 
agricultural  question,  as  a  whole,  was 
the  greatest  question  that  could  occupy 
the  thoughts  of  the  Government.  He 
thought,  moreover,  that  the  matter  ought 
to  be  given  due  prominence  in  the  reply 
to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  He 
would  never  have  been  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  should  never  have 
taken  part  in  politics  at  all,  if  it  had  not 
been  irom  the  wrongs  he  had  suffered 
as  an  agricultural  tenant.  When  he 
was  2 1  years  of  age  he  was  silly  enough 
to  take  a  farm  on  an  annual  tenancy. 
Thank  goodness  he  had  other  things  to 
do  besides  farming,  or  he  would  have 
been  ruined.  On  that  farm  he  planted 
trees,  made  improvements,  and,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  built  cottages,  and  what 
was  the  result  ?  At  the  end  of  14  years 
he  received  six  months'  notice  to  quit, 
and  his  trees,  his  improvements,  and  his 
property  to  the  value  of  £800  were  taken 
from  him.  That  was  how  he  had  been 
treated ;  and  from  then  to  the  end  of  his 
life  he  had  determined  that  he  would 
fight  on  the  side  of  the  agricultural 
tenant.  This  was  not  his  case  alone. 
It  was  the  case  of  his  ancestors,  and  the 
case  of  the  people  who  were  living  around 
him,  and  who  had  been  robbed.  His 
father  had  taken  a  farm  on  an  agree- 
ment that  he  should  kill  those  vermin, 
the  rabbits ;  but  a  yoimg  man  came  into 
the  property,  and  when  he  g^ew  up  ho 
was  like  the  Israelites  in  Egypt,  he  did 
not  know  Joseph.  He  was  eaten  out  of 
the  farm  ;  for  when  he  attempted  to  kill 
the  rabbits  he  was  warned  off  the  land. 
He  had  no  freedom ;  and  until  they  had 
free  men  on  the  farms,  and  in  their  vil- 
lages, the  same  thing  would  happen. 
His  ancestors  for  ages,  on  both  sides, 
had  been  tenant  farmers.  [Laughter.^ 
Did  they  think  they  would  stop  hia 
speaking  by  laughing  ?    He  told  them 
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his  ancestors  for  ages  were  tenant  far- 
mers ;  and  although  he  was  not  a  ten- 
ant farmer  now  himself,  he  had  got  still 
a  bit  of  land  that  he  occupied,- and  he  was 
sorry  to  say  he  lost  money  by  it.  Whe- 
ther the  Government  or  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  took  up  this  question  or  not, 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  were  determined  to  do  so. 
The  real  question  at  issue  was,  whether 
the  people  who  tilled  the  land  were  not 
the  people  who  should  own  it?  He  should 
support  the  Amendment,  although  it  did 
not  in  every  particular  meet  his  views. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Mac- 
doxald)  said,  he  presumed  that  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would  not  be  led  into  the  belief  that 
the  state  of  the  country  was  that  the 
landlords  were  combined  together  for  the 
purpose  of  oppression  and  behaving  un- 
fairly to  their  tenants  at  the  present  time. 
He  presumed  that  there  was  no  relation 
of  life  in  connection  with  which  there 
were  not  to  be  found  numerous  instances 
of  gross  and  scandalous  injustice ;  but 
to  bring  up  for  purposes  of  argument, 
as  fair  specimens  of  the  state  of  things 
in  this  country  at  the  present  time,  those 
isolated  illustrations  adduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
James  Ellis)  was  manifestly  unfair  and 
misleading,  and,  in  fact,  reduced  a  sub- 
ject of  the  most  grave  and  serious  im- 
portance to  the  level  of  the  burlesque. 
He  could  not  help  noticing  through- 
out the  debate  that  the  whole  ques- 
tion had  been  treated  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  spoken  on  the  oppo- 
site side  as  if  the  whole  depression  at 
present  oppressing  this  country  related 
to  agriculture  alone.  All  would  agree, 
on  the  contrary,  that  it  was  a  time  of 
great  depression  in  all  classes  and  posi- 
tions of  life ;  £md  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
considered  the  matter  with  care,  they 
would  come  to  the  certain  conclusion 
that  they  never  could  have  a  long  and 
severe  ag^cidtural  depression  in  a  coun- 
try like  ours  without  that  depression 
spreading  its  wave  of  misery  beyond 
those  who  cultivated  the  soil.  They  could 
not  possibly  impose  upon  the  landlords 
of  this  country  more  than  their  fair  share 
of  the  general  depression  without  affect- 
ing  the  interests  of  a  great  number  of 
people,  who  were  just  as  much  labourers 
as  tliose  who  cultivated  the  soil.  *  It  was 
quite  certain  that  the  landlords  of  this 
coimtxy  did  not  use  the  rents  they  re- 


ceived for  the  purpose  of  hoarding  them 
up.  They  had  a  large  ex'penditure  of 
money,  and  many  of  them  employed  a 
large  number  of  people.  But  it  was 
equally  certain  that  the  moment  it  be- 
came necessary  to  give  reductions  of 
rents  it  at  once  became  imperative  to  re- 
duce their  establishments,  and  thus,  ulti- 
mately, the  labouring  classes  would 
suffer.  Therefore,  these  things  could 
not  be  considered  in  a  narrow  spirit,  or 
in  reference  to  a  state  of  depression  ap- 
plicable to  one  particular  industry  alone. 
Agricultural  depression  reacted,  and 
must  always  do  so,  upon  the  welftire  of 
the  whole  community.  Now,  if  that  was 
so.  Her  Majesty's  Government  took  a 
proper  step  last  Session  in  endeavouring 
to  discover  the  cause  of  this  depression, 
not  merely  in  the  agricultural  interest, 
but  in  all  other  interests  in  which  this 
country  carried  on  its  hitherto  prospe- 
rous work.  This  step  was  wise  and  de- 
serving of  support.  He  ventured  to  ask 
whether,  now  that  this  agricultural  de- 
pression was  being  pressed  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  new  Parliament,  it  had  been 
wise  or  unwise  of  the  Government  to 
propose,  last  July,  that  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission should  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  this  subject ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  opposite,  and  whom 
he  was  sorry  to  see  represented  during 
this  important  debate  only  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  and  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  late  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland — if  those  Gentlemen  thought 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  a  wise 
one,  he  asked,  if  the  Opposition  deemed 
it  a  proper  response  to  make  to  that 
effort  to  find  a  remedy  for  a  very  serious 
matter  to  practically  *  *  Boycott "  it  ?  He 
hoped  before  the  debate  closed  to  hear 
from  them  what  practical  suggestions  they 
had  formed  in  their  own  minds  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  this  great  difficulty; 
for  he  presumed  they  would  not  be  told 
that  the  difficulties  had  arisen  since  the 
present  Government  took  Office.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  had  told  them  that  agricultural 
depression  had  existed  for  a  period  of 
about  10  years.  H  that  were  so,  he  (the 
Lord  Advocate)  wanted  to  know  who  it 
was  who,  during  that  time,  had  had  the 
best  opportunity  of  studying,  and  exami- 
ning, and  finding  out  the  causes  of  that 
depression  ?  He  wanted  to  know  what 
statistics,  what  information,  the  late  Go- 
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Temment  obtained,  from  the  time  they 
were  in  Office,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
forming their  Successors  as  to  the  real 
state  of  things  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  told  them  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  agricultural  depression  had 
become  of  a  permanent  character.  For 
his  own  part,  he  (the  Lord  Advocate) 
trusted  that  was  not  so,  and  he  felt  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  stated  the 
case  rather  too  broadly.  But  his  state- 
ments indicated  the  hopeless  condition 
into  which  many  men  had  fallen  in  con- 
sequence of  the  agricultural  depression 
having  lasted  so  much  longer  than  any 
agricultural  depression  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  memory  of  any  Member 
of  that  House.  If  that  was  so,  it  was 
quite  plain  that  it  could  not  be  met  by 
any  empirical  or  carelessly  thought-out 
remedies.  It  was  better  to  wait  for  the 
result  of  the  inquiry,  than  to  adopt  a 
hasty  remedy  which  might  bring  about 
a  worse  condition  of  affairs  than  that  at 
present  prevailing.  They  had  heard 
speeches  on  the  subject  from  Gentlemen 
who  were  honestly  and  deeply  interested 
in  the  subject — from  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Kincardineshire  (Sir  George  Balfour). 
He  (the  Lord  Advocate)  had  listened 
carefully  to  those  hon.  Members'  speecho?, 
and  what  had  been  the  real  and  practical 
remedies  proposed  by  them  ?  He  found 
that  the  remedy  suggested  as  regarded 
his  own  country  had  been  practically  the 
abolition  of  19  years'  leases.  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  rather  inclined  to 
agree  that  this  was  a  practical  sugges- 
tion. But  when  hon.  Members  found 
fault  with  the  19  years'  leases  as  being 
the  system  under  which  the  landlords 
found  a  means  of  oppressing  their 
tenants,  if  they  would  only  look  back  to 
the  history  of  Scotland  they  would  find 
that  it  was  in  the  interests  and  at  the 
desire  of  the  tenants  that  the  19  years' 
leases  were  instituted,  and  what  was 
more,  in  the  year  1855,  which  had  been 
referred  to,  under  that  system  the  far- 
mers of  Scotland  were  in  a  very  pros- 
perous condition.  The  19  years'  leases, 
nowever,  might  have  proved,  in  some 
respects,  to  be  a  failure  under  the  present 
depression;  and  he  thought  landlords 
and  tenants  alike  were  satisfied  that  a 
modification  of  tho  system  was  necessary 
as  long  as  this  exceptional  and  crushing 
depression  existed.    But  he  trusted  they 
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were  all  satisfied  that  it  was  exceptional 
— exceptional  in  its  severity  ana  in  its 
length.     If  it  was  not  exceptional  in  its 
severity  and  in  its  length,  then,  to  that 
extent,  it  was  an  incurable  depression, 
and  no  moans  they  could  take  would  have 
the  effect  of  restoring  agriculture  to  the 
state  of  prosperity  in  which  it  once  stood. 
If  the  present  state  of  things  were  to 
continue  to  exist  which  now  existed,  then 
at  all  times  landlords  and  tenants  must 
be  worse  off,  and  they  would  only  hope 
that  the  labourer  would  not  be  worse  off 
too.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Kincardineshire  made  a  suggestion  that 
money  should  be  found  in  the  form  of 
capital,  to  enable  tenants  to  carry  on  their 
farms  and  work  them  better  than  they 
could  do  at  the  present  time,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  having  lost  so  much  and 
being  so  depressed  in  mind.      He  (the 
Lord  Advocate)  thought  that  was  a  most 
practical  suggestion  ;  but  was  it  not  a 
suggestion  which  must  be  worked  out 
after  some  inquiry  as  to  how  it  was  to  be 
done,  as  to  the  means  by  which  it  was  to 
be  carried  out,  and   as  to  the  results 
which  might  be  expected  from  it  ?     How 
could  that  be  better  done  than  by  means 
of  an  inquiry  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion, which  necessarily  must  take  some 
time  to  complete  its  labours  ?    Was  it 
not  wiser  to  take  some  time  in  considering 
what  they  were  going  to  do  to  meet  the 
great  and  trying  crisis  than  to  adopt  some 
empirical  remedy,  the  adoption  of  which 
might  turn  out  worse  than  the  original 
evil,  at  the  suggestion,  perhaps,  of  per- 
sons who  had   not  deeply  studied  the 
question  ?    Another  practical  suggestion 
he  had  heard   was  to    create    market 
gardens  and  grow  fruit  trees.     There 
was  no  doubt  that,  wherever  a  man  could 
get  a  market  for  the  produce  of  a  market 
garden,  he  pould  not  have  a  better  in- 
vestment for  his  money;  but  did  any 
hon.   Member    suggest  that  that    was 
really  a  solid  and  practical  remedy  for 
this  agricultural  depression  which  was 
crushing  the  whole  country  at  the  present 
moment?    It    might  benefit  one  man 
out  of  100.      So  far  it    was  a  valu- 
able and  useful  suggestion  ;  but  those 
who  lived  near  large  towns,  and  so  had 
a  market  for  produce,  were  surely  clever 
enough  to  understand  their  own  interests. 
Was  there  at  present  any  lack  of  good, 
cheap    garden   produce  in  their  great 
towns  ?     [**  Yes ! "]     Very  well,  then,  if 
there  was,  they  would  be  for  appropriat- 
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ing  a  certain  amount  of  land  for  market 
gardens.    Did  any  hon.  Member  suppose 
that  if  a  landlord  thought  ho  could  get  a 
reasonable  rent  out  of  his  land  at  the 
present  moment  by  turning  it  into  a 
market  garden  he  would  not  turn  it  into 
such  a  garden?     Some  time  ago  thoy 
had  had  a  practical  suggestion  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) — a  man  of 
great  experience  in  life,  and  no  doubt  of 
great  experience  as  regarded  agricultural 
matters.     The  right   hon.   Gentleman's 
suggestion  was  that  farmers  should  take 
to  growing  strawberries.     He  (the  Lord 
AdTOcate)  could  not  say  but  that  was  a 
Tury  large  and  increasing  industry  in 
Scotland.     It  so  happened  that  the  soil 
of  Aberdeenshire  was  specially  favour- 
able to  the   growth  of  that  ezcellont 
fruit,  and  a  very  large  trade  was  done  in 
sending  strawberries  to  London.     In- 
deed, it  might  be  said  of  Aberdeen  that 
strawberries  grown  there  found  a  sale  in 
the  market  later  in  the  season  than  other 
fruit  produced  in  more  southern   dis- 
tricts.    But  he  would  again  ask  whether 
anybody,   eren  if  they  took  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for   Mid 
Lothian  as  the  best  guide  they  could  get 
on  any  subject,  supposed  that  the  agri- 
cultural depression  would  be  materially 
affected,  even  to  the  extent  of  1  per  cent, 
by  the  growth  of  strawberries?    The 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  had  spoken 
of  what  had  happened  in  Ireland,  and 
said  that  the  agitation  had  spread  itself 
to  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland,  and  was  now  cropping  up 
also  in  Wales,  and  that  very  soon,  if  thoy 
did  not  take  care,  it  would  occur    in 
Forfarshire   and  Kincardineshire.     He 
(the    Lord  Advocate)   recollected    how 
they  were  told,  many  years  ago,  that 
the  whole  and  sole  reason  for  having  any 
such  legislation  as  they  had  had  for  Ire- 
land was  that  Ireland  was  an  entirely 
exceptional  country  ;  and  if  the  AVostern- 
Highlands  of  Scotland  were  not  looked 
upon  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat 
opposite  him  as  being  entirely  excep- 
tional in   Scotland,  he   should  like   to 
know  why,  in  the  Crofters  Bill  which  the 
late  Government  brought  in  last  year, 
they  expressly  named  only  the  counties 
on  the  West  Coast  and  the  Islands  of 
Scotland?     Now,  however,   they  were 
told  that  the   agitation  was  spreading 
orer  the  whole  of  Scotland  as  well.    The 
hon.  Member  had  reproached  him  for 


smiling,  but  had  quite  misinterpreted  his 
smile.  He  could  not  help  smiling,  when 
he  recollected  how  Parliament  was  drawn 
into  legislation  for  Ireland  upon  what 
proved  to  be  the  hollow  pretence  that 
Ireland  was  an  entirely  exceptional 
country.  As  he  had  referred  to  the  sub- 
ject of  Ireland,  he  must  say,  judging  from 
the  tone  of  Irish  Members  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway,  that,  whatever  the  present 
Government  might  resolve  to  do  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter,  he  did  not  think 
they  could  find  much  encouragement 
from  the  success  of  the  Irish  Land  le- 
gislation. What  was  now  asked  for 
was,  that  there  should  be  some  one  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  to  value  pro- 
perty. That  had  been  done  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  following  that  of  1871. 
It  was  supposed  at  the  time  that  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1881  would  be  abso- 
lutely final,  and  would  remove  all  dis- 
content in  Ireland.  Now,  however,  they 
found,  from  the  way  in  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  expressed  themselves, 
that  never  at  any  time  were  the  people 
so  discontented,  as  an  agricultural  popu- 
lation, than  they  were  after  the  heroic 
legislation  of  1 87 1  and  1881.  They  were 
told  the  present  was  a  Government  in  a 
minority ;  and  they  were  called  upon  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  to  go  in  for  legislation  the 
same  as  they  themselves  had  gone  in 
for  before,  which,  by  the  declaration  of 
Eomo  Gentlemen  who  spoke  on  that 
side,  had,  in  so  far  as  it  had  been  in- 
tended to  produce  contentment  and 
peace  in  Ireland,  been  a  total  failure. 
[**  No,  no !  "]  He  observed  that  it  was 
not  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  who 
said  '*  No,  no ! "  When  up  to  this  time 
any  statement  was  made  with  which 
Irish  Members  disagreed  the  House 
soon  heard  the  voices  of  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen ;  but  they  were  silent  now.  For 
instance,  in  the  course  of  the  debates 
which  bad  already  taken  place  he  had 
heard  cries  of  great  dissent  when  it  was 
suggested  that  Ireland  was  not  in  the 
most  miserable,  degraded,  and  held- 
down  condition.  But  they  made  no  sign 
of  dissent  when  it  was  stated  that  tiho 
legislation  of  1871  and  1881  had  not  pro- 
duced contentment  in  Ireland.  Well,  if 
that  was  the  state  of  matters,  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  the  Government  would 
be  justified,  and  would  have  enough  to 
do  in  the  coming  Session,  whether  it 
were  a  Ministry  in  a  minority  or  not,  in 
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Temment  obtained,  from  tho  time  they 
were  in  Office,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
forming their  Successors  as  to  the  real 
state  of  things  ?    The  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  told  them  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  agricultural  depression   had 
become  of  a  permanent  character.     For 
his  own  part,  he  (the  Lord  Advocate) 
trusted  that  was  not  so,  and  he  felt  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  stated  the 
case  rather  too  broadly.     But  his  state- 
ments indicated  the  hopeless  condition 
into  which  many  men  had  fallen  in  con- 
sequence of  the  agricultural  depression 
having  lasted  so  much  longer  than  any 
agricultural  depression  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  memory  of  any  Member 
of  that  House.    If  that  was  so,  it  was 
quite  plain  that  it  could  not  be  met  by 
any  empirical  or  carelessly  thought-out 
remedies.    It  was  better  to  wait  for  the 
result  of  the  inquiry,  than  to  adopt  a 
hasty  remedy  which  might  bring  about 
a  worse  condition  of  affairs  than  that  at 
present  prevailing.      They  had  heard 
speeches  on  the  subject  from  Gentlemen 
who  were  honestly  and  deeply  interested 
in  the  subiect — from  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
and  the  hon.   and  gallant  Member  for 
Kincardineshire   (Sir  George  Balfour). 
He  (the  Lord  Advocate)  had  listened 
carefully  to  those  hon.  Members'  speeches, 
and  what  had  been  the  real  and  practical 
remedies  proposed  by  them  ?    He  found 
that  the  remedy  suggested  as  regarded 
his  own  country  had  been  practically  the 
abolition  of  19  years'  leases.     For  his 
own   part,  he  was  rather  inclined    to 
ag^ee  that  this  was  a  practical  sugges- 
tion.    But  when  hon.  Members  found 
fault  with  the  19  years'  leases  as  being 
the  system  under  which  the  landlords 
found    a    means    of   oppressing    their 
tenants,  if  they  would  only  look  back  to 
the  history  of  Scotland  they  would  find 
that  it  was  in  the  interests  and  at  the 
desire  of  the  tenants  that  the  19  years' 
leases  were  instituted,   and  what  was 
more,  in  the  year  1855,  which  had  been 
referred  to,  under  that  system  the  far- 
mers of  Scotland  were  in  a  very  pros- 
perous condition.     The  19  years'  leases, 
however,  might  have  proved,   in  some 
respects,  to  be  a  failure  under  the  present 
depression;    and  he  thought  landlords 
and  tenants  alike  were  satisfied  that  a 
modification  of  the  system  was  necessary 
as  long  as  this  exceptional  and  crushing 
depression  existed.    But  he  trusted  they 
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were  all  satisfied  that  it  was  exceptional 
— exceptional  in  its  severity  and  in  its 
length.     If  it  was  not  exceptional  in  its 
severity  and  in  its  length,  then,  to  that 
extent,  it  was  an  incurable  depression , 
and  no  means  they  coidd  take  would  hare 
the  effect  of  restoring  agriculture  to  the 
state  of  prosperity  in  which  it  once  stood. 
If  the  present  state  of  things  were  to 
continue  to  exist  which  now  existed,  then 
at  all  times  landlords  and  tenants  must 
be  worse  off,  and  they  would  only  hope 
that  the  labourer  would  not  be  worse  off 
too.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Kincardineshire  made  a  suggestion  that 
money  should  be  found  in  the  form  of 
capital,  to  enable  tenants  to  carry  on  their 
farms  and  work  them  better  than  they 
could  do  at  the  present  time,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  having  lost  so  much  and 
being  so  depressed  in  mind.      He  (the 
Lord  Advocate)  thought  that  was  a  most 
practical  suggestion ;  but  was  it  not  a 
suggestion  which  must  be  worked  out 
after  some  inquiry  as  to  how  it  was  to  be 
done,  as  to  the  means  by  which  it  was  to 
be  carried  out,  and  as  to  the  results 
which  might  be  expected  from  it  ?    How 
could  that  be  better  done  than  by  means 
of  an  inquiry  before  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion, which  necessarily  must  take  some 
time  to  complete  its  labours  ?    Was  it 
not  wiser  to  take  some  time  in  considering 
what  they  were  going  to  do  to  meet  the 
great  and  trying  crisis  than  to  adopt  some 
empirical  remedy,  the  adoption  of  which 
might  turn  out  worse  than  the  original 
evil,  at  the  suggestion,  perhaps,  of  per- 
sons who  had  not  deeply  studied  the 
question  ?    Another  practical  sugg^tion 
he  had  heard  was  to    create    market 
gardens  and  grow  fruit  trees.     There 
was  no  doubt  that,  wherever  a  man  could 
get  a  market  for  the  produce  of  a  market 
garden,  he  pould  not  have  a  better  in- 
vestment for  his  money;  but  did  any 
hon.   Member    suggest  that  that    was 
really  a  solid  and  practical  remedy  for 
this  agricultural  depression  which  was 
crushing  the  whole  country  at  the  present 
moment?    It    might  benefit  one  man 
out  of  100.      So  far  it    was  a  valu- 
able and  useful  suggestion ;  but  those 
who  lived  near  large  towns,  and  so  had 
a  market  for  produce,  were  surely  clever 
enough  to  understand  their  own  interests. 
Was  there  at  present  any  lack  of  good, 
cheap    garden  produce  in  their  great 
towns  ?    ['*  Yes ! "]    Very  well,  then,  if 
there  was,  they  would  be  f or  appropiriat- 
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ing  a  certain  amount  of  land  for  market 
gardens.    Did  any  hon.  Member  suppose 
that  if  a  landlord  thought  he  could  get  a 
reasonable  rent  out  of  his  land  at  the 
present  momeut  by  turning  it  into  a 
market  garden  he  would  not  turn  it  into 
such  a  garden?    Some  time  ago  they 
had  had  a  practical  suggestion  iroxn  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) — a  man  of 
great  experience  in  life,  and  no  doubt  of 
great  experience  as  regarded  agricultural 
matters.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman's 
suggestion  was  that  farmers  should  take 
to  growing  strawberries.     He  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  could  not  say  but  that  was  a 
very  large  and  increasing  industry  in 
Scotland.     It  so  happened  that  the  soil 
of  Aberdeenshire  was  specially  favour- 
able to  the  growth  of  that  excellent 
fruit,  and  a  very  large  trade  was  done  in 
sending  strawberries  to  London.     In- 
deed, it  might  be  said  of  Aberdeen  that 
strawberries  grown  there  found  a  sale  in 
the  market  later  in  the  season  than  other 
fruit  produced  in  more  southern  dis- 
tricts.    But  he  would  again  ask  whether 
anybody,   even  if  they  took  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Liothian  as  the  best  guide  they  could  get 
on  any  subject,  supposed  that  the  agri- 
cultural depression  would  be  materially 
affected,  even  to  the  extent  of  1  per  cent, 
by  the  growth  of  strawberries?    The 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  had  spoken 
of  what  had  happened  in  Ireland,  and 
said  that  the  agitation  had  spread  itself 
to  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland,  and  was  now  cropping  up 
also  in  Wales,  and  that  very  soon,  if  they 
did   not  take  care,  it  would  occur    in 
Forfarshire  and  Kincardineshire.     He 
(the   Lord  Advocate)  recollected    how 
they  were  told,  many  years  ago,  that 
the  whole  and  sole  reason  for  having  any 
such  legislation  as  they  had  had  for  Ire- 
land was  that  Ireland  was  an  entirely 
exceptional  country ;  and  if  the  Western- 
Highlands  of  Scotland  were  not  looked 
upon  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat 
opposite  him  as  being  entirely  excep- 
tional in   Scotland,  he  should  like   to 
know  why,  in  the  Crofters  Bill  which  the 
late  Government  brought  in  last  year, 
they  expressly  named  only  the  counties 
on  the  West  Coast  and  the  Islands  of 
Scotland?     Now,  however,  they  were 
told  that  the  agitation  was  spreading 
over  the  whole  of  Scotland  as  well.    The 
hon.  Member  had  reproached  him  for 


smiling,  but  had  quite  misinterpreted  his 
smile.    He  could  not  help  smiling,  when 
he  recollected  how  Parliament  was  drawn 
into  legislation  for  Ireland  upon  what 
proved  to  be  the  hollow  pretence  that 
Ireland    was    an    entirely    exceptional 
country.     As  he  had  referred  to  the  sub- 
ject of  Ireland,  he  must  say,  judging  from 
the  tone  of  Irish  Members  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway,  that,  whatever  the  present 
Government  might  resolve  to  do  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter,  he  did  not  think 
they  could  find  much    encouragement 
from  the  success  of  the  Irish  Land  le- 
gislation.     What  was  now  asked  for 
was,  that  there  should  be  some  one  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  to  value  pro- 
perty.   That  had  been  done  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  following  that  of  1871. 
It  was  supposed  at  the  time  that  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1881  would  be  abso- 
lutely final,  and  would  remove  all  dis- 
content in  Ireland.     Now,  however,  they 
found,  from  the  way  in  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  expressed  themselves, 
that  never  at  any  time  were  the  people 
so  discontented,  as  an  agricultural  popu- 
lation, than  they  were  after  the  heroic 
legislation  of  1 87 1  and  1881.     They  were 
told  the  present  was  a  Government  in  a 
minority ;  and  they  were  called  upon  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  to  go  in  for  legislation  the 
same  as  they  themselves  had  gone  in 
for  before,  which,  by  the  declaration  of 
some    Gentlemen   who    spoke  on  that 
side,  had,  in  so  far  as  it  had  been  in- 
tended   to    produce    contentment    and 
feace  in  Ireland,  been  a  total  failure. 
**  No,  no !  **]    He  observed  that  it  was 
not  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  who 
said  '*  No,  no ! "     When  up  to  this  time 
any  statement  was  made  with  which 
Irish   Members   disagreed    the    House 
soon  heard  the  voices  of  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen ;  but  they  were  silent  now.     For 
instance,  in  the  course  of  the  debates 
which  had  already  taken  place  he  had 
heard  cries  of  great  dissent  when  it  was 
suggested  that  Ireland  was  not  in  the 
most   miserable,   degraded,   cmd    held- 
down  condition.    But  they  made  do  sign 
of  dissent  when  it  was  stated  that  the 
legislation  of  1871  and  1881  had  not  pro- 
duced contentment  in  Ireland.    Well,  if 
that  was  the  state  of  matters,  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  the  Government  would 
be  justified,  and  would  have  enough  to 
do  in  the  coming  Session,  whether  it 
were  a  Ministry  in  a  minority  or  not,  in 
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carrying  what  undoubtedly  was  the  first 
necessary  sequel  of  the  legislation  of  last 
Session,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  local 
Boards  to  the  counties.  The  depression 
iu  Ireland,  Scotland,  and  Wales  and 
England  was  not  one  bit  greater  at  that 
moment  than  it  was  at  any  time  during 
the  last  Session.  ['*  Yes,  yes  !  "]  Well, 
it  was  greater  in  this  sense,  no  doubt, 
that  it  was  still  protracted  for  a  greater 
length  of  time  ;  but  it  was  only  greater 
in  that  respect.  They  knew  how  long  it 
had  prevailed ;  but  he  ventured  to  think 
that  if  it  had  lasted  for  10  years  they 
had  some  reason,  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
rose  up  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
and  asked  the  Government  to  cure  it  in 
their  first  Session,  to  inquire  why  it  was 
never  dealt  with  before.  The  present 
Government  had  not  before  them  the 
materials  prepared  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment for  dealing  with  it;  and  if  they 
would  supply  the  information  which  they 
did  collect  for  the  good  of  the  country 
upon  that  matter,  and  show  them  that 
the  Eoyal  Commission  appointed  by  the 
Government  was  unnecessary,  then  he 
thought  they  would  have  something  to 
say  on  the  question.  The  first  duty  of 
this  Parliament  was  to  carry  out  what 
necessarily  must  be  the  sequel  of  the 
legislation  of  last  Session — namely,  to 
confer  a  measure  of  local  government 
upon  those  who  lived  in  the  counties. 
That  was  absolutely  essential  as  their 
first  duty ;  for  the  reason  that  whatever 
were  the  grounds  that  might  be  given 
for  the  course  which  was  taken  last 
Session,  it  was  undoubtedly,  in  ordinary 
language,  a  putting  of  the  cart  before 
the  horse.  The  natural  course  was  to 
confer  upon  dwellers  in  the  counties  the 
management  of  their  own  affairs  in  the 
counties,  as  a  training  for  the  exercise 
of  that  more  important  franchise  which 
required  greater  political  education  to 
enable  them  to  use  it  with  advantage  to 
the  State.  In  saying  that  he  was  only 
quoting  the  words  of  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
who,  in  speaking  on  the  question  before 
it  was  quite  settled  whether  a  Franchise 
Bill  was  to  be  brought  forward,  ex- 
X^ressed  a  decided  opinion  that,  in  the  first 
place,  the  peojle  ought  to  be  trained  by 
the  exercise  of  the  local  franchise  before 
they  received  the  franchise  for  the  elec- 
tion of  Members  to  Parliament.  The 
result  of  that  course  would  be  that  they 
would  have  a  far  better  body  of  public 

Th4  Lord  Advocate 


opinion  bearing  upon  the  great  questions 
which  were  raised  in  the  Amendment. 
They  would  have  county  councils,  who 
could  discuss  these  matters  and  bring 
great  light  to  bear  upon  them,  which 
would  be  most  useful  in  any  future  legis- 
lation which  might  be  thought  wise. 
He  feared  he  had  detained  the  House 
too  long  on  the  question  of  the  tenure  of 
land.  ['*  No,  no  !  "]  If  not,  he  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  estab- 
lishment of  small  farms,  and  on  what 
should  be  done  for  the  labourers.  As 
regarded  small  farms,  he  knew  of  no 
landlord  who  had  any  objection  what- 
ever to  the  establishment  of  small  farm 
holdings ;  but  he  ventured  to  say 
that  no  one  could  suggest  a  time 
at  which  it  was  more  difficult  to 
carry  out  any  such  excellent  scheme 
them  a  time  when  everybody  was  short 
of  money.  They  could  not  possibly 
establish  a  large  number  of  new  farms 
without  an  immense  outlay  in  enabling 
the  new  small  farmers  to  have  a  roof 
over  their  heads  within  reasonable  reach 
of  their  farms,  and  to  have  proper  farm 
buildings,  proper  approaches,  and  every- 
thing required  to  make  farm  work 
satisfactory.  It  was  a  most  difficult 
thing  to  determine  how  that  was  to  be 
done.  Some  people,  possibly,  might 
propose  .that  a  large  sum  should  be 
given  by  the  State ;  but  the  matter  was 
one  which  required  to  be  considered 
with  the  greatest  and  most  earnest  care, 
for  fear  they  should  make  any  mistake 
in  the  line  they  adopted.  If  they  could 
at  once,  by  the  wave  of  a  magician's 
wand,  establish  a  number  of  small  farms 
throughout  the  country,  it  might  be  of 
the  greatest  possible  benefit ;  but  it  was 
a  delusion  and  a  snare  if  it  were  imagined 
that  by  any  such  means  they  could  make 
the  country  carry  a  great  increase  of  the 
population  of  the  present  time.  ["  Oh, 
oh  ! '']  He  repeated  that  it  was  a  de- 
lusion and  a  snare  to  imagine  that  they 
could,  by  establishing  a  certain  number 
of  small  farms,  get  rid  of  the  difficulty 
that  the  population  of  this  country  in- 
creased so  rapidly  and  so  enormously, 
that  the  people  from  the  country  dis- 
tricts were  constantly  crowding  the 
towns,  and  that  labour  in  the  towns  was 
thereby  made  extremely  cheap,  to  the 
benefit  of  the  manufacturer.  Whea 
people  talked  so  much  about  the  land* 
lords,  he  thought  it  might  be  remem- 
bered also  that  there  were  certain  things 
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which  happened  in  this  cowatry  which 
were  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the  manu- 
facturers in  the  way  of  getting  cheap 
labour.  One  word  about  the  labourers. 
As  to  them,  he  knew  something  himself 
of  the  Scottish  labourer  in  counties.  He 
used  to  spend  the  summer  months  in  his 
youth  in  one  of  the  best-farmed  counties 
in  the  world,  he  supposed — the  county 
of  Berwick — and  he  could  say  that  at 
the  time  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made — between  1860  and  1860— there 
was  not  a  more  comfortable  set  of  people 
for  their  position  in  life  than  the  hinds 
of  Berwickshire,  and,  he  believed,  of  the 
neighbouring  counties.  They  were  well 
off;  their  houses  were  clean  and  well 
appointed;  their  families  were  well 
cared  for ;  and  they  themselves  were 
contented,  well-fed,  and  happy.  He 
knew  something  of  them,  and  did  not 
speak  from  having  merely  driven  along 
the  roads.  These  men  had  no  excep- 
tional privileges,  except  through  the 
farmer  for  whom  they  worked.  They 
g^t  their  long  run  of  potatoes  in  a  field ; 
they  kept  their  cow;   and  the  farmer 

fave  them  the  grass  for  the  cow. 
**  Hear,  hear !  "]  Hon.  Members  cried 
'*  Hear,  hear !  '*  but  was  it  not  perfectly 
obvious  that  that  was  given  them  as 
part  of  their  wages  ?  Do  not  let  them 
suppose  that  a  thrifty  Scottish  farmer 
was  going  to  allow  a  cow  to  graze  on  his 
farm  and  not  take  account  of  it  ?  The 
use  of  the  field  for  the  cow  was  an  easier 
way  of  paying  wages  than  by  giving 
money,  and  the  labourers  also  got  a  good 
deal  in  kind,  which  probably  would  be 
objected  to  now  on  the  ground  of  being 
against  the  Truck  Act.  What  was  wanted 
in  the  case  of  labourers  was  continuous 
and  reasonably-paid  work.  They  never 
could  have  that  if  they  had  an  overgrown 
population ;  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  would  transfer  a  large 
number  of  starving  operatives  from  Bir- 
mingham, Manchester,  and  other  large 
towns  on  to  the  soil  in  the  counties  they 
would  find  that  a  new  difficulty  would 
arise  again  in  the  course  of  half  a  gene- 
ration. If  they  would  devote  all  these 
men  to  celibacy  they  might  do  some- 
thing with  such  a  scheme;  but  people 
always  forgot  that  putting  down  a  cer- 
tain number  more  of  persons  on  a  parti- 
cular spot  meant  an  exceptional  increase 
of  the  population  within  a  certain  time, 
which  necessarily  must  lead  to  emigra- 
tion at  one  time  or  another  before  very 


long.  It  must  lead  either  to  emigration 
into  the  towns  where  the  workmen  would 
compete  one  against  the  other,  or  to 
some  land  where  there  was  less  compe- 
tition ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  they  would 
never  get  rid  of  the  difficulty  about  the 
labouring  population  of  this  country  as 
long  as  people  went  about  pretending  to 
them  that  they  would  not  really  benefit 
themselves  by  going  abroad.  [*'  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  They  could  not  possibly  sustain 
surplus  population  when  wages  were 
low ;  and  they  could  not  raise  wages 
until  they  had  got  work  enough,  and 
just  the  proper  number  of  people  to  do 
it  to  get  good  wages.  They  might  fight 
as  they  pleased  against  that  law ;  but 
that  law  would  defeat  them  in  the  end. 
As  regarded  emigration,  they  all  in  that 
House  belonged  to  what  were  called  the 
better  classes  in  life,  and  they  went  in 
for  emigration.  There  was  scarcely  a 
man  with  a  large  family  who  had  not 
one  son  either  in  India,  Australia,  or 
America ;  and  when  men  wont  about  to 
persuade  the  population  that  it  was 
cruelty  to  induce  them  to  emigrate,  they 
did  a  grievous  harm  to  the  ignorant 
people  whom  they  deceived.  He  would 
conclude  by  thanking  the  House  for  the 
attention  with  which  they  had  listened 
to  him ;  and  if  he  did  not  now  allude 
to  the  Crofter  question  it  was  because 
there  was  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
which  would  give  another  opportunity 
of  speaking  upon  that  subject. 

Me.  DUCKHAM  said,  that  in  Eng- 
land farmers  had  the  best  market  in  the 
world  in  which  to  sell  their  produce ; 
and  yet  on  all  hands  a  large  area  of 
land  was  in  a  sterile  state,  and  much 
more  was  going  out  of  cultivation.  This 
must  arise  from  a  want  of  security.  For 
many  years  tenants  were  ruined  by  the 
preservation  of  game ;  and  oven  in  times 
of  comparative  prosperity  landlords  did 
nothing  to  improve  the  homesteads  and 
protect  the  valuable  properties  of  the 
manure  from  being  washed  away  by  the 
rains.  Such  a  system  had  an  inevi- 
table tendency  to  reduce  the  number  of 
tenants  and  the  capital  of  the  occupiers. 
The  Lord  Advocate  had  assumed  that 
there  was  substantially  no  difference  in 
the  depression  between  last  year  and 
this;  but  since  last  year  the  prices  of 
live  stock  had  been  reduced  by  20  per 
cent,  whilst  corn  was  further  reducea  in 
price.  No  improvement  in  prices  could 
be  expected,  with  the  immense  vessels 

IThiri  Jfifht.2 


375 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


376 


that  were  crossing  the  Atlantic,  bringing 
American  produce  that  was  distributed 
by  our  railways  at  preferential  rates, 
while  wages  were  rising  and  local  taxa- 
tion increasing.  India,  too,  and  even 
Australia  were  now  sending  large  quan- 
tities of  wheat  to  this  country ;  in  fact, 
successfully  competing  with  America. 
Something  must  be  done  to  enable  the 
occupiers  of  the  soil  to  compete  with 
foreign  producers.  True,  rents  -were 
being  reduced ;  but  the  merely  casual 
and  temporary  reduction  of  rents  kept 
occupiers  in  a  state  of  uncertainty ;  they 
felt  that  should  an  unfortunate  out- 
break of  war  take  place,  and  prices 
rose,  rents  would  be  raised.  Land 
ought  to  be  let  in  such  a  way  that  the 
tenant  could  pay  the  rent  from  year 
to  year  without  having  to  go  hat  in 
hand  to  the  landlord.  A  sitting  tenant 
now  had  no  security,  for  he  knew  that 
as  soon  as  there  was  any  temporary 
advance  in  the  value  of  the  produce  his 
rent  would  be  raised,  and  he  would 
have  to  pay  an  increased  rent  for  the 
very  improvements  he  had  made  with 
his  own  capital.  Compensation  ought 
to  be  paid  before  rent  was  raised,  the 
same  as  it  would  be  had  he  to  quit  his 
holding  and  an  increased  rent  obtained 
from  his  successor.  One  of  the  worst 
clauses  in  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
was  that  prohibiting  compensation  for 
what  were  called  the  inherent  capabili- 
ties of  the  soil.  If  rents  were  to  be  re- 
gulated by  the  price  of  wheat,  as  sug- 
gested, they  would  be  low  indeed.  The 
increase  of  live  stock  was  hindered  by 
the  withholding  of  compensation  for 
corn  consumed  on  a  farm  ;  and  restric- 
tions of  this  kind  operated  most  preju- 
dicially against  the  adoption  of  the 
measures  called  for  by  foreign  competi- 
tion. Belief  from  local  taxation  would 
aid  a  little.  The  burden  of  local  taxa- 
tion was  felt  by  the  farmers  of  England 
more  than  of  Scotland.  There  half  the 
rates  were  paid  by  the  landlords.  The 
Scotch  tenantry  had  been  shrewd  enough, 
when  they  saw  fresh  impositions  threat- 
ening them  to  make  that  arrangement; 
but  in  England  the  farmers  had  sub- 
mitted almost  without  remonstrance 
until  they  were  weighed  down  with  the 
burden.  It  was  remarkable  that  agri- 
culture had  been  omitted  from  the  refer- 
ence to  the  Commission  now  sitting,  for 
the  Beport  of  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
suggested  the  House  should  wait  before 
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dealing  with  the  question;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  no  agricultural  authority 
was  asked  to  sit  upon  it.  The  question 
of  valuation  for  rating  purposes  must 
come  to  the  front ;  and  he  hoped  that 
before  long  there  would  be  a  good  and 
equitable  system  propounded.  The  far- 
mer, further,  had  also  to  fight  against 
preferential  rates,  which  was  most  un- 
just, and  formed  one  of  the  numerous 
questions  affecting  agriculture  demand- 
ing earnest  consideration. 

Mb.  LONG  said,  that  direct  attacks 
had  been  made  upon  landlords  as  a  class, 
and  it  had  been  denied  that  the  remis- 
sion of  rents  afforded  any  security  to  the 
tenants.  But  surely  there  was  nothing 
better  calculated  to  give  a  feeling  of 
security  to  tenants  than  the  fact  that  in 
hard  times  landlords  were  ready  to  meet 
them  half  way.  There  was  no  good  to 
be  gained  by  pointing  out  an  evil  unless 
they  could  suggest  a  remedy.  It  was 
said  that  the  tenant  wanted  security ; 
but  surely  the  best  security  he  could 
have  was  that  he  knew  the  landlord 
would  do  almost  anything  to  keep  him 
on  his  farm.  He  had  great  sympathy 
with  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because  it  expressed  to  a  very  largo 
extent  his  own  feelingps  regarding  the 
matter.  He  felt  that  the  present  state  of 
agriculture  demanded  a  greater  attention 
than  it  had  hitherto  received  from  either 
Party  in  the  House.  The  present  de- 
pressed condition  of  agriculture  was 
certainly  grave  enough  to  justify  every 
word  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  For- 
farshire had  described  it.  The  condition 
not  only  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  the 
country,  but  also  of  the  landlords,  was 
so  bad  that  it  demanded  the  instanta- 
neous and  prompt  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  was  there  anything  in  the 
Amendment  which  would  justify  them 
in  voting  for  it,  thereby  leading  the 
House  to  believe  that  if  it  was  passed 
the  condition  of  agriculture  would  be  im- 
proved, or  that  it  would  bring  about  a 
better  state  of  things  to  the  farmers? 
Ilis  opinion  was  that  the  tenant  farmers 
desired  to  be  placed  on  a  fairer  footing 
with  those  who  at  present  competed  with 
them ;  they  wanted  a  fair  field  and  no 
favour,  and  then  they  would  be  able  to 
hold  their  own.  At  present  the  farmers 
were  heavily  handicapped  with  foreign 
competition ;  and  it  was  absurd  to  saj 
that  their  position  would  be  materially 
improved  if  better  security  of  tenure 
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not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  experience 
they  had  had  since  the  passing  of  those 
Acts.  There  was,  by  general  consent,  a 
yariety  of  defects  in  them  which,  he 
hoped,  it  would  be  possible  to  amend. 
One  of  the  points  to  be  considered  re- 
lated to  security  for  tenants'  improve- 
ments. Again,  while  the  case  of  the 
farmer  was  very  urgent,  that  of  the 
labourer,  by  universal  consent,  also  re- 
quired to  bo  dealt  with  at  a  very  early 
date.  Why  should  they  delay  the  in- 
troduction of  a  measure  providing  the 
labourer  with  an  allotment,  or  a  bit  of 
land  to  cultivate  as  his  own,  until  the 
inquiry  into  the  general  state  of  trade 
was  concluded  ?  Nothing  like  irritation 
or  indignation  against  a  particular  class 
existed  on  his  side  of  the  House.  What 
they  desired  was,  that  all  the  classes  in- 
terested in  the  land,  and  certainly  in- 
cluding the  landlords,  should  each  be 
placed  on  an  equitable  footing,  by  which 
they  should  all  receive  a  just  share  in 
the  products  of  the  soil.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  it  would  be  clearly  understood 
that  there  was  not  the  least  wish  to  deal 
unjustly  with  any  class ;  and  he  would 
be  sorry  if  any  Government  were  to  do 
anything  that  would  have  that  effect. 
This  was  not  the  time  or  the  i^l&CQ  for 
those  who  were  merely  expressing  regret 
that  a  particular  matter  had  been  en- 
tirely overlooked  in  the  legislative  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  to  table  their 
own  schemes.  He  thought  no  one  who 
had  followed  the  discussions  throughout 
the  electoral  campaign  could  doubt  that 
there  were  remedies,  whether  they  might 
meet  with  the  approval  of  this  House  or 
not,  that  the  laws  relating  to  the  tenure 
and  occupancy  of  land  were  not  perfect, 
and  that,  not  being  perfect,  and  the 
magnitude  and  importance  of  the  evil 
being  recognized,  it  was  the  incumbent 
and  urgent  duty  of  those  who  had  to 
frame  the  Speech  for  Her  Majesty  to 
make  some  suggestion  by  way  of  amend- 
ment which  might,  at  all  events,  miti- 
gate, if  it  did  not  entirely  remove,  those 
evils 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  DUCHY 
OP  LANCASTER  (Mr.  Chaplin)  :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  blamed  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  because  while  call- 
ing attention  to  the  fact  of  agricultural 
depression  we  have  not  indicated  a 
remedy  for  it.  I  admit  that  it  is  very 
difficult,  at  the  present  time,  to  suggest 


a  remedy  for  that  depression.  The  real 
cause  of  the  depression  is  to  be  found  in 
the  great  depreciation  in  the  price  of  agri- 
cultural produce  which  has  taken  place 
during  the  last  few  years.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman anticipated  that  either  the  present 
or  any  other  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  come  to  Parliament  with  pro- 
posals for  any  artificial  means  of  raising 
the  price  of  agricultural  produce;  and 
unless  such  proposals  were  made  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  suggest  anything  that 
would  be  a  remedy  for  that  depression. 
One  of  the  great  complaints  that  have 
been  made  by  agriculturists  for  years 
past  is  that  the  land  is  heavily  and  un- 
fairly rated.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
study  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  he 
would  have  seen  that  a  measure  dealing 
with  County  Government  will  shortly  be 
laid  before  the  House,  and  that  mea- 
sure will  propose  to  give  substantial 
relief  to  the  land  with  regard  to  local 
burdens.  The  hon.  Member  for  Here- 
fordshire (Mr.  Duckham)  has  suggested 
that  the  burden  of  the  rates  might  be 
divided  between  the  landowners  and  the 
farmers.  That  is  one  of  the  recom- 
mendations which  was  made  by  the 
Royal  Commission  appointed  some  few 
years  ago  by  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment; but  although  the  Liberal  Party 
have  been  in  Office,  with  the  exception 
of  the  last  few  months,  ever  since  that 
rocommendatiou  was  made  they  have 
taken  no  steps  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wiltshire  (Mr. 
Long)  has  also  expressed  some  anxiety 
that  recommendations  should  be  made 
for  the  relief  of  agricultural  depression ; 
but  the  only  suggestion  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  made  himself  is  one  with  regard 
to  preferential  railway  rates,  which  is  a 
subject  that  has  already  engaged  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Moreover,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  scarcely  been  10  days  in  Office  when 
they  thought  it  was  their  duty  to  pro- 
pose an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  pray- 
ing her  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission 
to  inquire  into  all  the  causes  of  the  de- 
pression of  trade.  That  Commission  is 
now  engaged  in  investigating  the  whole 
question ;  and  it  is  no  doubt  considering, 
among  other  subjects,  the  question  of 
preferential  railway  rates.  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  Mover  of  this  Amend- 
ment that  this  is  a  most  important  and 
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that  were  crossing  tlie  Atlantic,  bringing 
American  produce  that  was  distributed 
by  our  railways  at  preferential  rates, 
while  wages  were  rising  and  local  taxa- 
tion increasing.  India,  too,  and  even 
Australia  were  now  sending  large  quan- 
tities of  wheat  to  this  country ;  in  fact, 
successfully  competing  with  America. 
Something  must  be  done  to  enable  the 
occupiers  of  the  soil  to  compete  with 
foreign  producers.  True,  rents  were 
being  reduced ;  but  the  merely  casual 
and  temporary  reduction  of  rents  kept 
occupiers  in  a  state  of  uncertainty ;  they 
felt  that  should  an  unfortunate  out- 
break of  war  take  place,  and  prices 
rose,  rents  would  be  raised.  Land 
ought  to  be  let  in  such  a  way  that  the 
tenant  could  pay  the  rent  from  year 
to  year  without  having  to  go  hat  in 
hand  to  the  landlord.  A  sitting  tenant 
now  had  no  security,  for  he  knew  that 
as  soon  as  there  was  any  temporary 
advance  in  the  value  of  the  produce  his 
rent  would  be  raised,  and  he  would 
have  to  pay  an  increased  rent  for  the 
very  improvements  he  had  made  with 
his  own  capital.  Compensation  ought 
to  be  paid  before  rent  was  raised,  the 
same  as  it  would  be  had  he  to  quit  his 
holding  and  an  increased  rent  obtained 
from  his  successor.  One  of  the  worst 
clauses  in  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
was  that  prohibiting  compensation  for 
what  were  called  the  inherent  capabili- 
ties of  the  soil.  If  rents  were  to  be  re- 
gulated by  the  price  of  wheat,  as  sug- 
gested, they  would  be  low  indeed.  The 
increase  of  live  stock  was  hindered  by 
the  withholding  of  compensation  for 
corn  consumed  on  a  farm  ;  and  restric- 
tions of  this  kind  operated  most  preju- 
dicially against  the  adoption  of  the 
measures  called  for  by  foreign  competi- 
tion. Belief  from  local  taxation  would 
aid  a  little.  The  burden  of  local  taxa- 
tion was  felt  by  the  farmers  of  England 
more  than  of  Scotland.  There  half  the 
rates  were  paid  by  the  landlords.  The 
Scotch  tenantry  had  been  shrewd  enough, 
when  they  saw  fresh  impositions  threat- 
ening them  to  make  that  arrangement ; 
but  in  England  the  farmers  had  sub- 
mitted almost  without  remonstrance 
until  they  were  weighed  down  with  the 
burden.  It  was  remarkable  that  agri- 
culture had  been  omitted  from  the  refer- 
ence to  the  Commission  now  sitting,  for 
the  Beport  of  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
suggested  the  House  should  wait  before 
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dealing  with  the  question ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  no  agricultural  authority 
was  asked  to  sit  upon  it.  The  question 
of  valuation  for  rating  purposes  must 
come  to  the  front ;  and  he  hoped  that 
before  long  there  would  be  a  good  and 
equitable  system  propounded.  The  far- 
mer, further,  had  also  to  fight  against 
preferential  rates,  which  was  most  un- 
just, and  formed  one  of  the  numerous 
questions  affecting  agriculture  demand- 
ing earnest  consideration. 

Mb.  long  said,  that  direct  attacks 
had  been  made  upon  landlords  as  a  class, 
and  it  had  been  denied  that  the  remis- 
sion of  rents  afforded  any  security  to  the 
tenants.  But  surely  there  was  nothing 
better  calculated  to  give  a  feeling  of 
security  to  tenants  than  the  fact  that  in 
hard  times  landlords  were  ready  to  meet 
them  half  way.  There  was  no  good  to 
be  gained  by  pointing  out  an  evil  unless 
they  could  suggest  a  remedy.  It  was 
said  that  the  tenant  wanted  security; 
but  surely  the  best  security  he  could 
have  was  that  he  knew  the  landlord 
would  do  almost  anything  to  keep  him 
on  his  farm.  He  had  great  sympathy 
with  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because  it  expressed  to  a  very  largo 
extent  his  own  feelings  regarding  the 
matter.  He  felt  that  the  present  state  of 
agriculture  demanded  a  greater  attention 
than  it  had  hitherto  received  from  either 
Party  in  the  House.  The  present  de- 
pressed condition  of  agriculture  was 
certainly  grave  enough  to  justify  every 
word  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  For- 
farshire had  described  it.  The  condition 
not  only  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  the 
country,  but  also  of  the  landlords,  was 
so  bad  that  it  demanded  the  instanta- 
neous and  prompt  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  was  there  anything  in  the 
Amendment  which  would  justify  them 
in  voting  for  it,  thereby  leading  the 
House  to  believe  that  if  it  was  passed 
the  condition  of  agriculture  would  be  im- 
proved, or  that  it  would  bring  about  a 
better  state  of  things  to  the  farmers? 
His  opinion  was  that  the  tenant  farmers 
desired  to  be  placed  on  a  fairer  footing* 
with  those  who  at  present  competed  with 
them ;  they  wanted  a  fair  field  and  no 
favour,  and  then  they  would  be  able  to 
hold  their  own.  At  present  the  farmers 
were  heavily  handicapped  with  foreign 
competition ;  and  it  was  absurd  to  say 
that  their  position  would  be  materially 
improved  if  better  security  of  tenure 
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were  only  granted .  There  were,  no  doubt, 
instances  in  which  landlords  had  lament- 
ably failed  to  do  their  duty.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Ellis)  had 
detailed  circumstances  in  which  he  and 
his  ancestors  had  suffered  at  the  hands 
of  landlords.  They  could,  at  all  events, 
congratulate  him  on  the  very  satisfactory 
appearance  which  so  distressed  a  farmer 
presented  at  the  end  of  such  a  long  re- 
cord of  unfair  treatment.  But  it  seemed 
to  him  that  he  and  his  ancestors  must 
have  walked  very  easily  into  a  snare 
which  must  have  been  openly  laid  for 
them ;  and.  with  great  respect  for  the 
hon.  Member,  he  questioned  very  much 
whether  the  majority  of  tenant  farmers 
would  walk  so  blindly  into  a  similar 
snare,  or  be  so  proud  to  talk  about  it 
afterwards.  Did  the  hon.  Member  for 
Porfarshire  (Mr.  J.  "W.  Barclay)  believe 
that  if  tenants  were  given  security  of 
tenure  it  would  induce  them  to  speud 
more  money  in  the  cultivation  of  their 
holdings  ?  Did  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
pose a  fixed  rent  and  a  fixed  statutory 
term  during  which  tenants  should  enjoy 
their  holdings?  How  would  the  hon. 
Member  be  able  to  guarantee  that  in 
four  or  fiye  years'  time  a  similar  fall 
would  not  take  place,  and  leave  the 
farmers  much  in  the  same  position  as 
they  were  in  now  ?  He  was  certain  that 
if  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  tenant- 
farmers  of  England  as  a  body — he  spoke 
not  of  Scotland,  the  circumstances  of 
which  he  did  not  know — to  state  what 
they  desired  most  they  would  express  a 
preference  to  be  left  to  the  arrangements 
which  they  were  able  and  competent  to 
make  with  their  landlords,  rather  than 
that  legislation  should  be  passed  for 
them  on  the  lines  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire.  In  many  of 
the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
that  evening  a  strong  feeling  had  been 
apparent  that  the  landlords,  as  a  body, 
were  opposed  to  the  well-being  and  the 
prosperity  of  the  tenants.  Putting  on 
one  side  Uie  question  that  the  interest  of 
the  landlords  must  be  bound  up  with 
that  of  the  tenants,  he  believed,  as  a 
rule,  it  would  be  found  that  the  land- 
lords and  the  tenants  were  as  good 
friends  as  any  two  classes  in  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  country.  So  far 
from  there  being,  either  in  the  Oonser- 
Tative  ranks  or  among  the  landlords  of 
the  country  generally,  any  feeling  op- 
posed to  the  real  interests  of  the  tenant- 


farmers,  he  believed  that  if  any  hon. 
Member  proposed  measures  which  had 
a  practical  chance  of  clearly  benefiting 
tenant  farmers  as  a  class  he  would  find 
them  supported  from  all  quarters  of  the 
House,  and  by  landlords  as  well  as  by  te- 
nant farmers.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bris- 
tol (Mr.  Cossham)  the  other  day  charged 
the  Tory  landlords  and  Tory  parsons  with 
having  **  Boycotted  "  those  in  this  coun- 
try who  had  voted  for  the  Liberals.  If 
that  was  his  honest  opinion  it  showed 
that  his  knowledge  of  the  question  upon 
which  he  spoke  was  very  slight  indeed  ; 
and  if  his  information  with  regard  to 
"  Boycotting"  in  Ireland  was  as  accu- 
rate as  his  description  of  the  course  he 
asserted  had  been  taken  by  the  Tory 
landlords  and  the  Tory  parsons  in  Eng- 
land, his  remarks  were  not  calculated  to 
throw  much  light  upon  the  subject. 
Above  all,  his  remarks  proved  con- 
clusively that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
know  much  about  the  question.  He 
defied  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  to 
prove  that  the  Tory  landlords  or  the 
Tory  parsons  had,  as  a  class,  **  Boy- 
cotted" the  tenant  farmers  or  anyone 
else.  No  doubt  they  might  at  times  have 
done  things  which  they  would  not  like 
to  defend  in  every  particular;  but  had 
the  Liberals  done  nothing  of  which  they 
had  reason  to  be  ashamed  ?  It  seemed 
to  him  idle  to  make  charges  of  this  kind 
and  attaching  them  to  particular  classes 
and  to  a  particular  Party.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  question  of  agriculture 
called  for  the  immediate  attention  of  the 
Government,  no  matter  which  Party 
happened  to  be  in  power  at  the  time. 
Unless  the  Government,  whether  Tory 
or  Liberal,  realized  that  the  agricultural 
question  had  reached  very  serious  di- 
mensions —  unless  they  were  prepared 
to  put  it  in  the  forefront  of  their  pro- 
gramme, and  to  deal  with  it  not  upon 
Party,  but  upon  national  lines — they 
would  fail  to  do  that  which  the  country 
expected  them  to  do.  In  this  connection, 
too,  the  Government  might  well  turn 
their  attention  to  the  subject  of  railway 
rates  and  charges.  It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  monstrous  state  of  things  that  rail- 
ways in  this  country  should  convey  home 
produce  at  double  the  rates  which  were 
charged  for  that  coming  from  foreign 
countries.  It  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
whole  country  that  something  should  be 
at  once  done  to  stimulate  the  great  in- 
dustry of  agriculture. 
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Me.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  observed  that, 
having  regard  to  the  course  the  debate 
had  taken,  he  did  not  think  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  owed  any  apology 
to  the  House  for  having  brought  this 
subject  under  its  notice.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  set  forth  in  the  forefront  of 
his  speech  the  magnitude  and  import- 
ance of  the  depression  which  now 
affected  the  agricultural  interest ;  and 
that  depression  had  been  painted  in 
even  darker  colours  by  hon.  Members 
who  had  spoken  on  the  opposite  side. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright 
(Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  had  complained, 
indeed,  of  the  failure  of  Members  on 
the  Opposition  Benches  duly  to  appreciate 
the  depression  of  agriculture,  and  the 
tone  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Rye's  (Colonel  Brookfield's)  remarks 
had  been  somewhat  similar.  That  was 
quite  a  mistake ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  must  observe  that  if  the  state  of  the 
agricultural  interest  was  so  urgent  and 
important,  surely  it  might  fairly  have 
been  expected  that  the  Government 
would  have  indicated  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  their  view  whether  any  re- 
medy for  the  evil  was  possible  by  way  of 
legislation.  That  was,  however,  exactly 
what  the  Government  had  not  done; 
and  it  was  on  account  of  their  omission 
to  do  it  that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  was  brought 
forward.  His  hon.  Friend  did  not  de- 
sire to  commit  those  who  might  give  a 
general  assent  to  his  Amendment  to  any 
of  the  particular  provisions  that  he  had 
suggested.  His  hon.  Friend  had  stated 
his  own  views,  that  was  all ;  and  he  com- 
plained that  the  Government  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  suggest.  All  that 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  had  urged 
in  answer  was  only  a  recrimination 
against  those  who  had  declined  to  serve 
on  the  Commission  on  the  Depression  of 
Trade,  as  if  their  refusal  implied  indif- 
ference to  that  question.  But  all  who 
had  followed  the  course  of  the  discussion 
on  the  appointment  of  that  Commission 
must  have  been  very  well  satisfied  that 
those  who  declined  to  serve  on  it  gave 
what  most  of  them  on  that  side  thought 
very  good  and  sufficient  reasons  for  not 
serving.  These  reasons  might  be  very 
shortly  summarized  in  two  sentences. 
In  the  first  place,  there  had  been,  and 
was,  a  very  prevalent  idea  that  it  was 
what   was  commonly  called  a  ''Fair 


Trade"  Commission  [**No!"];  and, 
secondly,  those  who  justly  appreciated 
the  magnitude  of  the  agricultural  ques- 
tion felt  strongly  that  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion would  in  this,  as  in  so  many  other 
cases,  prove  a  way  of  postponing  or 
shelving  it.  The  idea  that  it  was  a 
**  Fair  Trade  "  Commission  derived  con- 
firmation from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Rye,  who  had 
pointed  out  that  the  only  remedial  mat- 
ter, after  local  taxation,  related  to  hostile 
foreign  tariffs.  If  the  Government 
thought  that  nothing  but  an  inquiry 
into  the  causes  of  trade  depression  gene- 
rally, and  all  over  the  world,  could  be 
suggested  by  way  of  amending  the  con- 
dition of  the  tenant  farmers  and  labourers 
of  this  country,  it  was  well  that  that  fact 
should  be  generally  known.  But  surely 
while  there  was  no  doubt  a  connection 
between  the  cardinal  industry  of  agricul- 
ture and  all  other  industries  and  trades, 
there  were  also  points  relating  to  the 
occupancy  and  tenure  of  land  which  could 
be  considered,  and  on  which  the  judg- 
ment of  Parliament  could  be  taken  quite 
apart  from  and  independently  of  the  in- 
quiry before  the  Royal  Commission.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright  (Mr. 
Mark  Stewart)  had  spoken  of  the  very 
slender  references  made  to  that  matter 
by  Liber£il  candidates,  and  particularly 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
at  the  late  Election ;  but  if  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  read  the  speech  delivered  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  Dalkeith,  he  would 
find  that  the  question  of  the  land  had  not 
been  overlooked.  The  question  of  the  land 
had  been  put  in  the  forefront  by  tho 
Liberal  Party. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  explained 
that  what  he  had  remarked  upon  was 
the  almost  entire  absence  from  Liberal 
speeches  of  any  allusion  to  the  depressed 
state  of  the  agricultural  interest. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  if  tho 
hon.  Member  only  meant  that  there 
were  few  expressions  of  barren  sympathy 
with  agricultural  distress  from  Liberal 
candidates,  he  might  be  right;  be- 
cause those  who  aspired  to  seats  in  that 
House  hoped  to  have  something  more 
practical  to  offer  than  mere  commisera- 
tion. A  great  deal  had  been  said  about 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Acts.  Well, 
no  one  who  had  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  framing  of  those  Acts  considered  that 
they  were  perfect.  They  were  a  very 
great  step  at  the  time ;  but  they  could 
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not  ahut  their  eyes  to  the  experienoe 
they  had  had  since  the  passing  of  those 
Acts.  There  was,  by  general  consent,  a 
variety  of  defects  in  them  which,  he 
hoped,  it  would  be  possible  to  amend. 
One  of  the  points  to  be  considered  re- 
lated to  security  for  tenants'  improve- 
ments. Again,  while  the  case  of  the 
farmer  was  very  urgent,  that  of  the 
labourer,  by  universal  consent,  also  re- 
quired to  bo  dealt  with  at  a  very  early 
date.  Why  should  they  delay  the  in- 
troduction of  a  measure  providing  the 
labourer  with  an  allotment,  or  a  bit  of 
land  to  cultivate  as  his  own,  imtil  the 
inquiry  into  the  general  state  of  trade 
was  concluded  ?  Nothing  like  irritation 
or  indignation  against  a  particular  class 
existed  on  his  side  of  the  House.  What 
they  desired  was,  that  all  the  classes  in- 
terested in  the  land,  and  certainly  in- 
cluding the  landlords,  should  each  be 
placed  on  an  equitable  footing,  by  which 
they  should  all  receive  a  just  share  in 
the  products  of  the  soil.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  it  would  be  clearly  understood 
that  there  was  not  the  least  wish  to  deal 
unjustly  with  any  class ;  and  he  would 
be  sorry  if  any  Qovernment  were  to  do 
anything  that  would  have  that  effect. 
This  was  not  the  time  or  the  place  for 
those  who  were  merely  expressing  regret 
that  a  particular  matter  had  been  en- 
tirely overlooked  in  the  legislative  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  to  table  their 
own  schemes.  He  thought  no  one  who 
had  followed  the  discussions  throughout 
the  electoral  campaign  could  doubt  that 
there  were  remedies,  whether  they  might 
meet  with  the  approval  of  this  House  or 
not,  that  the  laws  relating  to  the  tenure 
and  occapanoy  of  land  were  not  perfect, 
and  that,  not  being  perfect,  and  the 
magnitude  and  importance  of  the  evil 
being  recognized,  it  was  the  incumbent 
and  urgent  duty  of  those  who  had  to 
frame  the  Speech  for  Her  Majesty  to 
make  some  suggestion  by  way  of  amend- 
ment which  might,  at  all  events,  miti- 
gate, if  it  did  not  entirely  remove,  those 

evils.  

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
OP  LANCASTER  (Mr.  Chaplin)  :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  blamed  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  because  while  call- 
ing attention  to  the  fact  of  agricultural 
depression  we  have  not  indicated  a 
remedy  for  it.  I  admit  that  it  is  very 
difficolt,  at  the  present  time,  to  suggest 


a  remedy  for  that  depression.    The  real 
cause  of  the  depression  is  to  be  found  in 
the  great  depreciation  in  the  priceof  agri- 
cultural produce  which  has  taken  place 
during  the  last  few  years.    I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman anticipated  that  either  the  present 
or  any  other  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  come  to  Parliament  with  pro- 
posals for  any  artificial  means  of  raising 
the  price  of  agricultural  produce;  and 
unless  such  proposals  were  made  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  suggest  anything  that 
would  be  a  remedy  for  that  depression. 
One  of  the  great  complaints  that  have 
been  made  by  agriculturists  for  years 
past  is  that  the  land  is  heavily  and  un- 
fairly rated.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  taken    the  trouble  to 
study  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  he 
would  have  seen  that  a  measure  dealing 
with  County  Government  will  shortly  be 
laid  before  the  House,  and  that  mea- 
sure will   propose  to  give  substantial 
relief  to  the  land  with  regard  to  local 
burdens.     The  hon.  Member  for  Here- 
fordshire (Mr.  Duckham)  has  suggested 
that  the  burden  of  the  rates  might  be 
divided  between  the  landowners  and  the 
farmers.     That   is  one  of   the  recom- 
mendations which   was    made  by  the 
Royal  Commission  appointed  some  few 
years   ago   by  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment; but  although  the  Liberal  Party 
have  been  in  Office,  with  the  exception 
of  the  last  few  months,  ever  since  that 
recommendation  was  made  they  have 
taken  no  steps  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wiltshire   (Mr. 
Long)  has  also  expressed  some  anxiety 
that  recommendations  should  be  made 
for  the  relief  of  agricultural  depression ; 
but  the  only  suggestion  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  made  himself  is  one  with  regard 
to  preferential  railway  rates,  which  is  a 
subject  that  has  already  engaged  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Moreover,   Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  scarcely  been  10  days  in  Office  when 
they  thought  it  was  their  duty  to  pro- 
pose an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  pray- 
ing her  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission 
to  inquire  into  all  the  causes  of  the  de- 
pression of  trade.     That  Commission  is 
now  engaged  in  investigating  the  whole 
question ;  and  it  is  no  doubt  considering, 
among  other  subjects,  the  question  of 
preferential  railway  rates.     I  entirely 
agree  with  the  Mover  of  this  Amend- 
ment that  this  is  a  most  important  and 
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grave  question  ;  but  I  am  not  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in  his  speech 
made  no  reference  to  it,  and  suggested 
no  remedy  for  the  evil.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  no  doubt  laboured  under  the 
same  di£B.cult7  that  the  Government 
do  in  proposing  any  adequate  remedy 
for  agricultural  depression.  One  feature 
is  encouraging.  All  classes  throughout 
the  country  are  becoming  alive  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance not  only  to  those  who  are  directly 
connected  with  agriculture,  but  to  all 
classes  of  the  community.  The  only 
danger  I  fear  is  that  some  of  those  who 
are  not  thoroughly  instructed  in  the  sub- 
ject may  be  led  into  wishing  to  adopt 
some  of  those  remedies  which  have  been 
frequently  proposed,  and,  if  adopted, 
would  prove  to  be  wholly  delusive.  In- 
deed, their  only  effect  would  be  to  aggra- 
vate and  increase  the  existing  depres- 
sion. What  is  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay), 
who  has  moved  the  Amendment  on  this 
occasion  ?  I  confess  I  have  experienced 
some  difficulty  in  finding  out  exactly 
what  he  wants.  He  has  contrasted  the 
position  of  a  farmer  in  England  with 
that  of  a  farmer  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic.  He  talked  about  the  ge- 
neral consensus  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  farmers  of  the  country ;  but  per- 
haps he  will  forgive  me  for  saying  that 
I  altogether  question  his  right  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  farmers  of  the  country. 
He  told  us  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  Act  has  proved  a 
complete  failure  altogether.  Finally,  he 
said  that  the  three  essential  require- 
ments are  freedom  of  cultivation,  se- 
curity for  capital,  and  moderate  rents. 
I  should  be  disposed,  generally  speak- 
ing, to  answer  those  three  requirements 
in  this  way.  It  cannot  be  doubted  that 
the  farmer,  at  the  present  time,  is  abso- 
lutely master  of  the  situation.  The 
difficulty  in  these  days  is  not  for  a  far- 
mer to  get  a  farm,  but  for  a  landlord  to 
find  a  tenant.  In  such  circumstances, 
if  a  farmer  fails  to  make  an  agreement, 
which  gives  him  freedom  of  cultivation, 
security  for  capital,  and  moderate  rent, 
he  has  nobody  to  blame  but  himself.  I 
will  give  an  instance  which  occurred 
only  a  few  days  ago.  I  was  reading 
a  letter,  which  was  addressed  by  one 
of  the  best  farmers  in  England  to 
a  man  who  was  generally  considered  to 
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be  an  excellent  landlord.  It  was  a 
letter  resigning  his  farm,  which  was  a 
first-class  farm,  in  admirable  order,  and 
thoroughly  equipped  with  every  modem 
requirement,  and  it  was  let  at  what  the 
tenant  admitted  to  be  a  reasonable  rent. 
Well,  what  is  the  purport  of  that  letter? 
The  purport  of  the  letter  was,  in  the 
first  place,  to  express  the  writer's  grief 
at  finding  the  time  had  come  when  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  him  to 
give  up  his  farm.  A  more  kindly  or 
more  generous  letter  was  never  written 
by  a  tenant  to  a  landlord ;  but  what  ho 
says  is  this — 

**  I  have  had  such  heavy  losses  for  many 
years  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  continue 
in  this  business.  You  have  granted  me  every* 
thing  I  ask  ;  you  have  made  reductions  of  rent, 
which  have  been  liberal  in  the  extreme,  and  for 
the  last  few  years  I  have  never  made  a  request 
which  was  not  acceded  to  by  you.  If  your 
farm  is  worth  farming  at  all,  it  is  worth  a 
great  deal  more  than  I  am  paying  you  at  the 
present  time." 

[Opposition  laughter, 1  Hon.  Members 
opposite  seem  to  think  that  this  is  a 
matter  for  laughter  and  amusement ; 
but  I  venture  to  think  that  they  very 
much  under-estimate  the  gravity  of  the 
position.  So  grave  and  serious  is  that 
position,  that  in  treating  it  as  a  matter 
of  amusement  hon.  Members  are  labour- 
ing under  a  great  mistake.  The  writer 
of  this  letter  winds  up  in  this  way — 

**  If  your  farm  is  worth  farming  at  all,  it  is 
worth  a  great  deal  more  than  I  am  paying  you 
at  the  present  time ;  but  so  serious  has  the 
agricultural  position  become,  that  I  must  de- 
cline any  longer  to  invest  capital  in  anythingr 
of  the  kind." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
Barclay),  when  he  contrasted  the  posi- 
tion of  the  English  farmer  with  that  of 
the  farmer  in  America,  suggested  that 
if  there  were  more  freedom  of  cultiva- 
tion here,  as  in  America,  farmers  might 
embark  more  largely  on  dairy  business 
than  they  do  at  present.  The  fact  is, 
that  that  has  already  been  done  in  a 
great  many  parts  of  England,  with  this 
result — that  the  competition  in  that  line 
of  industry  has  already  become  so  great 
that  prices  have  depreciated,  and  some 
farmers  have  been  obliged  to  give  it  up. 
AUow  me  to  say  a  word  or  two  on 
the  subject  of  freedom  of  cultivation. 
*'  Freedom  of  cultivation"  has  a  capti- 
vating sound  ;  but  there  are  two  parties 
to  be  considered  'in  the  matter.  Al- 
though it  may  be  desirable  on  the  one 
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liand  that  farmers  should  have  as  much 
freedom  of  cultivation  as  can  be  allowed, 
and  as  is  compatible  with  the  interests 
of  the  landlord,  I  do  not  suppose 
that  even  the  hon.  Member  for  For- 
farshire would  desire  to  allow  free- 
dom of  cultivation  to  such  an  extent 
that  a  farmer  might  hold  a  farm  for 
three  or  four  years,  cultivate  it  as  he 
liked,  ruin  it  irretrievably  for  a  number 
of  years,  and  then  hand  it  back  to  the 
landlord.  What  security  would  the 
landlord  have  for  his  own  protection 
and  fair  treatment?  Yet  that  is  the 
meaning  of  freedom  of  cultivation  unless 
precautions  are  taken  for  the  fair  treat- 
ment of  the  landlords;  and  on  that 
point  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire 
had  not  one  word  to  say.  The  hon. 
Member  talked  a  great  deal  about 
security  of  capital.  What  did  he  mean 
by  it  ?  For  my  own  part,  I  was  imder 
the  impression  that  when  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Bill  was  brought  in  a 
few  years  ago  absolute  security  was 
conferred  upon  the  farmer.  The  gene- 
ral effect  was  either  that  the  Act  would 
be  adopted  by  landlord  and  tenant  at 
the  same  time,  or  else  that  where  either 
landlord  or  tenant  desired  it,  liberal 
arrangements  would  be  made  on  terms 
mutually  agreeable  to  those  who  entered 
into  them.  Although  I  have  listened 
attentively  to-night  to  every  word  that 
has  been  said,  I  cannot  say  that  I  heard 
a  single  syllable  from  any  hon.  Member 
which  leads  me  to  believe  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  is  any  real  griev- 
ance on  the  part  of  the  farmer,  on  the 
ground  that  he  has  no  security  for  the 
capital  he  invests.  The  real  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  began  to  crop  out 
towards  the  close  of  his  speech.  The 
pith  of  the  speech  was  a  plea  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member,  on  behalf  of 
the  Scotch  farmers,  for  permission  to 
break  their  leases  before  tribunals  which 
should  establish  fair  rents  over  the 
whole  of  the  country.  If  there  is  one 
moral  more  than  another  to  be  drawn 
from  this  debate  it  is  this — ^that  the 
debate  is  a  severe  condemnation  of  the 
system  of  leases  which,  not  many  years 
ago,  was  exceedingly  popular  with  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
I  wish  to  say  a  word  on  the  subject  of 
leases  in  reply  to  the  arguments  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Having 
made  this  proposition,  the  hon.  Member 
proceeded  to  say  that  it  would  be  de- 
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nounced  at  once  as  a  great  interference 
with  the  freedom  of  contract.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  made  a  mistake.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  with  regard 
to  leases  does  not  involve  so  much  inter- 
ference with  the  freedom  of  contract  as 
a  distinct  breach  of  existing  contracts. 
But  as  that  was  the  position  taken  up 
by  the  hon.  Member  let  me  say  a  word 
more.  I  want  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
whether,  if  the  lease  is  to  be  broken  in 
the  interest  of  the  tenant  because  times 
are  bad,  he  will  pledge  himself  to  this 
— that  the  lease  shall  be  broken  in  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  when  times  are 
good? 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  I  did  not 
advocate  fixed  rents. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  am  not  talking 
about  rents ;  I  am  talking  about  leases ; 
and  I  ask  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
pledge  himself  to  the  proposition  that 
when  times  are  good  the  lease  shall  be 
broken  in  the  interest  of  the  landlords  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  accept  re  •valuation  from 
time  to  time. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  From  time  to  time ! 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  The  Bill 
which  I  introduced  last  year  proposed 
that  there  should  be  re-valuation  every 
seven  years. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, as  I  understand,  proposes  that  in 
the  interest  of  the  tenant  the  lease  shall 
be  broken  at  any  period  when  times 
are  bad;  but  that  in  the  interest  of 
the  landlord  it  shall  only  be  broken 
every  seven  years !  [Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  : 
No.]  Then  I  should  like  to  know  what 
it  is  that  the  hon.  Member  does  mean  ? 
I  feel  the  deepest  sympathy  with  tenants 
in  Scotland,  who  are  suffering  from  the 
fact  that  they  have  entered  into  a  long 
lease  in  times  of  prosperity,  and  who 
are  now  suffering  greatly  because  they 
hold  these  leases  in  depressed  times. 
But  I  must  confess  it  seems  to  me  that 
unless  hon.  Members  are  prepared  to 
adopt  a  course  which  would  be  mani- 
festly unjust  to  one  of  the  parties  to  the 
contract  the  only  way  of  dealing  with 
the  hardship  is  to  leave  it  to  the  gene- 
rosity and  good  feeling  of  the  landlords 
in  Scotland  to  make  such  arrangements 
with  their  tenants  as  the  necessities  of 
the  times  may  require.  From  all  the 
information  which  has  reached  me  from 
time  to  time,  that  is  being  done  to  a 
large  extent  at  the  present  time,  and  it 
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will  continue  to  be  done.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  desired  to  have  fair 
rents;  but,  to  my  great  surprise,  he 
illustrated  his  argument  in  that  direc- 
tion by  a  reference  to  Ireland.  We  all 
know  what  has  followed  from  the  adop- 
tion of  that  principle  in  that  country. 
Will  any  hon.  Member  on  that  side  of 
the  House  tell  me  that  the  institution  of 
fair  rents  in  Ireland  has  been  either  to 
the  advantage  and  prosperity  of  that 
country,  or  that  it  has  tended  in  any  way 
to  the  development  of  agriculture  in 
Ireland  ?  All  I  can  say  is  this — that  if 
the  same  consequences  were  to  follow 
from  the  adoption  of  the  system  of  fair 
rents  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions  as  we  witness,  to  our  sorrow, 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time,  God 
forbid  that  I  should  live  to  see  the  day 
when  the  system  should  be  introduced 
into  England !  Does  the  hon.  Member, 
or  those  who  think  with  him,  really  be- 
lieve that  much  advantage  is  to  be 
gained  by  the  adoption  of  that  system  ? 
If  so,  I  would  venture,  with  great 
respect,  to  refer  him  to  some  observa- 
tions made  on  that  subject  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  not  long  after 
I  came  into  the  House,  during  the  pas- 
sage through  Parliament  of  the  Irish 
L^d  Act  of  1 870,  in  which  he  absolutely 
demolished  the  proposal  of  fair  rent 
even  as  applied  to  Ireland,  and  proved 
conclusively,  even  to  demonstration,  that 
the  adoption  of  the  principle  could  only 
have  the  result  of  demoralizing  the 
•whole  mass  of  the  people  in  that 
country.  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  right  in  his  forecast  or 
wrong,  I  will  leave  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  decide.  For  myself,  I  can 
see  no  relief  whatever  for  the  present 
agricultural  depression  in  the  institution 
of  fair  rents  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Neither  do  I  believe  in  the  further 
proposition  which  has  been  made  by  the 
non.  Member  that  the  large  farms  of 
the  country  should  be  broken  up.  It 
seems  to  me  a  strange  proposal  that  if 
men  of  capital,  with  the  advantage  of 
every  appliance  of  science,  have  failed  to 
make  agriculture  pay  by  breaking  up 
the  large  farms  and  putting  them  in  the 
hands  of  men  who  have  neither  capital 
nor  the  same  means  of  turning  them  to 
account  they  will  be  made  to  pay.  This 
system  has  been  tried  largely  for  years 
in  the  part  of  the  country  which  I  have 
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the  honour  to  represent.  There,  great 
tracts  of  country,  which  formerly  were 
large  estates,  have  been  broken  up  and 
divided  into  thousands  of  small  holdings, 
which  are  occupied  and  farmed  at  the 
present  time.  What  is  the  result  ?  If 
hon.  Members  will  sometimes  take  the 
trouble  to  refer  to  the  Beports  of  the 
Koyal  Commission  on  Agriculture — and 
they  certainly  do  contain  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  information — I  think  a  very 
brief  study  of  those  Beports  will  show 
them  that  among  all  the  different  classes 
engaged  in  ag^cultural  pursuits,  much 
as  they  have  suffered,  of  landlords, 
tenants,  and  labourers,  all  put  together, 
there  is  not  one  class  whose  sufferings 
can  for  a  moment  be  compared  to  those 
of  the  freeholders  of  Lincolnshire  farm- 
ing these  small  holdings  into  which  the 
hon.  Member  desires,  in  the  interests  of 
the  country,  to  see  the  land  generally 
broken  up.  I  wish  with  all  my  heart  that 
it  was  possible  to  say  something  more 
encouraging  in  regard  to  agricultural 
prospects  than  I  am  able  to  say  to-night. 
There  is  only  one  gleam  of  hope  under 
present  circumstances  which  I  continue 
to  cherish,  and  it  is  this — that  I  cannot 
believe  it  is  possible  that  foreign  coun* 
tries  can  continue  for  any  prolonged 
period  to  send  us,  at  a  profit,  their  pro- 
duce at  the  prices  which  prevail  at  the 
present  time.  If  I  am  right  in  that, 
then,  as  a  matter  of  course,  prices  would 
rise  at  once ;  and  with  a  nse  of  prices 
for  agricultural  produce  we  may  be  sure 
that  the  relief  of  agricultural  depression 
would  commence.  It  seems  to  me  that 
there  is  only  one  thing  we  can  do  at  the 
present  time  ;  and  that  has  been  alluded 
to,  in  touching  terms,  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hertfordshire  (Viscount 
Grimston) — namely,  that  all  classes  en- 
gaged in  agriculture  must  be  prepared 
to  make  self-sacrifices,  and  do  ail  within 
their  power  to  help  each  other  through 
this  terrible  and  disastrous  period  of 
depression.  I  believe  that  has  been 
done  already  to  a  great  extent.  We 
have  heard  much  of  landlords,  and  the 
rents  they  receive,  and  the  terms  upon 
which  they  ought  to  receive  rent ;  and 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  appear  to  think, 
from  the  tone  of  the  speeches  delivered 
to-night,  that  landlords  have  waited  for 
their  lectures  before  they  adopted  a 
course  of  reducing  and  remitting  largely 
the  rents  paid  to  them  by  their  tenants. 
It  does  not  follow  that  becaoae  every 
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landlord  in  the  oonnfiy  does  not  think  t 
it  neceesary  to  advertise  the  fact  irhen- 
ever  he  makes  a  larg^  redaction  that  he 
has  been  slow  to  take  that  course.  If  I 
were  to  tell  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  all 
I  know  with  regard  to  the  enormous  re- 
duction of  rent  that  has  taken  place 
already,  and  the  enormous  reduction  of 
the  incomes  of  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  landlords  throughout  England,  I  think 
I  should  tell  them  something  which  I 
suspect  would  astonish  a  great  many  of 
them.  If  there  is  nothing  to  be  con- 
demned on  the  part  of  the  landlords — 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is,  for  I  believe 
they  have  behaved  well  and  rightly,  and 
have  come  forward  nobly  to  do  their  duty 
in  this  time  of  agricultural  depression 
^ still  less  have  I  one  word  of  complaint 
against  the  tenant  farmers,  who  have 
shown  singular  patience,  pluck,  and 
energy  in  the  most  difficult  and  trying 
circumstances.  Nothing  is  more  re- 
markable, or  does  them  more  credit,  than 
this— when  after  six  or  seven  years  of 
such  bad  seasons  as  were  probably  never 
paralleled,  when  it  was  impossible  to  do 
justice  to  their  farms,  and  when  it 
pleased  Providence,  at  the  end  of  that 
weather,  to  send  them  fine  weather  and 
fine  seasons^ — nothing  is  more  remark- 
able than  the  way  they  buckled  to,  and 
did  ever3rthing  in  the  power  of  men  of 
business  to  restore  the  character  of  their 
occupation.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
labourers.  I  should  like  to  say  one 
word  on  that  subject.  It  is  with  great 
regret  that  I  observe  that  they,  too,  at 
last  have  begun  to  feel  the  effects  of 
agricultural  depression.  For  several 
years  they  probably  suffered  less  from 
the  prevailing  agricultural  depression 
than  any  other  class  engaged  in  agri- 
culture ;  but  I  regret  to  say  that  the  time 
at  last  has  come  when  it  has  begun  to 
bear  most  heavily  and  disastrously  upon 
them.  Their  wages  have  fallen  to  a 
degree  which  fills  me  with  compassion. 
I  know  this — that  in  my  own  county, 
where  eight  or  ten  years  ago  the  la- 
bourer was  receiving  wages  at  the  rate 
of  3«.  per  day,  he  is  now  receiving 
not  more  than  2#.  per  day,  and  I  have 
been  told  that  even  that  rate  will  be 
reduced  during  the  coming  winter.  That 
means  much  suffering  not  only  to  him, 
but  to  the  family  he  has  to  support.  I 
have  often  thought  that  it  was  won- 
derful how,  upon  such  a  miserable 
pittance  as  2i.  per  day,  an  agricultural 


labourer  should  be  able  to  bring  up  his 
family  and  maintain  his  home  so  re- 
spectably and  admirably  as  many  of 
them  do.  But  that  is  not  all.  Not  only 
have  wages  fallen  largely,  but  great 
numbers  of  labourers  are  out  of  em- 
ployment altogether ;  and  I  am  afraid, 
before  this  winter  passes,  that  the  num- 
ber will  be  largely  increased.  What  is 
to  be  the  remedy  for  all  this?  How 
am  I  to  be  blamed,  speaking  on  the  part 
of  the  Conservative  Gh)vemment,  be- 
cause I  am  unable  to  submit  measures, 
or  to  put  before  the  House  proposals, 
which  are  adequate  to  deal  with  so  grave 
a  position  and  so  serious  an  emergency 
as  the  present  is  ?  Has  anything  fallen 
from  any  hon.  Gentleman  to-night  which 
can  be  considered,  for  a  single  moment, 
as  an  effectual  remedy  for  the  agricul- 
tural distress?  If  there  has  been,  or 
if  there  is  anything  to  be  said,  I  can 
only  join  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wiltshire  (Mr.  Long)  in 
saying  that  wo  would  rally  as  one  man 
in  doing  all  that  lies  within  our  power, 
within  legitimate  bounds,  to  relieve  the  de- 
pression, and  to  help  those  who  are  suffer- 
ing to  tide  over  their  difficulties  until 
the  time  may  come  when  we  may  look 
forward  to  happier  and  brighter  times. 

Mr.  LIONEL  COHEN  said,  he  would 
ask  for  that  forbearance  on  the  part  of 
the  House  which  was  usually  accorded  to 
any  Member  who  rose  to  address  it  for 
the  first  time.  There  were,  besides,  special 
reasons  whv  he  should  ask  for  the  for- 
bearance  and  indulgence  of  the  House 
in  making  a  few  observations  upon  this 
question.  He  was  the  first  new  Member 
who  had  risen  to  claim  especial  sym- 
pathy on  the  ground  of  his  being  a  **  Boy- 
cotted "  individual,  as  a  humble  Member 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Trade  and 
Agriculture.  It  might  afford  some  con- 
solation to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on 
his  right,  below  the  Ministerial  Gang- 
way, when  they  saw  that  in  his  case  the 
process  had  not  been  attended  with 
those  unfortunate  results  ascribed  to  it 
in  the  Sister  Island.  Indeed,  he  might 
say  that  he  looked  with  some  degree  of 
hope  and  confidence  to  the  action  of  that 
much-maligned  body,  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission on  Trade ;  and  he  hoped  it 
would  have  the  effect,  through  the 
operations  of  commerce,  of  securing 
without  delay  those  conditions  of  tenure 
which  alone  could  fit  both  tencmt  far- 
mers and  labourers  for  the  new  and 
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trying  circumstances  in  which  they  were 

{)laced.     He  tiiought  he  was  justified  in 
ooking  to  the  operations  of  commerce 
for  a  remedy.    The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  in  his  address 
the  other  night,  attributed  the  difficul- 
ties in  which  his  country  was  placed 
mainly  to  agricultural  depression.     The 
chain  between  commerce  and  agricul- 
ture was  a  close  one,  and  rivetted  by 
many  links ;  and,  as  a  commercial  man, 
representing  a  commercial  and  artizan 
constituency,  he  had  some  cauee  to  com- 
plain that,  notwithstanding  the  closeness 
of  the  links  of  the  chain  between  com- 
merce and  agrii3ulture,  the  general  dis- 
cussion on  the  Address  had  all  tended  to 
enlist  the  sympathy  of  the  House  on  the 
side  of  those   engaged  in  agriculture, 
whereas  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
large  pursuits  of  commerce  bad  neither 
received  notice  nor  sympathy.     What 
was  the  cause  which  brought  about  all 
these  agricultural  difi&culties?    In  the 
first  place,  taking  a  wide  range,  it  was, 
no  doubt,  the  operation  of  political  mis- 
trust in  different  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 
Capital  was  stagnant  to  an  extent  which, 
in  the  course  of  a  long  business  experi- 
ence, he  hardly  ever  recollected.     With 
that,  enterprize  became  dormant,    em- 
ployment became  difficult,  and  those  en- 
gaged in  commerce  were  unable  to  pay 
the  prices  formerly  paid  for  agricultural 
produce.     This  acted  and  re-acted  all 
over  the  world ;   and    the   result  was 
shown    both    in  the    condition  of  the 
tenant   farmer    and    of    the    labourer. 
Therefore,  he  maintained  that  the  con- 
ditions were  both  direct  and  immediate 
in  the  operation  of  commerce  upon  the 
produce  of  the  land.    They  had  been 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
colnshire   (Mr.    Chaplin)   that    it  was 
impossible  to  do  that  which  was  asked 
for   by    legislation.     In    that    opinion 
he  ventured    humbly  to  concur ;   but 
it  was  not  impossible,  bv  confidence  and 
by  encouragement,  to  free  our  trade  in 
some  degree  from  the  shackles  which 
surrounded  it,  and  to  give  an  impetus  to 
commerce.     There  were  three  modes  by 
which  the  ag^culturist  and  the  labourer 
might  be  benefited.     The  first  was  by 
enabling  better  prices  to  be  secured  for 
articles  of  consumption.  The  second  was 
by  giving  the  producer  better  facilities 
for  carrying  his  produce  from  one  part 
of  the  country  to  another  at  fair  and 
equitable  rates ;  and  the  third  was  by  so 
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regulating  the  incidence  of  taxation  that 
no  undue  burdens  should  be  laid  upon 
the  shoulders  of  those  who  were  en- 
gaged  in  the  cultivation  of  the  land. 
He  ventured  to  ask  the  House  with  con- 
fidence whether,  if  more  attention  were 
paid  to  these  three  branches  of  Economic 
Science,  a  speedier  result  would  not  be 
secured   for  the    agricultural   interests 
than  by  going  into  Committee  or  bring- 
ing in  Bills  with  complex  clauses  deal- 
ing with  a  subject  so  difficult  as   the 
tenure  of  the  land  ?    The  first  way  to 
secure  better  prices  was  to  encourage 
traders  to  send  their  goods  to  all  parts 
of  the  world.     In  connection  with  this 
point  he  must  say  that  he  had  heard 
with  apprehension  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian   (Mr.  Gladstone) 
speak  of  their  adventures  in  Burmah  as 
treading  on  dangerous  ground.      That 
was  not  the  way  in  which  the  merchants 
and  traders  of   foreign  countries  were 
spoken  of  by  the  statesmen  of  those  coun- 
tries.   It  was  the  duty  of  the  Q-ovem- 
ment,  no  matter  to  what  Party  it  be- 
longed, not  to  present  a  cold  shoulder  to 
mercantile  industry  —  he  did  not  mean 
to    operations    that    were    improperly 
carried  out,  or  subject  justly  to  fine  and 
penalty  in  the  various  countries — but  to 
hold  out  an  encouraging  hand  to  those  of 
their  merchants  who  were  engaged  in 
commercial  enterprize  abroad.     To  the 
collapse  which  had  attended  some  of  the 
commercial  enterprizes  of  the  country 
to  a  considerable  extent  the  depression 
of  ag^culture  was  due.     As  a  Member 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Trade,  it 
would  not  become  him  to  say  in  what 
direction  their  inquiry  tended;  but  he 
wished  to  observe  that  he  repelled  most 
emphatically  the  observations   of   the 
right   hon.  and   learned    Member  for 
Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  when 
he  said  that  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mission had  entered  upon  their  labours 
with  a  preconceived  bias,  and  with  pre- 
possessions in  favour  of  one  set  of  econo- 
mical doctrines  over  another  as  governing 
remedial  measures.    He  had  yet  to  learn 
from  any  Member  of  the  Commission 
that  he  had  entered  upon  the  inquiry 
with  any  other  object  than  the  desire 
and  intention  of  following  it  out  for  the 
benefit  of   trade  and    agriculture  free 
from  all  prejudices  in  favour  of  any  of 
those    economic   doctrines  which  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  wrongfully  attributed 
to  them.     He   came  now  to   another 
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Temple)  represented  a  great  agricultural 
constituencj.     He  was  also  personally 
connected  with  the  land,  and  he  had  had 
the  management  of  allotments   which 
had  been  successful  under  the  arrange- 
ments which    had  endured    for  many 
years.     He  therefore  trusted  that  those 
who  took  an   interest  in  the  question 
would  be  good  enough  to  listen  to  the 
remarks  he  intended  to  make,  seeing 
that  they  came  from  a  practical  man. 
He  would  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  they  were  asked  to  remodel  the 
conditions  of  tenancy  in  reference  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil;  but  the  debate 
so  far  had  been  so  inconsequential  that 
he  claimed  permission  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  princip£il  class  among 
the  cultivators  of  the  soil  was  composed 
of  the  farm  labourers.   There  was  in  the 
country  plenty  of   land    available  for 
allotments  if  the  labourers  would  take 
it ;    but  something  more  was  desired ; 
because  the  truth  of  the  matter  was  that 
when  the  land  was  offered  to  the  la- 
bourers for  allotments  they  sometimes 
refused  to  take  it.    The  fact  was  that 
while  allotments  of  limited  area,  favour- 
able situation,  and  fertile  soil  answered 
well  enough,  on  tho  other  hand  allot- 
ments of  average  soil  were  apt  to  fail. 
Instances  of  such  failure  were  common 
in  the  West  of  England.    Market  gar- 
dening had    been    alluded    to    during 
the  debate;    and,  no  doubt,  that  was 
an  industry  suited  to  the  allotment  sys- 
tem.    He  was  himself  connected  with  a 
constituency  which  was  one  of  the  great 
centres  of  market  gardening;   and  he 
was  satisfied  that  he  was  only  re-echoing 
the  opinion  of  his  constituents  when  he 
stated    that   market    gardening  might 
easily  be  overdone.    If  it  were  to  be 
overdone  by   means  of   an    allotment 
system  artificially  introduced,  the  prices 
of  market  gardening  produce  would  be 
80  lowered  that  the  industry  would  cease 
to  be  profitable.     Much  was  said  about 
farms  lying  waste,  and  waiting  only  for 
labour.    The  meaning  of  that  was  that 
such  farms  should  be  cut  up  into  allot- 
ments.   But  it  was  forgotten  that  such 
a  parcelling  out  required  capital — per- 
haps £500  for  each  allotment  of  three 
or  four  acres.    The  agitators  who  urged 
this  never  indicated  how  this  capital 
was  to  be  raised,  or  how  the  allotment 
holder  was  to  pay  the  interest.    Nor 
was  it  fair  to  compare,  as  was  too  often 
done,  the  rents  of  allotments  having 
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specially  good  land  with  the  average 
rent  of  farms  having  various  sorts  of 
land,  good,  bad,  and  indifferent.  But, 
apart  from  these  larger  allotments  on 
which  the  labourer  was  to  subsist  with- 
out working  for  wages,  he  was  heartily 
in  favour  of  small  allotments — haU-an- 
acre  or  so  —  attached  to  the  cottages 
of  farm  labourers,  whereby  they  could 
supplement  their  earnings,  and  whereon 
they  could  employ  themselves  for  the 
good  of  their  families  when  employment 
with  the  farmer  might  be  slack  and 
wages  irregular.  If  this  system  could 
be  rendered  universal  the  farm  labourers 
could  never  be  the  victims  of  enforced 
idleness  and  consequent  want.  He  de- 
nied that  the  rents  which  were  asked  for 
allotments  were  at  all  too  high. 

Sir  AECHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
asked  the  permission  of  the  House,  as 
the  Kepresentative  of  a  constituency 
largely  agricultural  as  well  as  conmier- 
cial,  to  say  a  few  words.  Any  person 
who  looked  round  and  saw  the  condition 
of  agriculture  or  trade  throughout  the 
country  must  regard  it  with  the  very 
greatest  amoimt  of  feeling.  As  far  as 
his  experience  had  gone — and  it  had  been 
a  pretty  long  one — as  to  landlords  and 
tenants — at  all  events  as  to  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Scotland— it  was  felt  there 
was  great  community  of  interest  between 
the  two  classes.  In  Scotland  there  was 
a  deep  feeling  that  although  the  agri- 
cultural depression  might  become  worse 
than  it  was  at  present,  the  best  way 
they  could  get  over  it  was  by  mutual 
confidence  and  concession.  He  was 
thankful  to  think  that  that  confidence 
had  not  been  misplaced,  either  by  the 
landlords  or  by  the  tenants.  The  fact 
of  the  matter  was  that  the  land  was  only 
worth  what  it  could  produce.  If  pro- 
duce came  in  from  foreign  countries  in 
larger  and  larger  quantities  year  by 
year,  continually  depreciating  the  prices 
of  the  produce  and  commodities  which 
the  tenants  supplied,  it  was  very  clear 
that  the  profits  on  both  sides  must  de- 
crease. The  landlords  were  willing  to 
accept  that  position;  but  they  asked 
that  they  should  be  allowed  to  make 
fair  bargains,  such  as  were  made  in  all 
trades  —  that  freedom  of  bargain  and 
contract  between  landlord  ana  tenant 
should  be  preserved.  If  they  felt  con- 
fident of  that,  and  then  made  a  bad 
bargain,  they  must  take  the  conse- 
quences.   They  hoped  and  trusted,  ftfter 
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Registry  Bill. 
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ACCESS  TO    MOXmTAINS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  secure  to 
the  public  the  right  of  Access  to  Mountains  and 
Moorlands  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  ho  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Cheney  Bolton,  Mr.  Ilaldane, 
Mr.  D.  Crawford,  Sir  Henry  Koscoe,  and  Mr. 
Edward  Rusaell. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 

DOUBLE  RETURN, 


SCOTLAND   DIVISION   OF   LIVERPOOL 
AND  BOROUGH  OF  GALWAY. 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  Ilouse 
that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from 
Thomas  P.  O'Connor,  esquire,  returned 
as  a  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool,  and  for  the  Borough  of 
Ghdwaj,  making  his  election  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool ;  and  the 
said  Letter  was  read  as  followeth : — 


Sir, 


Jan.  25. 


Having    been  elected  for  both  the    Scotland 

Divition  of  Liverpool  and  the  Borough  ofOalway, 

I  bey  to  inform  you  that  I  elect  to  sit  for  the 

Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool. 

Tour  obedient  Servant, 

T.  P.  0*  CONNOR. 
The  Right  Eon, 

The  Speaker, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  hefore 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Tueiiuy^  lUh  January^    1886. 


^UNUTES.]  —  Took    the    Oath  —  The   lK)rd 

Headley. 
Public  Bill  -^  Second   Reading  —  Committee 

negatived  —  Third  Reading — Land   Registry 

(7),  and  passed, 

NEW  PEER. 

William  Buller  FuUerton  Baron  El- 
phinstone  in  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  called  Scotland,  having  heen 
created  Baron  Elphinstone  of  Elphin- 
Btone  in  the  county  of  Haddington — Was 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 


LAND  REGISTRY  BILL.-(No.  7.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbury),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  the  mea- 
sure had  become  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  death  of  Mr.  Brent  Spencer 
FoUett,  Q.O.,  who  had  for  some  years 
been  Chief  Registrar  of  the  Land  Re- 
gistry Office,  and  because  bo  provision 
had  been  made  in  the  Act  of  Parliament 
which  constituted  the  office  for  the  duties 
of  the  Registrar  being  performed  by 
another  Registrar,  and  it  might  be  that 
any  proceedings  in  the  office  in  regard 
to  titles  of  land  would  be  void.  It  was 
therefore  necessary  that  something 
should  be  done ;  but  as  considerable  dis- 
satisfaction had  been  expressed  at  the 
amount  of  business  done  and  at  the  dis- 
proportionate expenditure  of  the  office, 
it  had  been  thought  inexpedient  to  make 
a  permanent  appointment,  especially 
pending  the  proposed  alterations  in  re- 
gard to  land  transfer,  which  subject  the 
Government  hoped  shortly  to  deal  with. 
The  Land  Transfer  Bill  would  include 
provisions  for  the  registration  of  land 
generally,  and  for  the  discharge  of  duties 
by  the  Registrars.  Under  idl  the  cir- 
stancefi,  the  Qovernment  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  make  temporary 
provision  for  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  the  vacant  office.  He  begged  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (^The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly ;  Committee  negatived:  Then  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  dispensed  with  ; 
Bill  read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  2^th  January,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Select   Committee  —  Standing 
Orders ;  Selection,  nominated. 
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BufiPered  great  loss  ?  What  was  to  be  said 
of  the  merchant  who  had  bought  a  ship- 
load of  merchandize  to  arrive,  and  then 
found  there  was  no  market  in  which  to 
sell  the  goods  ?  Was  he  to  be  relieved, 
or  to  be  entitled  to  relieve  himself,  at  the 
expense  of  the  other  parties  to  the 
contract  ?  Where  was  this  relief  to  end 
if  they  were  to  cancel  the  power  which 
now  existed,  and  had  existed  in  this  coun- 
try practically  for  all  time,  to  buy  and 
sell  in  a  free  and  open  market  ?  The 
moment  they  cancelled  that  power,  that 
moment  they  would  interfere  seriously 
with  liberty  of  action ;  they  would  accept 
a  principle  which,  if  carried  to  its  full 
extent,  would  deprive  the  people  and 
commerce  of  the  country  of  everything 
that  could  be  called  by  the  name  **  free." 
What  would  be  thought  of  any  English- 
man or  Scotchman — ^he  believed  the  case 
of  the  Sister  Island  was  exceptional —who, 
having  made  a  bargain,  wished  to  back 
out  of  it  when  he  found  it  working  disad- 
vantageously  to  himself  ?  Was  not  the  ful- 
filment of  a  bargain  a  matter  of  honour? 
A  man  who  did  not  face  adversity  when 
it  befell  him  was  no  longer  a  man.  A 
man  was  only  a  man  when  he  stood  by 
the  bargains  he  had  made ;  and  when 
once  there  was  a  general  disposition  to 
escape  from  the  ill-effects  of  bargains  it 
would  be  found  that  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  had  departed.  He  did  not 
at  all  wonder  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  late  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  should  make  a 
sort  of  apology  for  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  by  teUing  the  House  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay)  did  not  mean 
to  propose  any  particular  law  of  a  hard- 
and-fast  character,  but  that  all  he  com- 
plained of  was  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not  announced  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  their  intention  of  intro- 
ducing some  measure  of  law  to  provide 
for  these  special  conditions  of  tenure. 
He  would  like  to  know  what  would  have 
been  the  result  if  they  had  all  sat  down 
together,  and,  as  business  men,  at- 
tempted to  ^ame  a  law  such  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  seemed  to 
desire  ?  How  would  they  have  described 
such  a  measure  ?  He  was  not  quite  sure 
whether  he  would  not  have  been  entitled 
to  have  appealed  to  the  Speaker  whe- 
ther, as  a  matter  of  Order,  it  was  com. 
patent  for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  put  a  para. 

Mr.  Kimler 


graph  in  Her  Gracious  Speech  whioli 
involved  two  such  political  absurdities 
as,  on  the  one  hand,  the  making  of  a 
law  to  permit  people  to  do  that  which, 
they  could  now  do  voluntarily,  or,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  making  of  a  law  to 
compel  people  to  make  contracts.  In 
the  great  speech  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  made  in  Leeds  in  1881, 
he  described  the  Land  Bill  of  1881, 
which  afterwards  became  law,  as  a  great 
innovation  upon  the  principles  of  free- 
dom of  contract — one  which  could  only 
be  justified  in  the  case  of  Ireland  by  the 
most  exceptional  circumstances.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  it  so  great 
a  sacrifice  in  favour  of  the  exceptional 
circumstances  of  Ireland,  and  an  inno- 
vation which  was  not  to  be  treated  as  a 
precedent,  that  in  a  speech  which  he 
delivered  after  the  Land  Bill  had  become 
law  he  spoke  of  the  time  when  the  coun- 
try might  be  able  to  revert  to  the  old 
system  of  freedom  of  contract.  What 
were  the  words  he  used  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — ["Divide,  divide!"] 
He  (Mr.  Kimber)  begged  to  move  that 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Kimher^) — put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  183 ;  Noes 
211  :  Majority  28. 

AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Arch,  J. 
Asher,  A. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Beith,  G. 
Bigear,  J.  G. 
Blades,  J.  H. 
Blaine,  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bolton,  T.  H. 
Borlase,  W.  0. 
Brown,  A«  H. 
Bmnner,  J.  T. 
Burt,  T. 
Byrne,  G. 
Cameron,  C. 
Cameron,  J.  H. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 


Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain.  B. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channin^,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cobbold,  F.  T. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Colling  J. 
Commmi,  A. 
Compton,  Lord  W.  O, 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cook,  £.  B. 
Cook,  W. 
Coote,  T. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R, 

CosenB-Hiidy,  H.  H. 
CraTeii,  J. 
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Crawford,  W. 

Cremer,  W.  R. 

CriUy,  U. 

CromptoD,  0. 

Carrie,  Sir  D. 

Dillon,  J. 

Dackham,  T. 

Duncan,  D. 

Ellis,  J. 

Esmonde,  Sir  T. 

Eeslemont,  P. 

Farqubarson,  Dr.  R. 

Fenwick,  C. 

FergnsoQ,  J.  E.  J. 

Finlayson,  J. 

Finncane,  J. 

Fletcher,  B. 

Flower,  (J. 

¥\yixn,  J.  C. 

Foley,  P.  J. 

Forster,  Sir  C. 

Foster,  Dr.  B. 

Fox,  F. 

Gibb,  T.  E. 

Oilbooly,  J. 

Gill,  H.  J. 

GiU,  T.  P. 

Gladstone,  H.  J. 

Gourley,  E.  T. 

Gray,  E.  D. 

Grenfell,  W.  H. 

Grey,  Sir  E. 

Haldane,  R.  B. 
Barker,  W. 

Harrington,  E. 

Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Havne,  0.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Ince,  H.  B. 
Jacks,  W. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johns,  J.  W. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kelly,  B. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kitching,  A.  G. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Ucaita,  0.  O. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leamy.  B. 
Leicester,  J. 
ilacfarlane,  D.  H. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
M*Arthnr,  A. 
M'Carthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
McDonald,  P. 
M'Kcnna,  SirJ.N. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
lIanim,E.  H. 
Mason,  8. 
Ma™,  T. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Montagu,  S. 


Monlton,  J.  F. 

Newnes.  G. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 

Nolan,  J. 

O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 

O'Brien,  P.  J. 

O'Brien,  W. 

O'Connor,  A. 

O'Connor,  J. 

O'Connor,  T.  P. 

O'Doherty,  J.  E. 

O'Hea,  P. 

O'Kelly,  J. 

Pamell,  C.  S. 

Pickersgill,  E.  H. 

Picten,  J.  A. 

Powell,  W.  R.  H. 

Power,  P.  J. 

Pulley,  J. 

Pyne,  J.  D. 

Redmond,  J.  £. 

Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 

Reynolds,  W.  J. 

Richardson,  T. 
Rigby,  J. 

Roberts,  J.  (Cnrvn.  E.) 
Roberts,  J.  (FInt.  Bgs.) 
Roe,  T. 

Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Saunders,  W, 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Sheil,  E. 
Small,  J.  F. 
Smith,  W.  B. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Spensley,  hon.  H. 
Spicer,  H. 
Stack,  J. 

Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Tanner,  0.  E. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tuite,  J. 

Yemey,  Captain  E.  U. 
Wason,  E. 
Watson,  T. 
Watt,  H. 
Way  man,  T. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Westlake,  J. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  J.  (Durham) 
Wilson,  J.  (iLdinbgh.) 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Yeo,  F. 

TBLLBRS. 

Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 


NOES. 


Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  G. 
Amherst.  W.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  S. 
BaggaUay,  E. 
Baily,  L.  R. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Bartlcy,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poor 
Bethell,  Commander 
Big  wood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blaine,  R.  S. 
Blundell,  CoL  H.  B.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  0. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  right  hon.  R. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A  M. 
Brooks,  J. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Chaplin,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Coddington,  W. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Coope,  0.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dawson,  R. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
Denison,  E.  W. 
Denison,  W.  B. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.   Sir  W. 

H. 
Edwardes-Moss,  T.  0. 
Egerton,  hn.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 


Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 

Evelyn,  W.  J. 

Ewart,  W. 

Ewing,  A.  O. 

Feilden,  Lt..Gen.  R.  J. 

Fellowee,W.  H. 

Fergu8son,rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 

Field,  Captain  E. 

Finch,  G.  H. 

Finch-Hatton,  hon.  M. 
E.  G. 

Fisher,  W.  H. 

Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 

Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forwood,  A.  B. 

Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 

Eraser,  General  C.  0. 

Gardner,  R.  Riohard- 
son- 

Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 
J.S. 

Gent-Davis,  R. 

Gibson,  J.  G. 

Giles,  A. 

Goldsworthy,    Major- 
General  W.  T. 

Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 

Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J* 

Green,  E. 

Greenall,  Sir  G. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Grimston,  Viscount 

Gunter,  Col.  R. 

Hall,  C. 

Hallett,  Colonel  F.  C. 

Hughes- 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  LordE. 
Hamilton,  Lord  F.  S. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Ilamley,  G^.  SirE.B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  E. 
Hervey,  Lord  F* 
Hickman,  A. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hope,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

B.  B. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Hutton,  J.  F. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 

IThird  Night.'] 
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Johnston,  W.  Powell,  F.  8. 

Jones,  P.  Price,  Captain  G.  E. 

Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir  Ritchie,  G.  T. 

tJ.  J.  Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.  Rothschild,  Baron    F. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T.  J.  de 

Ker,  R.  W.  B.  Round,  J. 

Kimber,  H.  Russell,  Sir  G. 

King,  H.  S.  Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T. 
Kinnear,  J.  B.  M. 

Knatchhull-Hugessen,  Saunderson,  Maj.  E.  J. 

hon.  H.  T.  Sclater-Booth,rt.hn.G. 

Lawrence,  Sir  T.  Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    rt. 
Lawrence,  W.  F.  hon.  Sir  H.  J. 

Lethbridge,  Sir  R.  Seton-Karr,  H. 

Lewisham,  Viscount  Sidebottora,  "W. 

Llewellyn,  E.  H.  Sitwell,  Sir  G.  R. 

Lloyd,  W.  Smith,  A. 

Long,  W.  H.  Smith,  D. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  E.  Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J.  Stanley,  rt.  hon. Col.  F. 

H.  A.  Stanley,  E.  J. 

Maclean,  J.  M.  Stewart,  M. 

M'Calmont,  Captain  J.  Sturrock,  P. 

Manners,  rt.  hon.  Lord  Talbot,  J.  G. 

J.  J.  R.  Temple,  Sir  R. 

Marriott,  rt  hn.  W.  T.  Tipping,  W. 

Marton,  Maj.  G.  B.  H.  ToUemache,  H.  J. 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  Tomlinson,  W.  E.  :M. 

Mills,  C.  W.  Trotter,  H.  J. 

Morgan,  hon.  F.  Tyler,  Sir  H.  \V. 

Mount,  W.  G.  Valentine,  C.  J. 

Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir  Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 

J.  R.  Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Mulholland,  H.  L.  Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Murdoch,  C.  T.  Watson,  J. 
Norris,  E.  S.  Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S.  White,  J.  B. 
Norton,  R.  Whitley,  E. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T.  Winn,  hon.  R. 
Paget,  R.  H.  Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Pearce,  W.  Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W.  Wroughton,  P. 
Pease,  A.  E.  Yorke,  J.  R. 
PeUy,  Sir  L.  Young,  C.  E.  B. 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 

Pilkmgton,  G.  A.  tellers. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R.  Douglas,  A.  Akers- 

Pomfrct,  W.  P.  VValrond,  Col.  W.  U. 

Main  Question  proposed. 
Debate  arising. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'* — {Mr. 
Jeaae  Collin^s,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
MOTIONS. 

PUBLIC    PETITIONS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  ap- 
pointed, to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of 
such  a^  relate  to  Private  B  ills  ;  and  that  such 
Committee  do  classify  and  prepare  abstracts  of 
the  same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall 
appear  to  them  best  suited  to  convey  to  the 


House  all  requisite  information  respecting  their 
contents,  and  do  report  the  same  from  time  to 
time  to  the  House  ;  and  that  the  reports  of  the 
Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of  signatures 
to  each  Petition  only  in  respect  to  those  signa- 
tures to  which  addresses  are  affixed : — And  that 
such  Committee  have  power  to  direct  the  print- 
ing in  extenao  of  such  Petitions,  or  of  such  parts 
of  Petitions,  as  shall  appear  to  require  it:— And 
that  such  Committee  have  power  to  report  their 
opinion  and  observations  thereupon  to  the 
House. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Sir  Chaules  Forstbr,  Mr.  William  Lowther, 
Mr.  Cavendish  Bentixck,  Marquess  of  Staf- 
ford, Colonel  Bridoeman,  Sir  Charles  Ten- 
NANT,  Mr.  Mulholland,  Viscount  Lyminotox, 
Sir  Arthur  Bass,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr.  M*Laoan,  Mr.  Bbgi- 
NALD  Yorke,  Mr.  Henry  Tolleuachb,  and 
Mr.  T,  p.  O'Connor. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — (Sir 
Charles  Forater.) 

LUNACY    (vacating   OF   SEATS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  in  regard  to  the  Vacating  of  Seats  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Charles  Russell,  Mr.  Pule- 
ston,  and  Mr.  William  Corbet. 

^iilpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

SPORTING  LANDS  RATING  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Br.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  as  to  the  Rating  of  Lands  occupied  for 
Sporting  Purposes  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Marquess  of  Staf- 
ford, Mr.  Mackintosh,  and  Dr.  Farquharson. 

'B\)lpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING    ACT    (1854)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  King,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Kimber,  Mr. 
Baggallay,  and  Mr.  Fitzgerald. 

Wlpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  87.] 

SALE   OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS   ON 
SUNDAY   (CORNWALL)    BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Borlase,  Bill  to  prohibit 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  in 
Cornwall,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Borlase.  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  Courtnev, 
Mr.  C.  T.  Djke  Acland,  Mr.  Conybeor©,  Mr. 
Bickford  Smith,  and  Mr.  David  Jenkins. 

Bill  preaenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 

PRIVATE   LUNATIC  ASYLUMS   (iSELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  WiUiam  Corbet,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Private 
Lunatic  Asylums  in  Ireland,  and  to  make  other 
and  more  suitable  provision  for  paying-patients, 
ordtred  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William  Corbet, 
Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Dr.  CameroOf 
and  Mr.  Mayne. 

BUI  pretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [811189.] 
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AOCKSS  TO    MOUNTAINS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  secure  to 
the  pa'blic  the  right  of  Access  to  Mountains  and 
Moorlands  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Cheney  Bolton,  Mr.  Haldane, 
IMr.  D.  Crawford,  Sir  Henry  Koscoe,  and  Mr. 
Edward  Kussell. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 

BOUBLi:  RETURN. 


SCOTLAND   DIVISION   OF  LIVERPOOL 
AND  BOROUGH  OF  OALWAY. 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from 
Thomas  P.  O'Connor,  esquire,  returned 
as  a  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool,  and  for  the  Borough  of 
G^waj,  making  his  election  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool ;  and  the 
said  Letter  was  read  as  foUoweth : — 


Sir, 


Jan.  25. 


Saving    been  elected  for  both  the    Scotland 

Divieion  of  Liverpool  and  the  Borough  ofOalwa^/f 

I  beg  to  inform  you  that  I  elect  to  ait  for  the 

Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

T.  F.  0' C02TN0R. 
The  Right  Son. 

The  Speaker. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LOEDS, 
Tueiduy^  26M  January^   1886. 


^IINUTES.]  —  Took   the    Oath  —  The   Lord 

Ueadley. 
Public  Bill  -^  Second  Reading  —  Committee 

negatived  —  Third  Reading — Land   Registry 

(7),  and  passed. 

NEW  PEER. 

William  Buller  FuUerton  Baron  El- 
phinstone  in  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  called  Scotland,  having^  been 
created  Baron  Elphinstone  of  Elpb in- 
stone  in  the  county  of  Haddington — "Was 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 


LAND  REGISTRY  BILL.-(No.  7.) 

(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

SECOND   SHADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  LOBD  CHANOELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbuky),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  the  mea- 
sure had  become  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  death  of  Mr.  Brent  Spencer 
FoUett,  Q.O.,  who  had  for  some  years 
been  Chief  Eegistrar  of  the  Land  Ee- 
gistry  Office,  and  because  bo  provision 
had  been  made  in  the  Act  of  Parliament 
which  constituted  the  office  for  the  duties 
of  the  Eegistrar  being  performed  by 
another  Eegistrar,  and  it  might  be  that 
any  proceedings  in  the  office  in  regard 
to  titles  of  land  would  be  void.  It  was 
therefore  necessary  that  something 
should  be  done ;  but  as  considerable  dis- 
satisfaction had  been  expressed  at  the 
amount  of  business  done  and  at  the  dis- 
proportionate expenditure  of  the  office, 
it  had  been  thought  inexpedient  to  make 
a  permanent  appointment,  especially 
pending  the  proposed  alterations  in  re- 
gard to  land  transfer,  which  subject  the 
Government  hoped  shortly  to  deal  with. 
The  Land  Transfer  Bill  would  include 
provisions  for  the  registration  of  land 
generally,  and  for  the  discharge  of  duties 
by  the  [Registrars.  Under  cdl  the  cir- 
stances,  the  Government  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  make  temporary 
provision  for  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
6{  the  vacant  office.  He  begged  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly ;  Committee  negatived :  Then  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  dispensed  with  ; 
Bill  read  3',  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  26th  Jantmry,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Sblbct   Oommittbb  — Standing 
Orders ;  Selection,  nominated. 
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Several  other  Members  took  and  sub- 
scribed the  Oath. 

FHirATJE  BUSII^HSS. 


PAKLTAMENT- STANDING  ORDERS. 

Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 
nominated :  —  Ordered^  That  the  Com- 
mittee do  consist  of  Twelve  Members : — 
Mr.  Joseph  Co  wen,  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray, 
Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  William  Lowtueb, 
Sir  John  Mowbray,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr. 
Eaikes,  Mr.  Craig  Sellar,  Mr.  Stans- 
FELD,  Sir  Charles  Tennant,  Mr.  Whit- 
bread,  and  Mr.  Yorke  were  nominated 
Members  of  the  Committee.— (/Sir cTb^n 
JR.  Mowhray.) 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 
nomination  of  committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do 
consist  of  Nine  Members." — {Sir  John  R, 
Mowhray.) 

Dr.  OAMEEON  said,  the  functions 
of  the  Committee  of  Selection  were, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  not  very 
important  or  responsible.  They  had 
the  duty  of  appointing  Members  to 
serve  on  Private  Bill  Committees — a  duty 
that  involved  no  feeling  of  political 
partizanship ;  and  the  duty  of  appoint- 
ment had,  no  doubt,  been  performed  as 
efficiently  and  fairly  as  anyone  could 
desire.  Up  to  two  years  ago  the  nomi- 
nation of  Members  to  serve  on  Commit- 
tees involved  nothing  in  connection  with 
Party  politics  or  Public  Business  ;  but 
two  years  ago  the  Eule  was  passed  to 
refer  two  classes  of  Public  Bills  to  Grand 
Committees,  and  on  that  occasion  the 
selection  of  Members  to  serve  on  these 
Grand  Committees  was  entrusted  to  the 
Committee  the  appointment  of  which 
was  now  moved.  On  that  occasion, 
when  the  Committee  was  nominated,  it 
was  considered  that  the  change  proposed 
to  be  made  in  its  functions  had  so 
greatly  increased  its  importance  that  its 
constitution  should  be  reconsidered ;  and  a 
long  and  somewhat  acrimonious  debate 
resulted  in  the  number  of  Members  of 
the  Committee  being  augmented  from 
five  to  eight.  In  passing,  he  might  call 
attention  to  one  circumstance  he  could 
not  understand.  He  found  that  in  the 
Standing  Order  it  was  provided  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  should  consist  of 


the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  who,  ex  officio,  was  to 
be  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection, and  seven  other  Members,  eight 
in  all.  That  was  the  provision  he  found 
in  the  Standing  Orders,  in  the  edition  so 
late  as  August  last.  If  the  action  of  the 
Rule,  entrusting  to  the  Committee  the 
selection  of  Members  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, rendered  it  necessary  for  the 
House  to  reconsider  the  constitution  of 
that  Committee,  then  the  nature  of  the 
new  Rules  of  Procedure,  which  it  was 
proposed  to  submit  to  the  House  in  the 
present  Session,  rendered  it  doubly 
necessary  to  be  vigilant  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee.  When  the 
Grand  Committees  were  appointed,  only 
two  classes  of  Bills  were  proposed  to  be 
sent  to  them,  and  when  those  Bills  came 
back  from  the  Committees  the  House 
was  at  liberty  to  reconsider  any  Amend- 
ments made,  and  re-open  the  whole  sub- 
ject ;  but,  under  the  proposed  new  Rules 
of  Procedure,  it  was  proposed  that  a 
number  of  different  Select  Committees 
on  Public  Bills  should  be  appointed, 
and  that  virtually  t|ie  entire  powers 
the  House  in  Committee  exercised  over 
the  details  of  the  Bills  should  be  en- 
trusted to  those  Committees,  so  that, 
when  the  Bills  came  back  to  the  House, 
the  House  would  be  deprived  of  that 
opportunity  of  thorough  discussion  it 
had  hitherto  enjoyed.  When  the  Bills 
came  back  without  Amendments  they 
were  to  be  set  down  for  third  reading, 
and  it  would  be  difficult  to  propose  any 
Amendment — it  would  have  to  be  done 
on  a  Motion  for  the  re-committal  of  the 
Bill.  When  the  Bills  came  back  with 
Amendments  the  House  was  to  have  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  them;  but,  those 
being  considered,  then  the  quesUon  of 
third  reading  was  to  be  put  without  de- 
bate. He  would  not  now  discuss  the  merits 
of  the  proposed  new  Rules  of  Procedure ; 
but  it  became  very  evident  that  the 
Committee  to  whom  it  was  proposed  to 
entrust  such  powers  should  be  very 
carefully  selected.  As  he  had  said,  in 
selecting  Members  to  serve  on  Private 
Bill  Committees,  no  Party  questions 
were  involved.  From  his  point  of  view, 
the  constitution  of  the  tribunals  before 
which  Private  Bills  were  promoted,  and 
the  means  offered  for  discussion  of  Busi- 
ness, were  utterly  unsatisfactory,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  by  any  contrivance 
to  make  them  worse  \  but  with  that,  for 
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the  moment,  lie  was  not  concerning  him- 
Belf.  But  now  it  was  proposed  to  en- 
trust to  the  Committee  of  Selection  the 
selection  of  Select  Committees,  to  whom 
all  Public  Bills,  unless  thej  were  Money 
Bills,  were  to  be  referred.  It  was  ad- 
mitted, in  connection  with  any  Commit- 
tee on  a  public  matter,  that  it  was  neces- 
sary the  existence  of  Party  feeling  should 
be  recognized,  the  division  of  Select 
Committees  was  determined  by  the 
Whips ;  80  many  Members  to  represent 
the  Government,  so  many  representing 
the  Opposition,  and  so  many  the  fol- 
lowers of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  But  the 
appointment  of  these  Committees  was 
always  made  by  the  House ;  and  if  any 
unfairness  was  thought  to  exist  in  the 
nomination,  it  was  open  to  any  Member 
of  the  House  to  challenge  the  nomi- 
nation. But  when  a  Committee  was 
appointed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection 
the  House  had  no  opportunity  of  doing 
any  such  thing ;  the  nominations  were 
made  by  the  Committee  sitting  in  pri- 
vate, and  the  House  was  deprived  of  all 
jurisdiction  in  the  case.  He  did  not 
wish  to  impute  to  any  Member  of  that 
Committee  any  but  the  highest  con- 
scientious motives ;  but  it  was  obvious 
that  a  man  entertaining  particular  poli- 
tical views  would  think  that  the  best  and 
most  sensible  Member  likely  to  thrash 
out  any  subject  would  be  a  Member  of 
his  own  Party.  Thus,  without  any  con- 
scious bias,  a  Committee  would  be  found 
tx>nstituted  in  a  manner  more  or  less 
reflecting  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection.  That  rendered  it 
very  important  to  look  to  the  composi- 
tion of  that  Committee  before  placing  it 
in  a  position  in  which  it  might  be  soon 
called  on  to  exercise  most  important 
functions.  He  supposed  it  was  no  secret 
that  certain  differences  of  opinion  existed 
in  the  manner  in  which  they  regarded 
political  questions  between  the  two 
Tvings  of  the  Liberal  Party.  Probably 
there  was  as  much  difference  as  to  the 
standpoint  from  which  questions  were 
regarded  between  Whigs  and  Badicals 
as  between  certain  portions  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  and  the  Whigs.  That 
being  so,  it  was  but  proper  that  th^ 
Badical  element  should  be  represented 
to  an  extent  commensurate  with  its 
strength  and  importance  in  the  House 
on  thai  Committee,  which  would  have  to 
Select  the  Gbrand  Committees  or   the 


Select  Committees,  as  they  were  called, 
which  would  have  to  deal  with  all 
legislation  that  came  before  the  House. 
In  the  proposed  Committee  of  nine, 
only  one  Badical  was  nominated  among 
the  number.  As  for  the  followers  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
they  were  very  well  able  to  take  care  of 
themselves ;  they  did  take  care  of  them- 
selves on  the  last  occasion,  and  were 
pretty  certain  to  get  what  they  desired. 
But  another  section  of  the  House,  in  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  included,  con- 
sisted of  ScotchRepresentatives,  who  were 
not  80  pertinacious  in  ventilating  griev- 
ances they  might  feel.  Scotch  Members 
were  represented  by  a  single  name,  and 
of  course,  in  nine,  they  could  not  well 
expect  a  great  many  more;  but  the 
Gentleman  selected  was  a  Conservative ; 
and  if  it  was  necessary  to  treat  the  com- 
position of  the  Committee  from  a  Party 
point  of  view  he  would  point  out  that 
six-sevenths  of  the  Scotch  representa- 
tion were  Liberal,  and  therefore  it  was 
doing  anything  but  reflecting  the  nature 
of  that  representation  to  nominate  a 
Scotch  Conservative  Member.  Scotch 
representation  was  only  conceded,  if  he 
remembered  rightly,  after  the  vigorous 
remonstrance  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay).  So  long  as  the  duties  of  the 
Committee  were  unimportant,  so  long 
as  they  had  to  deal  with  Private  and 
not  Public  Business,  its  composition  was  a 
matter  of  little  importance.  Its  business 
had  been  to  select  Members  almost  in  a 
sort  of  rota  for  service  on  Private  Bill 
Committees,  and  the  manner  in  which 
that  was  done  left  no  ground  for  com- 
plaint. When  it  was  proposed  to  en- 
trust it  with  the  selection  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees the  question  of  the  constitution 
of  the  Committee  of  Selection  was  natu- 
rally raised,  and  serious  alterations  were 
made  in  that  Committee  ;  and  now,  when 
it  was  proposed  to  entrust  the  Committee 
with  far  greater  and  more  responsible 
duties,  it  was  proper  that  the  House 
should  seriously  consider  the  nomina- 
tions. It  might  be  said  that  the  new 
duty  to  which  he  referred  had  not  yet 
been  imposed  on  the  Committee.  That 
was  quite  true ;  but  if  they  allowed  this 
Committee  of  Selection  to  be  appointed 
without  challenge,  then,  when  the  new 
Eules  of  Procedure  came  before  the 
House,  they  would  be  told  if  they  made 
any  objection  that  the  new  Eules  were 
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known  to  the  House  when  this  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  and  no  protest 
was  made.  At  least  he  thought  that  a 
protest  should  be  made ;  and  to  empha- 
size that  protest  he  would  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  were  it  not 
that  by  doing  so  he  should  formally 
debar  the  right  hon.  Baronet  from 
making  explanations. 

Sir  JOHN  E.  MOWBRAY  said,  the 
hon.  Member  grounded  his  objection  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  on  the 
hypothesis  that  under  new  Eules  of  Pro- 
cedure new  duties  would  be  imposed  on 
the  Committee.  But  the  new  Eules 
were  not  yet  before  the  House,  and  it 
was  a  rather  strong  hypothesis  to  as- 
sume their  adoption  as  a  reason  for  not 
appointing  a  Committee  having  neces- 
sary duties  to  perform.  When  the  new 
Eules  were  before  the  House  for  discus- 
sion, then  would  be  the  time  to  consider 
whether,  in  view  of  new  duties  to  be 
entrusted  to  it,  the  question  of  a  recon- 
stitution  of  the  Committee  should  be 
raised.  But  there  were  present  duties 
for  the  Committee  to  discharge ;  whether 
important  or  not,  they  were  necessary 
for  the  conduct  of  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion. Undoubtedly,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  in  1882,  in  view  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Grand  Committees  the 
Committee  of  Selection  was  enlarged, 
after  an  important  discussion,  to  eight 
Members,  subsequently  raised  to  nine 
to  meet  the  views  oi  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  In  the  nominations  the 
object  was  to  secure  Gentlemen  of  known 
experience,  and  the  House  at  large  would 
admit  that  hitherto  the  Committee  had 
well  performed  its  duties.  It  would  be 
invidious  to  go  into  the  various  shades 
of  opinion  represented;  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  Party  con- 
siderations were  set  aside  by  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs ;  but  it  would  be  observed 
that  in  the  endeavour  to  secure  Gentle- 
men of  large  Parliamentary  experience 
there  had  been  included  from  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  the  noble 
liord  the  Member  for  West  Derbyshire 
(Lord  Edward  Cavendish),  the  junior 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth), 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  M*Carthv),  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread). 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  the  explanation  of  the  right 
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hon.  Baronet  was  not  at  all  satisfactory. 
In  the  last  Parliament  he  raised  this 
question  in  consequence  of  the  Scotcli 
Eepresentative  being  selected  from  the 
Conservative  Party,  and  a  concession, 
was  then  made,  another  Scotch  Member 
being  added  to  the  Committee,  who, 
however,  did  not  now  represent  a  Scotch 
constituency.  New  Members  should 
understand  that  important  duties  would 
devolve  on  this  Committee.  To  it  would 
be  referred  the  selection  of  Members  to 
serve  on  Private  Bill  Committees,  and,  in 
many  cases,  on  Hybrid  Committees;  and, 
according  to  the  proposal  in  the  new 
Eules  of  Procedure,  the  Committee 
would  be  entrusted  with  the  duty  of 
selecting  Committees  on  Public  Bills. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  retorted  upon 
his  hon.  Friend  that  it  would  be  time  to 
raise  his  objection  on  the  discussion  of 
the  new  Eules;  but  he  did  not  know 
that  there  was  any  urgency  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  Committee  of  Selection. 
It  might  very  well  be  deferred  for  some 
time.  The  House  appeared  to  be  in  a 
transition  state,  and  might  very  well 
defer  consideration  of  this  subject  for  a 
time,  in  order  to  give  the  fright  hon. 
Gentleman  and  those  who  advised  him 
time  for  consideration  of  their  position, 
and  to  submit  new  proposals  to  the 
House.  He  did  not  object  to  the 
nominations,  but  he  thought  the  num- 
ber too  few.  It  was  all  very  well 
in  former  times,  when  the  two  Parties 
were  very  distinct  and  divided  in  the 
House,  and  the  principle  of  equal  repre- 
sentation was  followed  by  appointing 
half  from  each  side  of  the  House ;  but 
Irish  Members  had  secured  recognition 
of  their  claims,  and  the  old  method  was 
revised.  He  did  not  wish,  and  he  did 
not  think,  that  Party  considerations 
should  entirely  determine  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Committee;  he  did  not 
think  that  the  question  of  nationality 
should  decide  it ;  but  there  were  prac- 
tical reasons  why  the  Committee  should 
be  fairly  representative  of  the  House. 
It  was  obviously  desirable  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  should,  as  far  as 
possible,  be  acquainted  with  the  general 
sense  of  the  House,  and  with  the  special 
qualifications  of  Members;  and  there 
would  be  more  probability  of  that  in  an 
increased  and  proportional  representation 
of  each  country.  Then  it  was  obvious 
that  if  the  Committee  was  to  select  Mem- 
bers who  were  to  give  decisions  on  Pablio 
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Bills,  the  Members  appointed  should  be 
selected  from  the  various  Parties.  The 
Committee  of  Selection  should  be  very 
considerably  increased,  securing  better 
representation  of  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  and  better  qualification  for  its 
responsible  duties.  He  did  not  wish  to 
raise  a  point  of  Order ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  explained  why  he 
had  deviated  from  the  Standing  Order 
in  nominating  nine  Members,  the  Stand- 
ing Order  providing  that  the  number 
fihould  be  eight.  That  was  a  point  to 
w'hich  he  would  direct  attention  ;  and 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  opportunity  of  expla- 
nation, and  for  the  purpose  of  allow- 
ing time  for  further  consideration,  he 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  J,  TT.  Barclay.) 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  adjourn  the  debate, 
seeing  that  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  a  matter  of  ordinary  business 
arrangement.  The  names  now  proposed 
were  those  of  Gentlemen  who  would 
command  the  confidence  of  the  House  ; 
and  he  would  remind  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  adjournment  that  one 
or  two  of  the  names  were  proposed  ex- 
pressly in  recognition  of  a  somewhat 
similar  complaint  made  in  the  last  Par- 
liament. The  names  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  and 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  Sir  Henry  Wolfi', 
who  was  then  Member  for  Portsmouth, 
were  added  to  give  to  the  Committee  a 
certain  infusion  of  new  blood.  Having 
regard  to  the  past  services  of  the  Gentle- 
men nominated,  he  could  not  but  think  it 
would  be  a  rather  bad  example  for  a  House 
anxious  to  earn  a  good  name  in  the  cotm- 
try  for  prompt  attention  to  business  if, 
on  the  threshold,  they  stumbled  over 
the  nomination  of  a  Committee  for  or- 
dinary business  upstairs.  He  could  not 
but  think  that  the  hon.  Member,  on  re- 
flection, would  think  there  was  hardly 
sufficient  reason  for  postponement.  The 
House  was  full;  the  names  proposed 
were  well  known ;  and  he  could  not  be« 
lieve  the  House  at  a  future  time  would 
be  better  qualified  than  now  to  arrive  at 
a  conclusion. 

Mb.  THOMAS  WATSON  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  addressing  a 


number  of  practical  men.  Would  he, 
therefore,  be  good  enough  to  explain 
why  it  was  necessary  to  appoint  the 
Committee  to-day  rather  than  a  few 
days  hence? 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLER  said,  as  he 
understood  one  objection  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee,  it  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
who  represented  Edinburgh  University 
in  the  last  Parliament,  was  no  longer  a 
Scotch  Member.  But,  though  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  changed  his  seat,  he 
bad  not  lost  his  knowledge  of  Scotch 
matters.  It  seemed  absurd  that  the 
Private  Business  of  the  House,  and 
some  of  its  Public  Business,  too,  should 
be  delayed  and  thrown  out  of  gear  be- 
cause his  right  hon.  Friend  had  changed 
his  seat  from  Edinburgh  to  Leeds. 

Da.  CAMERON  said,  one  reason  for 
adjournment  was  that  in  1883,  when 
the  Committee  was  in  a  similar  position, 
the  appointment  was  not  made  until  the 
27th  of  February,  a  month  subsequent 
to  the  present  date.  Another  reason  for 
adjournment  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  answered  the  objection 
raised  to  the  effect  that  the  Standing 
Order  provided  that  the  Committee 
should  consist  of  eight  Members.  That 
was  the  rule  laid  down  in  the  last  edi« 
tion  of  the  Standing  Orders,  August, 
1885;  and  that  prevented  him  from 
moving  the  omission  of  eight  to  insert 
a  larger  number.  That  being  so,  it 
appeared  to  him  an  irregularity  that 
showed  the  rather  loose  manner  of  con- 
stituting the  Committee,  when  the  Chair- 
man gave  Notice  of  a  Motion  in  direct 
contravention  of  Standing  Order  98,  to 
which  he  referred.  For  this  reason,  and 
because,  two  years  ago,  the  Committee 
was  not  appointed  until  February  27, 
and  no  one  suffered  inconvenience  in 
consequence,  the  appointment  might 
very  well  be  deferred  for  a  few  days. 

Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  said,  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  there  was 
nothing  irregular  in  the  Motion.  Last 
year,  or  the  year  before,  the  number 
was  enlarged  to  nine,  and  the  House 
agreed  to  the  appointment.  The  House 
met  earlier  this  year ;  Private  Bills  had 
to  be  grouped,  Members  had  to  be  com- 
municated with,  and  there  must  be 
delay  and  inconvenience  if  the  appoint* 
ment  of  the  Committee  was  delayed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  felt  they 
should  hesitate   to  interfere   with  the 
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regular  course  of  Business  in  matters  of 
this  kind  at  the  present  stage,  unless 
there  were  very  strong  and  clear  grounds 
for  doing  so.  The  obj  ections  were  urged 
at  an  earlier  hour  than  he  usually 
attended  the  regular  course  of  Business, 
and,  perhaps,  he  had  hardly  heard  them 
all.  He  could  hardly  think,  in  the  in- 
terest of  Scotland,  there  was  any  great 
reason  to  complain,  or  to  found  a  Mo- 
tion for  postponing  the  nomination.  He 
did  not  know  whether  any  other  sub- 
Btantial  objection  had  been  or  could  be 
taken ;  and  when  there  were  no  objec- 
tions of  a  solid  or  substantial  character 
he,  in  matters  of  detail,  felt  a  disposition 
to  defer  to  the  authority  of  old  Members 
experienced  in  these  matters,  and  to 
whose  labours  the  House  was  consider- 
ably indebted.  As  at  present  informed, 
it  might  be  imperfectly,  he  should  be 
sorry  to  see  the  Motion  pressed  to  a 
division. 

Question  put. 

The  "Rouse  divided : — Ayes  43;  Noes 
399  :  Majority  356.— -(Div.  List,  No.  2.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  moved,  <*That 
the .  Committee  do  consist  of  fifteen 
instead  of  nine  Members.'' 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  exhausted  his  right  of  speaking. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  name  of  Lord  Edward 
Cavendish  be  placed  upon  the  Com- 
mittee."— {Sir  John  R.  Mowhray.) 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  had  been 
oareful  to  explain  that  he  had  not  made 
his  protest  on  any  personal  grounds,  but 
purely  upon  general  considerations.  But, 
navin^  made  a  protest,  he  desired  to 
intimate  that  he  should  take  action  upon 
the  matter  when  the  new  Rules  were 
prooeeded  with,  if  ever  they  did  come 
on  for  discussion.  He  should  then  have 
an  opportunity  of  pressing  his  objection 
to  the  policy  of  placing  such  large 
powers  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection.  Having  made  his  protest, 
he  would  not  consider  it  proper  to  ob- 
trude himself  further  on  the  time  of  the 
House,  or  to  waste  time  by  challenging 
the  various  names  upon  the  list.    He 
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should,  therefore,  not  make  objection  to 
any  of  the  names. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lord  Edwabd  Cavendish,  Mr.  Cubitt, 
Mr.  Habcotjbt,  Mr.  Illingwobth,  Mr. 
Justin  M'Cabthy,  Mr.  Obb  Ewmo,  Sir 
Lyon  Playfaib,  Mr.  Whitbbead,  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Cohmittiib 
on  Standing  Obdebs,  nominated  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  STATE  OF  IRELAND— LEGISLA- 
TION FOR  THE  SUPPRESSION  OF 
THE  NATIONAL  LEAGUE  —  THE 
PROTECTION  OF  LIFE,  PROPERTY, 
ORDER,  &c. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
Sir,  I  beg  to  give  Notice,  on  behalf  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  that  on  Thursday  next 
he  will  move  for  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  the 
National  League  and  other  dangerous 
associations,  for  the  prevention  of  in- 
timidation, and  for  the  protection  of  Hfe, 
property,  and  public  order  in  Ireland. 
In  the  event  of  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  Ora- 
oious  Speech  not  being  concluded  be- 
fore Thursday,  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
move  the  postponement  of  the  Oi^ders 
of  the  Day  in  order  to  give  my  right  hon. 
Friend  an  opportunity  of  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion ;  and  we  shall  ask  the 
House  to  give  precedence  to  this  mea- 
sure on  every  day  on  which  it  may  be 
set  down.  It  is  our  intention,  Sir,  to 
follow  this  measure  by  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Land  Question,  pursuing  in  a 
more  extensive  sense  the  policy  indicated 
by  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion. 

FORESHORES  AND   FISHINGS 
(SCOTLAND). 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  cause 
to  be  prepared  and  lay  upon  the  Table,  a 
Beturn  of  all  persons  to  whom  the  righta 
of  the  Crown  to  foreshore  and  exclusive 
fishing  privileges  have  been  granted 
around  tne  coasts  of  Scotland ;  the  date 
of  such  grants;  the  consideration  for 
which  they  were  originally  granted ;  tiie 
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rent  or  other  oonsideration  now  received 
for  Baoh  rights;  and  their  probable 
Talne  to  the  grantees ;  also  a  Keturn  of 
the  same  rights  and  privileges  still  re- 
tained by  the  Crown  ? 

Thb  8ECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  : 
If  the  information  desired  were  limited 
to  time — say  to  the  last  30  years — it 
would  be  possible  to  prepare  a  Ee- 
tom  of  all  persons  to  whom  any  Crown 
rights  to  .salmon  fishings  or  foreshores 
in  Scotland  have  been  sold  or  leased, 
with  the  dates  of  grant  and  the  con- 
sideration paid,  whether  in  a  lump 
sum,  or  as  rent  to  the  Crown.  Such  a 
Hetum  would  be  mainly  a  compilation 
from  Papers  presented  to  this  House  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests.  But  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  estimate  the  present 
Talue  of  these  rights  to  the  grantees; 
and  it  would  be  neither  possible  nor  ex- 
pedient to  give  a  Eeturn  of  such  pro- 
perty still  in  the  possession  of  the  Crown. 
As  to  the  last  point,  however,  I  believe 
that  the  presumption  at  law  is  that  all 
foreshores  and  fisheries  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  belong  to  the  Crown,  imless  an 
adverse  title  can  be  proved.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wiU  communicate  with  me,  I 
will  arrange  with  him  the  form  of  a 
Betum  which  can  be  given. 

INLAND  REVENUE— ILLICIT  STILLS 
(SCOTLAND). 

Db.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  copy 
of  the  Correspondence  between  Mr. 
Winans  and  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
land Eevenue  relative  to  action  of  cer- 
tain excise  officers  searching  for  illicit 
stills  on  land  occupied  by  Mm  as  deer 
forest  ? 

The  SECEETAET  (Mr.  Jackson)  :  I 
think  it  would  be  contrary  to  practice 
to  present  Correspondence  of  this  na- 
ture to  Parliament.  But  the  Board  of 
Inland  Eevenue  have  no  objection,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  will  communicate 
with  me  I  will  arrange  for  his  seeing  it. 

AEMY— THE  TESTING  OF  SIDE  ARMS 
—DEFECTIVE  BAYONETS. 

Mb.  HICKMAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  defective  bayonets  were  made 
in  Germany;  and,  if  not,  where  they 
were  made  and  of  what  steel  ? 

VOL.  coon,    [thibd  sbeies.] 


The  financial  SECEETAEY, 
WAE  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  H.  S. 
Northcotb)  :  The  bayonets  which,  under 
the  new  and  more  severe  test,  have  been 
found  defective  fall  under  two  categories ; 
the  one  long  triangular  Martini- Henry 
bayonets,  and  the  other  sword-bayonets. 
The  former  class  have  all  been  made  in 
England,  and,  with  few  exceptions,  at  the 
Entield  Factory.  They  were  manufac- 
tured of  crucible  steel  supplied  either  by 
Messrs.  Firth  and  Sons  or  by  Messrs. 
Saunderson,  both  being  Sheffield  firms. 
The  sword-bayonets  were  made  many 
years  ago,  partly  at  Enfield,  from  steel 
supplied  by  the  above-named  firms,  and 
partly  in  Germany.  It  is  not  known 
whence  the  steel  came  from  which  the 
German  arms  were  made.  The  majo- 
rity of  the  defective  sword-bayonets  are 
of  German  make. 

Mb.  CAEBXJTT  said,  he  wished  to 
know  how  many  years  ago  these  bayo- 
nets were  made,  and  whether  the  name 
of  the  firm  and  the  date  of  their  manu- 
facture were  stamped  upon  them  ? 

Mb.  H.  8.  NOETHOOTE :  I  cannot 
answer  the  Question  without  Notice;  but 
a  full  Eeport  is  being  made  on  the  sub- 
ject by  Colonel  Arbuthnot,  and  will 
shortly  be  presented  to  the  House. 

Captain  FELLOWES  asked  whe- 
ther  Cavalry  swords  would  be  submitted 
to  as  severe  a  test  as  the  bayonets  had 
been? 

MB.H.S.NOETHCOTE:  Theywillbe 
submitted  to  a  severe  test ;  but  whether 
it  will  be  as  severe  as  the  bayonet  test  I 
will  leave  the  Surveyor  General  to 
answer. 

PAELIAMENTARY  OATH  (ME. 
BRADLAUGH). 

Mb.  EATTCES  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Appe^  in  the  case  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral V.  Bradlaugh,  by  which  it  was  de- 
clared that,  *'  as  long  as  the  defendant 
remained  in  his  present  state  of  mind, 
he  would  be  incapable  of  taking  the 
oath  within  the  jneaning  of  the  Act," 
and  also  to  the  statement  made  by  him 
in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Speaker,  printed  in 
the  Yotes  of  this  House  of  the  13th 
January  1886,  that  he  was  '<  advised 
that,  as  a  matter  of  law,  a  state  of  facts 
once  established  is  presumed  to  exist 
until  the  contrary  is  proved,"  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government    are    prepared    to 
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take  immediate  action  in  this  House 
to  prevent  the  honourable  Member  for 
Northampton  from  sitting  and  voting 
in  this  House  until  he  has  established 
his  capability  of  taking  the  oath  of 
allegiance,  or  until  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  is  reversed  by  a  higher 
tribunal  ?  

Mh.  LABOTJCHEEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  could 
state  whether,  when  action  was  taken 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, the  Gt)vemment  would  also 
consider  whether  they  should  not  also 
take  action  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  who  had  ren- 
dered himself  liable  to  a  fine  of  £500 
and  the  loss  of  his  seat  by  speaking  be- 
fore he  took  the  Oath  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  bound  to  say,  in  reply  to 
the  latter  Question,  that  my  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  action  contemplated  would 
be  that  it  is  extremely  undesirable.  In 
regard  to  the  Question  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  now  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has, 
Sir,  in  consequence  of  your  ruling, 
gone  through  the  form  of  taking  and 
subscribing  the  Oath,  the  validity  of 
that  form,  in  his  case,  now  that  it 
has  been  gone  through,  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  question  for  the  Courts  of  Law ; 
and  I  understand  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  prosecuting  in  the  House  of 
Lords  his  appeal  from  the  judgment  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  Therefore,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  take  action  in  this 
House  upon  the  subject. 

RAILWATS-FISH  TRAFFIC  KATES. 

Me.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  the  (Government  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  taking  such 
action  as  will  induee  the  several  Rail- 
way Companies  in  the  United  Kingdom 
to  make  such  reduction  in  their  Fish 
Traffic  Rates  as  will  enable  the  fishing 
population  of  our  northern  coast  towns 
to  bring  their  products  into  competition 
with  those  now  being  imported  from 
the  Continent  of  Europe  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) :  Sir,  we  propose  shortly  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  dealing  with  the  rates  and 
charges  of  Railway  Companies ;  and 
in  the  preparation  of  that  JBill  we  have 
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undoubtedly  taken  into  consideration 
the  point  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member.  !l  may  add  that  we  have 
lately  received  a  numerously  signed 
Petition  from  those  interested  in  the 
fish  trade  in  the  North  of  Scotland ;  and 
I  have  sent  copies  of  it  to  the  Railway 
Companies  concerned  asking  for  their 
observations  upon  it. 

LAND  REGISTRY  OFFICE  — THE 
REGISTRAR. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  will  postpone  filling  up  the  vacancy 
which  has  occurred  in  the  office  of  Re- 
gistrar of  the  Land  Registry  Office,  until 
the  House  has  had  the  opportunity  of 
considering  the  constitution  of  the  Lismd 
Registry  Office  with  the  view  either  of 
abolishing  it  altogether  or  of  extending 
its  operations,  so  as  to  justify  the  ex- 
penditure connected  with  it  ? 

Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  office,  of  Re- 
gistrar at  the  Land  Registry  Office  with 
a  salary  of  £2,500  per  annum,  has  be* 
come  vacant;  whether  the  business  of 
the  said  office  is  very  slight ;  and, 
whether  Government  will  abstain  from 
filling  it  up  until  it  can  be  ascertained 
whether  said  office  can  be  abolished 
without  inconvenience  to  public  inte- 
rests  r 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  duties  of  the  Office  of 
LandRegistrar  will  be  provided  for  with- 
out any  fresh  appointment.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor 
has  introduced  a  Bill  in  "  another  place" 
to  enable  the  necessary  provisional  ar- 
rangements to  be  made;  and  we  hope 
that  this  House  will  assent  to  that  Bill 
as  rapidly  as  possible. 

SPAIN— THE  COMMERCIAL  NEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

Mb.  PALMER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  this  Government  is  negotiating 
a  Treaty  of  Commerce  with  the  Spani^ 
Government  so  as  to  place  the  imports 
from  this  Country  under  the  most  favoured 
nation  clause  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Boubke)  :  When  Sir 
dare  Ford  proceeded  to  Madrid  he  was 
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requested  to  g^ye  early  attention  to  the 
snDJect  of  the  nnBatisfactoiy  position  of 
the  commercial  relations  between  this 
country  and  Spain.  Preliminary  com- 
munications have  taken  place  between 
him  and  the  Spanish  Ministers ;  but  the 
new  Spanish  Ministry  does  not  appear 
to  be  ready  as  yet  to  enter  upon  com- 
mercial negotiations.  The  hon.  Member 
may  be  assured  that  this  question  will 
continue  to  receive  the  best  attention 
both  of  the  Foreign  Office  and  of  Her 
Majesty's  Legation  at  Madrid. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  desired  to 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  include 
in  these  negotiations  the  commercial  re- 
lations between  this  country  and  the 
Spanish  Colonies  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  Yes,  Sir. 

THE  MAURITIUS— MR.  COCKBURN 
STEWART. 

Mb.  HEATON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Is  Mr.  Gockburn 
Stewart,  late  Colonial  Secretary  of  Mau- 
ritius, still  in  the  service  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment ;  and,  has  this 
gentleman  satisfactorily  replied  to  the 
charges  alleged  against  him  at  Mau- 
ritius? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Colo- 
nel  Stanley)  :  Mr.  Cockbum  Stewart, 
Assistant  Colonial  Secretary  of  Mauri- 
tius, still  holds  that  office.  He  is  now 
on  leave,  but  is  about  to  return  to  Mau- 
ritius, where  an  inquiry  will  be  held  as 
to  the  charges  which  have  been  made 
against  him. 

ARMY— QUARTERMASTERS. 

Db.  CLABK  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  Quartermasters  are  at 
present  ineligible,  by  War  Office  Regu- 
lations, for  emplo3rment  in  the  Pay, 
Ordnance,  Commissariat,  and  Prison  De- 
partments ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds 
those  officers  are  debarred  from  appoint- 
ments in  these  Departments  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  H.  S. 
Kobthoote)  :  There  is  no  rule  absolutely 
prohibiting  such  appointments ;  bu  t,  prac- 
tically, quartermasters  are  ineligible  for 
appointment  in  all  the  departments,  be- 
cause, as  a  rule,  they  are  too  old  to  be 
appointed  to  the  junior  grades.  When 
the  Army  Pay  Department  was  formed, 
it    wafl    deliberately  intended    that   it 


should  act  in  relief  of  the  compulsory 
retirement  to  which  captains  were  liable. 
With  this  view,  appointments  were  re- 
stricted to  lieutenants  and  captains.  As 
quartermasters  can  serve  till  55  years  of 
age,  the  same  reason  for  opening  the 
department  to  them  does  not  exist. 

GREECE-COLLECTIVE  NOTE  OP  THE 
EUROPEAN  POWERS. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  it  is  true  that  the  British 
Minister  at  Athens  has  been  instructed 
by  Lord  Salisbury  to  inform  M.Delyannis 
that  the  British  Government  was  pre- 
pared to  send  a  fleet  into  Greek  waters, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  an 
attack  upon  Turkey  by  sea  ? 

Mb.  HEATON:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  Question, 
I  wish  to  ask  him  the  following  on  the 
sameU  subject  —  namely.  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement  made  to-day  by  the  Corre- 
spondent of  The  Times : — 

''Lord  Salishtuy's  sensible  action  is  most 
opportune  for  the  peace  of  Europe,  and  kindly 
to  Greece  herself.  Telegrams  have  come  in  aU 
the  afternoon  and  evening  testifying  to  the  joy 
which  all  parts  of  this  Empire  feel  at  being 
relieved  from  the  horrible  nightmare  of  a 
European  war  P" 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  only  reading  extracts  from  a 
newspaper.  The  reading  of  such  ex- 
tracts is  not  asking  a  Question  of  a 
Minister. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Botjrke)  :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  I  have  to  state  that  no  such 
instruction  was  sent. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  wish  to 
ask  another  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  of  which  I  have  not 
given  Notice ;  but  I  think  he  will  find  that 
it  is  included  in  the  terms  of  the  Notice 
I  have  already  given.  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  six  Powers, 
at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty*s  Go- 
vernment, presented  a  Collective  Note 
intimating  that  a  naval  attack  by  Greece 
on  Turkey  would  not  be  permitted;  and 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  previous  to  the 
presentation  of  this  Collective  Note, 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Athens  had  an 
interview  with  M.  Delyannis,  and  in- 
formed him  that  in  case  this  threat  were 
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take  immediate  aotion  in  this  House 
to  prevent  the  honourable  Member  for 
Northampton  from  sitting  and  voting 
in  this  House  until  he  has  established 
his  capability  of  taking  the  oath  of 
allegiance,  or  until  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  is  reversed  by  a  higher 
tribunal  ? 

Mh.  LABOTJOHEKB  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  could 
state  whether,  when  aotion  was  taken 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, the  Gt)vemment  would  also 
consider  whether  they  should  not  also 
take  action  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  who  had  ren- 
dered himself  liable  to  a  fine  of  £500 
and  the  loss  of  his  seat  by  speaking  be- 
fore he  took  the  Oath  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJER :  I  am  bound  to  say,  in  reply  to 
the  latter  Question,  that  my  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  action  contemplated  would 
be  that  it  is  extremely  undesirable.  In 
regard  to  the  Question  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  now  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has, 
Sir,  in  consequence  of  your  ruling, 
gone  through  the  form  of  taking  and 
subscribing  the  Oath,  the  validity  of 
that  form,  in  his  case,  now  that  it 
has  been  gone  through,  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  question  for  the  Courts  of  Law ; 
and  I  understand  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  prosecuting  in  the  House  of 
Lords  his  appeal  from  the  judgment  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  Therefore,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  take  action  in  this 
House  upon  the  subject. 

RAILWATS-FISH  TRAFFIC  BATES. 

Me.  MACDONALD  CAMEEON 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  the  Government  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  taking  such 
aotion  as  will  induce  the  several  Bail- 
way  Companies  in  the  United  Kingdom 
to  make  such  reduction  in  their  Fish 
Traffic  Bates  as  will  enable  the  fishing 
population  of  our  northern  coast  towns 
to  bring  their  products  into  competition 
with  those  now  being  imported  ^m 
the  Continent  of  Europe  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) :  Sir,  we  propose  shortly  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  dealing  with  the  rates  and 
charges  of  Bailway  Companies ;  and 
in  the  preparation  of  that  jBill  we  have 
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undoubtedly  taken  into  consideration 
the  point  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member.  !l  may  add  that  we  have 
lately  received  a  numerously  signed 
Petition  from  those  interested  in  the 
fish  trade  in  the  North  of  Scotland ;  and 
I  have  sent  copies  of  it  to  the  Bailway 
Companies  concerned  asking  for  their 
observationa  upon  it. 

LAND  EEGISTRY  OFFICE  — THE 
REGISTRAR. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  will  postpone  filling  up  the  vacancy 
which  has  occurred  in  the  office  of  Be- 
gistrar  of  the  Land  Begistry  Office,  until 
the  House  has  had  the  opportunity  of 
considering  the  constitution  of  the  Land 
Begistry  Office  with  the  view  either  of 
abolishing  it  altogether  or  of  extending 
its  operations,  so  as  to  justify  the  ex- 
penditure connected  with  it  ? 

Mb.  EDMUND  BOBEBTSON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  office,  of  Be- 
gistrar  at  the  Land  Begistry  Office  with 
a  salary  of  £2,500  per  annum,  has  be- 
come vacant;  whether  the  business  of 
the  said  office  is  very  slight ;  and, 
whether  Government  will  abstain  from 
filling  it  up  until  it  can  be  ascertained 
whether  said  office  can  be  abolished 
without  inconvenience  to  public  inte- 
rests ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  :  The  duties  of  the  Office  of 
LandBegistrar  will  be  provided  for  with- 
out any  fresh  appointment.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor 
has  introduced  a  Bill  in  "  another  place" 
to  enable  the  necessary  provisional  ar- 
rangements to  be  made;  and  we  hope 
that  this  House  will  assent  to  that  Bill 
as  rapidly  as  possible. 

SPAIN—THE  COMMERCIAL  NEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

Mb.  PALMEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Ajffairs, 
Whether  this  Government  is  negotiating 
a  Treaty  of  Commerce  with  the  Spanish 
Government  so  as  to  place  the  imports 
from  this  Country  under  the  mostfavoured 
nation  olause  ? 

Thb  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Boubke)  :  When  Sir 
dare  Ford  proceeded  to  Madrid  he  was 
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requested  to  g^ye  early  attention  to  the 
BUDJect  of  the  nnsatiefactory  position  of 
the  commercial  relations  between  this 
country  and  Spain.  Preliminary  com- 
munications haye  taken  place  between 
him  and  the  Spanish  Ministers ;  but  the 
new  Spanish  Ministry  does  not  appear 
to  be  ready  as  yet  to  enter  upon  com- 
mercial negotiations.  The  hon.  Member 
may  be  assured  that  this  question  will 
continue  to  receive  the  best  attention 
both  of  the  Foreign  Office  and  of  Her 
Majesty's  Leg^ation  at  Madrid. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  desired  to 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>yemment  to  include 
in  these  negotiations  the  commercial  re- 
lations between  this  country  and  the 
Spanish  Colonies  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  Yes,  Sir. 

THE  MAURrriUS— MR.  COCKBURN 
STEWART. 

Mb.  HEATON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Is  Mr.  Cookbum 
Stewart,  late  Colonial  Secretary  of  Mau- 
ritius, still  in  the  service  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment ;  and,  has  this 
gentleman  satisfactorily  replied  to  the 
charges  alleged  against  him  at  Mau- 
ritius ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Colo- 
nel STAiOiEY) :  Mr.  Cookbum  Stewart, 
Assistant  Colonial  Secretary  of  Mauri- 
tius, still  holds  that  office.  He  is  now 
on  leave,  but  is  about  to  return  to  Mau- 
ritius, where  an  inquiry  will  be  held  as 
to  the  charges  which  have  been  made 
against  him. 

ARMY-QUARTERMASTERS. 

Db.  CLABK  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  Quartermasters  are  at 
present  ineligible,  by  War  Office  Hegu- 
lations,  for  employment  in  the  Pay, 
Ordnance,  Commissariat,  and  Prison  De- 
partments ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds 
those  officers  are  debarred  from  appoint- 
ments in  these  Departments  ? 

The  financial  SECEETAEY, 
WAE  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  H.  S. 
Noethcote)  :  There  is  no  rule  absolutely 
prohibiting  such  appointments ;  but,  prac- 
tically, quartermasters  are  ineligible  for 
appointment  in  all  the  departments,  be- 
cause, as  a  rule,  they  are  too  old  to  be 
appointed  to  the  junior  grades.  When 
the  Army  Pay  Department  was  formed, 
it    wafl    deliberately  intended   that   it 


should  act  in  relief  of  the  compulsory 
retirement  to  which  captains  were  liable. 
With  this  view,  appointments  were  re- 
stricted to  lieutenants  and  captains.  As 
quartermasters  can  serve  till  55  years  of 
age,  the  same  reason  for  opening  the 
department  to  them  does  not  exist. 

GREECE-COLLECTIVE  NOTE  OP  THE 
EUROPEAN  POWERS. 

Me.  J.  CHAMBEELAIN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  it  is  true  that  the  British 
Minister  at  Athens  has  been  instructed 
by  Lord  Salisbury  to  inform  M.Delyannis 
that  the  British  Government  was  pre- 
pared to  send  a  fleet  into  Greek  waters, 
in  order  to  preyent  the  possibility  of  an 
attack  upon  Turkey  by  sea  ? 

Mb.  HEATON:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  Question, 
I  wish  to  ask  him  the  following  on  the 
same^  subject  —  namely.  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement  made  to-day  by  the  Oorre- 
spondent  of  The  Times : — 

''Lord  Salisbtuy'B  Bensible  action  ie  most 
opportune  for  the  peace  of  Europe,  and  kindly 
to  Greece  herself.  Telegrams  have  come  in  aU 
the  afternoon  and  evening  testifying  to  the  joy 
which  all  parts  of  this  Empire  feel  at  heing 
relieved  from  the  horrihle  nightmare  of  a 
European  war  P'* 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  only  reading  extracts  from  a 
newspaper.  The  reading  of  such  ex- 
tracts is  not  asking  a  Question  of  a 
Minister. 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Botjrke)  :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  I  have  to  state  that  no  such 
instruction  was  sent. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  I  wish  to 
ask  another  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  of  which  I  have  not 
given  Notice ;  but  I  think  he  will  find  that 
it  is  included  in  the  terms  of  the  Notice 
I  have  already  given.  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  six  Powers, 
at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, presented  a  Collective  Note 
intimating  that  a  naval  attack  by  Greece 
on  Turkey  would  not  be  permitted;  and 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  previous  to  the 
presentation  of  this  Collective  Note, 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Athens  had  an 
interview  with  M.  Delyannis,  and  in- 
formed him  that  in  case  this  threat  were 
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disregarded  the  Britisli  Fleet  would  be 
sent  into  Greek  waters  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  I  think,  Sir,  that  in 
the  first  place,  with  respect  to  the  first 
part  of  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  my  reply  yesterday  was  a 
sufficient  answer.  As  to  the  last  Ques- 
tion., it  is  quite  a  different  one.  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
that  a  Question  of  such  great  importance 
cannot,  consistently  with  my  duty,  be 
answered  without  Notice. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  beg  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
Whether  the  British  Minister  at  Athens 
has  been  instructed  by  Lord  Salisbury 
to  inform  M.  Delyannis  that  the  British 
Government  is  prepared  to  send  a  fleet 
into  Greek  waters ;  and  I  now  ask  whether, 
at  the  intenriew  which  was  held  between 
M.  Delyannis  and  the  British  Minister, 
this  intimation  was  given  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE:  Exactly;  I  quite 
understand  the  Question.  I  have  an- 
swered the  Question  which  is  on  the 
Paper,  which  is  quite  different  from  the 
one  which  is  now  put  to  me.  I  have 
said  no  such  instruction  as  is  referred  to 
in  the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  sent  to  our  Minister  at 
Athens.  That  was  the  Question  on  the 
Paper,  and  that  is  my  answer.  But,  I 
must  repeat,  it  would  not  be  consistent 
with  my  duty  to  answer  the  Question 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  puts  to 
me  now  without  Notice. 

Mb.  J.  OHAMBEELAIN  :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  will  put  another  Question  to  him, 
and  that,  in  consequence  of  the  very 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  his  answers 
hitherto,  I  will,  on  the  Report  stage  of 
the  Address,  if  we  ever  get  to  it,  call 
attention  to  this  subject. 

IRELAND  (EVIOnONS)— THE  RETURNS. 

Mb.  DILLON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  When  the  Irish  Evio* 
tion  Returns  for  quarters  ending  Sep- 
tember and  December  1885  ^nll  be 
published  ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Return  of  the  number 
of  Civil  Bill  processes  and  ejectments 
served,  and  judgments  marked,  in  the 
four  quarters  of  1885  respectively? 

Mb.  BRODRIOK:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  Question  I 
would  like  to  ask  whether,  at  the  same 
time,  a  Return  would  be  furnished  of 
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the  cases  of  crime  and  outrage  which 
have  occurred  in  Ireland  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  :  The  Return 
referred  to  in  the  first  portion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question  was,  I  be* 
lieve,  presented  on  the  21st  instant,  and 
will  soon  be  ready.  As  regards  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  Government  has  any 
means  of  ascertaining  the  number  of 
processes  and  ejectments  which  have 
been  served;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
desires  a  Return  of  those  entered  in  the 
books  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  he  can 
obtain  it  if  he  moves  for  it  in  the  ordi- 
nary course. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whether 
the  number  of  processes  served  could 
not  be  ascertained  from  the  Civil  Bill 
officers  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  I  will  make  inquiries 
on  the  subject. 

COUNTY  GOVERNMENT  —  KEPBE8EN- 
TATIVE  COUNCILS. 

Mb.  SAXTNDERS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  When  the  Go** 
vemment  intend  to  introduce  the  mea- 
sure for  establishing  Representative 
Councils  for  County  Government  in 
Great  Britain  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  unable  at  present  to  name 
a  day  for  the  introduction  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

GIBRALTAR— ZEBEHR  PASHA— THE 
ORDINANCE. 

Mb.  DILLON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Under  what 
authority,  and  by  what  Law,  Zebehr 
Pasha  is  detained  a  prisoner  in  Gibral- 
tar; and,  how  it  is  proposed  to  hold 
him  prisoner  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Colo- 
nel  Stanley)  :  2iebehr  Pasha  is  detained 
in  custody  at  Gibraltar  under  the  autho- 
rity of  an  Ordinance  of  the  Legislature 
of  Gibraltar,  a  copy  of  which  is  given 
in  Parliamentary  Paper  156  of  April, 
1885.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say 
how  long  he  will  be  detained. 

CRIHINAL  LAW— ASSAULTS  UPON 
CHILDREN. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department^ 
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Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  case  tried  by  Mr.  Mansfield,  at 
the  Marlborough  Street  Police  Court, 
of  a  man  who  quarrelled  with  his  mis- 
tress's five  months  old  baby  and  brutally 
beat  it  on  the  arm,  who  excused  himself 
on  the  ground  that  he  did  it  in  a  fit  of 
temper,  and  was  ordered  to  find  security 
in  the  sum  of  five  poimds  to  be  of  good 
behaviour  for  the  next  three  months; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  any  and  what 
steps  in  order  to  protect  innocent  infants 
for  the  future  ? 

Thb  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
E.  AssHETON  Gross),  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  learnt,  with  regard  to  the  case  re- 
ferred to,  that  no  sensible  injury  was 
inflicted  on  the  child.  Although  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  power  to  advise 
the  Sovereign  to  remit  a  sentence,  he 
had  no  power  to  interfere  in  order  to 
make  the  punishment  heavier. 

« 

GENERAL  GORDON— A  PUBLIC  MONU- 

liENT. 

Colonel  BEOOKFIELD  (for  Sir 
EoBEBT  Fowleb)  askod  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  has 
taken  any  steps,  pursuant  to  the  Yote 
obtained  last  Session,  for  the  erection 
of  a  public  statue  to  the  late  General 
Gordon  ? 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Plukket)  :  Having  carefully  considered 
the  subject,  I  decided  to  ask  Mr.  Hamo 
Thorneycroft,  A.E.A.,  to  undertake  the 
execution  of  the  statue  of  the  late  Gene- 
ral Gordon  which  was  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment last  summer;  and  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  inform  the  House  that  he  has 
already  made  considerable  progress  with 
what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  beauti- 
ful design  for  the  purpose. 

NAVY  ESTIMATES— SHIPBUniDING 

VOTES. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  there  is  any 
foundation  for  the  report  published  in 
The  Daily  News  of  the  19th  instant  to 
the  effect — 

^  *  That  discovery  has  just  been  made  at  the  Ad< 
miralty  of  a  deficiency  amounting  to  JS200,000 
in  connection  with  the  ShipbuildingVotes  ;  *' 

and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated, 
that  it  has  hitherto  been  the  practice  of 
the  Oonatmotion  Department  to  mininuse 


the  work  done  by  contract  each  year  so 
as  to  ensure  a  balance  on  the  Contract 
Vote  to  make  good  any  deficiency  that 
may  arise  in  the  Dockyard  Vote  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  Eitohie)  : 
The  statement  that 

**  A  discovery  has  just  been  made  at  the  Ad- 
miralty of  a  deficiency  amounting  to  £200,000 
in  connection  with  the  Shipbuildmg  Vote  " 

is  somewhat  misleading.  The  facts  are 
that  the  progress  which  has  been  made 
with  the  ships  building  by  contract  has 
been  in  advance  of  the  Estimates  made 
at  the  commencement  of  the  year.  This, 
I  think,  the  House  will  consider  a  mat- 
ter not  of  regret,  but  of  congratulation. 
The  result  is  that  payments  will  have  to 
be  made  this  year  to  contractors  of  about 
£200,000  in  excess  of  the  amount  taken 
for  that  purpose  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
year.  With  reference  to  the  second 
Question,  I  may  say  that,  for  some 
years  past,  the  whole  amounts  inserted 
in  the  Estimates  for  contract  work  have 
not  been  so  expended  ;  but  considerable 
sums  have  been  used  for  the  purchase 
of  stores,  and  for  Dockyard  wages.  In 
1880-1  the  saving  on  Contract  Votes' 
was  £78,917  ;  in  1881-2  it  was  £50,030 ; 
in  1882-3  it  was  £76,204;  in  1883-4  it 
was  £157,899;  and  in  1884-5  it  was 
£47,791.  Of  these  savings,  roughly 
speaking,  during  the  past  five  years 
£300,000  has  been  appropriated  to 
Dockyard  wages  and  purchase  of  stores. 

WAR    OFFICE— THE    POWDER    MAGA- 
ZINE AT  BERMUDA. 

Sib  EDMUND  OOMMEEELL  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  at  War,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  great  danger  to  the  dockyard  at 
Bermuda  from  the  close  proximity  of  the 
powder  magazine,  and  its  faulty  con- 
struction and  condition,  which  have  been 
repeatedly  represented  by  the  Military 
and  Navad  Commanders  in  Chief,  notably 
by  the  late  Director  of  Fortifications; 
and,  what  steps  are  in  contemplation  to 
remedy  such  a  serious  danger  to  life  and 
Government  property  ? 

The  financial  SECRETAET, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  H.  S. 
Northootb)  :  Steps  are  in  course  of 
being  taken  for  the  construction  of  a 
new  magazine,  which  shall  supersede 
the  magazine  referred  to  in  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer's  Question. 
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prepared  to  sanction  purchase  by  com- 
pulsion. If  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich knew  as  much  as  I  do  about  the 
condition  of  the  clergy  who  derive  their 
incomes  from  glebe  lands,  and  the  hard- 
ships they  suffer,  he  would  be  well 
aware  of  the  fact  that  there  is  not  the 
slightest  necessity  for  compulsion  in  this 
matter.  It  is  notorious  how  much  many 
of  them  have  suffered.  I  know  scores 
of  instances  myself.  I  have  known, 
over  and  over  again,  of  a  glebe  farm 
having  been  given  up  and  placed  on  the 
clergyman's  hands  in  such  a  foul  condi- 
tion that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  find 
a  tenant  to  take  it  again.  The  clergymen 
who  do  their  duty  in  their  parishes  can- 
not possibly  afford  the  time  to  superin- 
tend their  farms  in  such  a  manner  as  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  their  successful 
cultivation.  The  result  is  that  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  in  all  probability,  you 
will  hnd  that  the  clergymen  placed  in 
this  position  are  not  only  ready  and 
willing,  but  are  keenly  desirous  of  sell- 
ing that  which,  in  too  many  cases  of  late 
years,  has  proved  to  be  nothing  but 
an  incumbrance  to  them.  If  that  be 
done  you  will  find — and  this  is  my  an- 
swer to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich,  who  said  that  proposals 
of  this  kind  would  not  be  of  the  smallest 
use  whatever — in  a  great  number  of  the 
parishes  of  England  land  thrown  upon  the 
market  of  just  about  the  right  amount 
and  probably  just  about  the  right  descrip- 
tion, and  situated  in  places  such  as  are 
requisite  and  most  suited  for  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  of  the  country.  There 
remains  for  me  nothing  to  deal  with 
but  the  question  of  small  holdings;  and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  that 
subject.  The  House  will  have  per- 
ceived that  I  am  heartily  in  favour  of  a 
large  extension  of  the  system  of  allot- 
ments. I  do  not  believe,  however  great 
that  extension  may  be,  that  it  will  do 
anything  whatever  to  remove  the  effects 
of  agricultural  depression.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  likely  to  have  any  effect  of 
that  kind ;  but  I  do  think  that  it  will  do 
more  to  add  to  the  comforts  of  the  homes, 
and  to  improve  the  material  condition  of 
the  rural  population  of  this  country,  than 
anything  else  you  can  do  that  is  either 
practicable  or  possible  at  the  present 
time.  But  with  regard  to  a  large  creation 
of  small  holdings  by  the  action  of  the 
Legislature,  I  hold  a  totally  different 

Mr.  Chaplin 


I  opinion  altogether.  I  am  satisfied  that 
not  only  would  it  do  nothing  to  mitigate, 
but,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  have  pre- 
cisely the  opposite  effect,  and  it  would 
only  tend  to  aggravate  and  increase  the 
agricultural  depression  of  which  we  all 
80  much  complain.  Something,  no  doubt, 
may  be  said  in  favour  of  small  tenancies; 
but  I  have  yet  to  learn  whether  by  small 
holdings,  as  a  general  rule,  small  ten- 
ancies or  small  freeholds  are  meant  by 
the  author  of  this  Amendment.  I  admit 
that,  in  many  cases,  a  tenant  of  a  small 
farm,  holding  his  farm  under  favourable 
occupation,  has  probably  been  able  to 
weather  the  storm  of  depression  as  well 
as,  and  possibly  better  than,  some  of 
his  neighbours  in  larger  occupations; 
but  the  small  tenancy  is  one  thing,  and 
the  small  freehold  is  another.  My  ex- 
perience is,  that  of  all  the  classes  who 
have  suffered  most  at  this  time  from  agri- 
cultural depression  the  small  freeholders 
of  the  country  have  been  the  worst.  I 
am  afraid,  however,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham 
differ  with  me  altogether  as  to  the  cause 
of  agricultural  depression  quite  as  much 
as  I  differ  from  them  as  to  the  remedy 
for  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  has  put  his 
views  and  his  theories  very  distinctly  be- 
fore the  country ;  and  I  should  like  for 
a  moment  to  remind  the  House  of  what 
they  are.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  a  speech  at  Birmingham  on  the 
9th  of  November  last.  He  there  dis- 
closed to  the  country  what  were  his 
views  as  to  the  real  cause  of  the  agri- 
cultural depression  at  the  present  time. 
He  said  that  the  soil  of  the  country  was 
in  a  few  hands,  and  that  was  the  real, 
the  true,  and  permanent  cause  of  the 
depression  which  we  all  regret.  His 
remedy  was  equally  simple.  It  was  not 
to  return  to  a  protective  tariff,  in  order  to 
keep  up  the  rents  of  the  landlords.  No, 
Sir,  I  snould  think  not.  Any  man  who 
made  that  proposition  in  these  days  for 
that  purpose  would  be  simply  mad,  and 
would  certainly  be  called  so.  But  it  is 
to  be  found,  he  says,  in  a  radical  reform 
of  the  Land  Laws  of  this  country.  I  wish 
to  make  two  observations  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  the  first  of  them  is  this.  It  is 
an  entire  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
Tory  Party  and  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  generally  are  in  any  degree 
whatever  opposed  to  a  large  disteibatioa 
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of  land  among  the  people  of  tHs  coun- 
try. On  the  contrary,  it  is  the  one 
thing,  speaking  for  myself,  that  I  de- 
sire at  the  present  moment  more  than 
anything  else  in  the  world.  And  that  is 
a  doctrine  which  I  have  preached  for 
years  past  hoth  in  this  House  and  out 
of  it.  There  are  many  reasons  why  I 
should  think  this  desirahle  to  be  done ; 
but  I  will  content  myself  with  giving 
one  to-night  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, which  will  be  a  guarantee  of  the 
complete  sincerity  of  my  convictions  on 
this  point.  I  wish  to  see  a  large  addi- 
tion to  the  owners  of  land  in  this  coun- 
try, because  land  is  no  longer  the  same 
safe  kind  of  property  that  it  used  to  be. 
[^Laughier.']  That  is  not  my  only  rea- 
son ;  I  said  that  there  were  many  ;  but 
it  is  the  one  reason  which  I  said  I 
would  give  as  a  guarantee  of  my  perfect 
sincerity.  It  is  notorious  that,  day  after 
day,  attacks  of  all  sorts  are  being  made 
on  landed  property  at  the  present  time 
from  all  kinds  of  quarters  of  the  world, 
any  one  of  which,  or  most  of  which, 
if  carried  out,  would  be  most  in- 
jurious, not  only  to  the  land  itself,  in 
my  opinion,  but  to  those  who  are  un- 
happily the  owners  of  it.  And  a  large 
increase  in  the  number  of  owners  of  land 
such  as  I  desire  is,  I  think,  the  surest 
and  perhaps  the  only  safeguard  against 
the  predatory  instincts  of  a  class  whose 
Socialistic  schemes  have  found  such 
powerful  exponents  in  these  days,  and 
which  are  so  admirably  represented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The 
second  observation  I  wish  to  make  is 
this — ^I  quite  admit  that  there  may  be, 
and  I  acknowledge  that  there  are,  de- 
fects in  the  existing  Land  Laws ;  and, 
where  that  is  the  case,  there  is  no  per- 
son in  this  House  who  is  prepared  to  go 
further  in  the  direction  of  wise  and 
judicious  reform  than  myself.  But,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  perfectly  idle  and 
ludicrous  on  the  part  of  the  Liberals,  or 
any  other  person — I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  excuse  me  for  saying  so 
— to  assert  that  they  are  the  cause  of 
the  existing  depression.  What  are  the 
facts  ?  As  every  one  knows,  some  10  or 
12  years  ago  we  reached  a  general 
pitch  of  agricultural  prosperity  in  this 
country,  such  as  was  not  known  to  have 
been  approached  by  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  Nor  was  that  prosperity 
confined  to  agriculture    alone.    1  re- 


member the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) making  a  remarkable  speech 
about  that  period,  which  attracted  great 
attention  at  the  time ;  and  in  it  he  de- 
scribed the  general  prosperity  of  the 
country  as  being  so  great  as  positively 
to  be  increasing  **  by  leaps  and  bounds." 
And  no  doubt  he  was  accurate  in  the 
statement  he  then  made.  But,  in  the 
face  of  such  a  statement  as  that,  am  I 
not  strictly  justified  in  saying  that  it  is 
worse  than  idle  and  ludicrous  —  it  is 
mischieyous  in  the  extreme — for  Gen- 
tlemen in  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  to  go  about  the 
country  denouncing  the  very  laws  and 
the  very  same  conditions  under  which  the 
summit  of  agricultural  prosperity  was 
reached  as  the  sole  and  only  cause  of 
agricultural  depression  at  the  present 
time?  If  the  House  will  give  me 
its  attention  a  moment  longer  I 
can  also  show  them  that  if  the  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  were  adopted  they  would 
inevitably  lead  in  the  course  of  time  to 
the  very  thing  that  he  abhors — namely, 
the  re- imposition  of  protective  tariffs. 
How  did  he  support  his  case  on  that 
occasion?  He  referred  to  France  as  an 
illustration  of  the  advantages  of  small 
holdings,  and  contrasted  the  number  of 
owners  of  land  in  France  with  the  num- 
ber in  England.  He  said  that  you  have 
6,000,000  owners  of  land  at  present 
in  France,  and  that  5,000,000  of  them 
own  less  than  10  acres.  ''That  is  the 
condition,"  he  said,  **  which  I  wish  to 
bring  about  in  England."  Why  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  conceal  from 
his  Birmingham  audience  this  very 
important  fact  —  that  those  5,000,000 
small  proprietors  in  France  had  never 
been  able  to  exist  without  a  system  of 
protection ;  and  that  so  extreme  is  their 
position  that  only  within  the  last  few 
months  the  protective  duties  in  France 
have  been  raised  to  such  an  extent,  as  I 
have  been  informed  within  the  last  few 
days — though  I  do  not  vouch  for  the 
accuracy  of  the  information — that  the 
price  of  bread  in  some  of  the  towns 
of  France  has  risen  to  pearly  !«.  a 
loaf.  [Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  :  The  duty 
on  wheat  is  5i.  a  quarter.]  I  am 
persuaded  that  that  would  be  the  in- 
evitable result  in  this  country  from  the 
adoption  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
view.    The  withholding  of  this  impor- 
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tant  fact  from  ,his  hearers  at  Birming- 
ham  is  a  specimen  of  the  candour  and 
fairness  with  which  he  has  dealt  with 
this  whole  question  of  land.  I  can  only 
suppose  that  he  knew  the  people  he  was 
addressing  pretty  well,  and  thought 
that  anything  was  good  enough  for  an 
audience  at  Birmingham,  who  probably 
were  more  prejudiced  and  even  less  well 
informed  on  this  subject  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  apparently  was. 
lu  making  these  observations  I  have  no 
desire  whatever  to  say  anything  that 
should  be  offensive  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
took  so  prominent  a  position  on  this 
question  and  made  so  many  speeches  on 
it  in  the  Hecess,  containing  so  many  ex- 
traordinary statements,  that  it  is  im- 
possible, on  this  occasion,  not  to  call 
attention  to  them.  Here  is  another. 
Speaking  at  Hull,  on  August  5,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  Now,  I  go  on  to  the  reform  of  the  Land 
Law.  It  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  matter. 
Agriculture  is  the  greatest  of  all  our  industries. 
When  it  is  depressed  all  the  others  follow 
suit.*' 

That  is  quite  true,  and  I  agree  with  it. 
Then  he  went  on  to  describe  the  enor- 
mous market,  the  great  gain  that  would 
be  produced  to  our  manufacturing  in- 
terests if  by  any  means  a  revival  of 
prosperity  could  be  secured  to  agri- 
culture. Again  I  agree  with  him.  I 
remember  that  some  years  ago,  in  some 
of  his  writings,  Mr.  Giffen  made  a  state- 
ment on  this  subject  that  struck  me  as 
truly  remarkable.  I  know  not  how  far 
it  was  accurate ;  but  he  is  admittedly  a 
great  authority.  It  was  as  to  the  value 
of  the  home  market — and  agriculture 
was  the  main  element  in  the  home  mar- 
ket as  a  purchasing  power  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  this  country — and  he  com- 
puted its  purchasing  power  to  the  manu- 
facturers to  be  eight  times  as  great 
as  that  of  all  the  other  markets  in  the 
world.  "Well,  in  order  to  accomplish 
that  great  purpose  this  is  what  is 
going  to  happen  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  the  land  must 
be  held  so  as  to  give  the  largest  amount 
of  employment  to  the  greatest  possible 
number  of  people,  and  so  as  to  get  the 
greatest  possible  amount  of  produce  from 
the  soil.  I  can  tell  him  how  to  do 
it.  Let  him  take  or  buy  a  good-sized 
arable  farm — I  can  easily  accommodate 
him  with  one  at  this  moment — let  him 
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trench  it — that  is  to  say,  dig  it,  instead 
of  ploughing  it — let  him  manure  it 
highly,  and  then  grow  wheat  upon  it. 
In  that  way  he  would  be  strictly 
fulfilling  all  the  conditions  that  he 
desired  to  lay  down  in  his  own 
words.  The  general  result  he  will  find 
to  be  this — that  he  has  employed  an  in- 
credible amount  of  labour— in  his  own 
words,  he  would  employ  the  g^atest 
possible  number  of  persons;  he  would 
grow  a  most  extraordinary  crop,  I  know 
not  how  many  quarters  to  the  acre ;  and 
at  the  end  of  the  process  he  would  have 
an  incredible  large  balance  at  the  bank 
against  him,  and  he  would  be  extremely 
lucky  if  he  did  not  find  himself  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Court.  Well,  these  were  the 
propositions  seriously  put  forward  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  [**No,  no !  "1 
What  is  the  use  of  saying  No !  no ! 
I  have  quoted  his  own  words.  They 
have  never  been  contradicted  by  him, 
and  he  cannot  deny  them.  I  say  that 
these  were  the  propositions  seriously 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  country  to  insure  the  prosperity 
of  agriculture.  It  would  be  about  as 
wise — that  is  to  say,  it  would  not  be  one 
whit  more  foolish — for  him  to  go  to  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  and  tell 
them  to  banish  all  their  machinery  and 
all  the  improvements  that  science  has 
effected  for  them,  to  go  back  to  the 
hand  looms  and  the  spinning  wheels  of 
their  ancestors,  and  then  go  forth  and 
endeavour  to  compete  successfully  in  all 
the  foreign  markets  of  the  world  with 
the  other  nations  who  are  already  em- 
barrassing you  Eo  seriously.  I  ask,  what 
is  there  in  the  experience  or  the  infor- 
mation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham to  show  that  they  have  any  reason- 
able ground  to  expect  a  great  agricul- 
tural success  from  turning  the  farms  of 
this  country— as  I  understand  they  de- 
sire to  do — into  a  number  of  small  free- 
holds or  small  holdings?  I  remember 
that  when  the  Agricultural  Commission 
was  sitting  we  tnought  it  part  of  onr 
duty  to  make  a  most  dose  and  careful 
inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the  question. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  never  lose  an 
opportunity  of  having  a  slap  at  that 
Commission  and  saying  how  worthless  it 
was,  and  how  much  of  the  public  money 
was  wasted  on  it ;  but  if  they  will  take 
the  trouble  to  study  some  small  portion 
of  the  mass  of  valuable  infonnaiioa  oon* 
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tained  ia  its  Beport  they  would  possess 
a  great  deal  more  knowledge  on  some 
branches  of  the  subject  than  thej  now 
show.  It  was  our  duty  to  inquire  into 
the  results  of  this  system,  not  only  at 
home  but  abroad;  and  if  I  am  not 
wearying  the  House  at  too  great  length 
I  should  like  to  give  in  a  few  words 
some  of  the  results  of  that  information. 
And  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  House 
because  it  is  really  a  matter  of  enormous 
importance.  We  sent  Commissioners  to 
Hussia  and  to  France. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Question ! 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  What  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  ** Ques- 
tion ! " 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  That  is  the  question. 
The  question  I  am  dealing  with  is  an 
Amendment  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  condemned  for  not  intro- 
ducing provisions  into  the  Queen's  Speech 
for  providing  small  holdings  for  the  be- 
nefit of  agricultural  labourers.  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  show  how  completely  the 
system  of  small  holdings  has  failed  not 
only  in  this  coimtry,  but  in  other  coun- 
tries, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
the  assurance  to  interrupt  me  by  crying 
^*  Question ! "  I  am  not  to  be  thwarted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  shall 
make  my  referenoes  to  this  Keport,  even 
though  I  may  not  have  done  so  but  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  interruption. 
What  is  the  case  in  France  ?  We  sent 
a  man  of  great  ability  and  who  was 
well  versed  in  this  subject  to  France, 
and  in.  his  Beport  he  says — 

"The  peasant  proprietor  exists  rather  than 
Uvea  ;  he  rarely  eats  meat,  his  drink  in  a  wine 
country  is  made  from  water  poured  oyer  the 
already  pressed  grapes.*' 

And,  again,  he  says — 

**  Their  wives  become  prematurely  old  from 
field  labour,  and  bent  from  carrying  heavy 
loads." 

What  is  the  information  that  we  obtain 
from  Hussia  ?  A  remarkable  article  ap- 
peared in  The  Quarterly  Review  in  1881, 
and  which,  I  believe,  has  never  been 
contradicted,  in  which  the  following 
paragraph  appeared:  — 

"It  is  agreed  on  all  sides  that  complete 
failure  has  been  the  result  of  the  experiments 
made  in  Bussia  in  1861  and  subsequently  by 
stimulating  the  conyersion  of  the  large  estates 
into  small  properties.*' 

Is  not  that  the  question  ? 


*'  From  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other 
the  peasant  proprietors  are  in  a  state  of  somi- 
starration  ;  while  in  several  of  the  other  Baltic 
Provinces,  once  the  richest  in  agricultural  pro- 
duce, starvation  has  assumed  the  form  of  wide- 
spread famine,  which  the  Government  is  en- 
gaged in  alleviating  by  considerable  grants  of 
money.*' 

So  I  might  go  on  reading  evidence  to 
support  my  contention  that  peasant  pro- 
prietary has  been  a  failure.  [**No, 
no!*'  An  hon.  Member:  Stourton.] 
Yes,  I  will  take  Stourton ;  for  I  know 
something  of  it,  and  was  several  years 
ago,  in  happier  days,  in  the  habit  of 
hunting  in  that  oountiy,  and  I  am  ready 
to  admit  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
system  at  Stourton  has  succeeded.  And 
why  has  it  succeeded  there  ?  It  is  be- 
cause the  population  of  the  village  are 
people  who  do  not  look  for  their  liveli- 
hood to  their  freeholds ;  they  are  en- 
gaged in  trades  of  various  kinds,  and 
their  holdings,  unless  my  memory  has 
deceived  me,  are  in  the  nature,  not  of 
small  holdings,  but  of  allotments,  of 
which  I  have  spoken  in  terms  of  so 
much  praise.  Let  me  say  one  word 
about  the  large  number  of  freeholders 
who  have  existed,  and  who  do  exist,  in 
several  parts  of  the  county  which  I  re- 
present. In  the  Isle  of  Axholme  and 
along  the  coasts  of  Lincolnshire  large 
tracts  of  country,  which  were  formerly 
great  estates,  have  all  been  broken  up, 
and  are  populated  entirely  by  people  of 
this  description.  I  have  visited  many 
of  them.  I  have  walked  over  their 
farms.  I  have  conversed  with  hundreds 
of  them.  I  know  something,  from  my 
own  observation,  of  their  condition  and 
their  lot ;  and  I  have  not  the  smallest 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  great  as  have 
been  the  sufiferings  of  many  classes  con- 
nected with  agriculture  during  the  last 
few  years,  they  will  not  compare,  for  a 
single  moment,  with  the  hardships  of 
the  lot  which  has  been  borne — borne 
unflinchingly  and  in  the  bravest  manner 
— by  the  freeholders  of  the  county  of 
Lincolnshire.  From  all  the  experience 
I  have  had,  however  much  I  might  de- 
sire it  in  my  own  interests,  I  should  be 
utterly  unworthy  of  the  confidence  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  or  of  those 
whom  I  represent,  did  I  pretend  to  be- 
lieve, for  a  single  moment,  that  the  crea- 
tion of  small  holdings  in  great  dis- 
tricts throughout  the  country  would  have 
the  smallest  effect  in  remedying  the 
agricultural  depression  we  are  now  suf- 
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^ering  from.  I  have  nothing  more  to 
say  upon  that  head,  and  I  thank  the 
House  for  the  patience  with  which  it 
has  listened  to  me  ;  but  I  should  like  to 
say  one  word  upon  the  position  of  the 
county  Members  who  have  been  warned 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  of  the 
dangers  which  they  incur  by  their  pre- 
sent action.  We  laugh  at  those  threats. 
We  do  not  believe  in  the  danger  which 
they  forbode  for  a  moment.  I  speak  not 
only  as  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
but  as  a  county  Member,  as  a  country 
gentleman ;  and  T  would  say  for  myself 
and  for  them  that  this  is  a  question 
which  we  feel  to  be  of  peculiar  in- 
terest for  ourselves.  We  claim,  Sir,  that 
we  have  some  practical  knowledge  and 
experience  of  this  question.  We  live 
upon  the  same  estates  as  those  people 
whom  the  hon.  Member  desires  to  be- 
friend ;  we  dwell  among  them,  and  to 
many  of  them  we  are  personally  known. 
I  have  always  thought  that  it  is  one  of 
the  happiest  incidents  of  English  country 
life  that  you  will  find  on  many  an  estate, 
for  generation  after  generation,  people 
and  landlords  dwelling  together,  whose 
families  have  existed  on  the  same  soil 
for  generations  past.  The  sentiments 
and  the  feeling^s  that  have  been  on- 
gendered  by  relations  of  this  kind  be- 
tween them  have  not  died  away  in  Eng- 
land, and,  please  God,  they  will  never 
do  so;  and  we,  the  landlords,  are 
prompted  in  our  actions  and  views  upon 
this  question  by  feelings  of  regard,  as 
well  as  by  feelings  of  duty,  to  deal 
liberally,  generously,  and  justly  towards 
the  people  of  this  country.  In  fine,  I 
claim  this,  at  least; — that  we  know  as 
much  of  the  condition  of  the  people  as 
those  who  now  come  forward  on  their 
behalf ;  and  that  we  are  ready  to  meet 
and  to  recognize  the  just  requirements 
of  the  rural  agricultural  population  of 
this  country  quite  as  much  as,  and 
possibly  more  effectually  than,  any 
Alderman  of  Birmingham,  or  any 
member  of  the  Caucus,  however  distin- 
guished ho  may  be  as  a  politician  and 
a  statesman  in  this  House.  I  have  done. 
I  have  endeavoured,  as  clearly  as  I  could, 
to  put  the  views  of  the  Government 
upon  this  question  before  the  House.  I 
have  shown  that  there  is  no  monopoly 
whatever  possessed  by  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Members  opposite  of  'the  desire  to 
deal  out  full  justice  to  the  agricultural 
labourers  of  this  country  in  tniB  respect, 
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I  hav6  made  it  clear  that  we  yield  to 
none  in  the  importance  we  attach  to 
a  wide  and  general  extension  of  the 
system  of  allotments  throughout  the 
country  at  fair  and  equitable  rents, 
where  it  does  not  happen  to  prevail  al- 
ready. Those  are  the  views  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  upon  this  question, 
and  I  believe  that  they  are  the  views 
of  the  Conservative  Party  as  a  whole ; 
and  being  what  they  are,  we  are  met 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  before 
they  have  ever  seen  our  measures,  be- 
fore they  can  possibly  be  aware  of  what 
they  contain,  before  they  have  heard 
the  views  upon  the  subject  of  any  one 
single  Member  of  the  Government,  with 
a  Motion  which  is  simply  a  direct  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Government  in  re- 
ference to  this  question.  That  is  a 
matter,  of  course,  for  the  House  of 
Commons,  by  its  verdict,  to  decide ;  the 
issue  rests  with  them,  and  not  in  any 
way  with  us.  But,  speaking  for  myself 
and  the  Government,  I  say,  emphatically, 
**No"  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  ;  and  if  we  should  be  defeated, 
then  let  others  prepare  for  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  heritage  which  we  received 
from  our  Predecessors,  and  which  we 
can  assure  them  that  nothing  but  an 
overwhelming  sense  of  duty,  when  we 
had  the  opportunity  of  abandoning  it, 
would  ever  have  induced  us  for  a  single 
moment  to  retain.  ^ 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  the  closing 
sentences  of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rose  to  truly  an  heroic  strain, 
and  warned  us  of  the  consequences  to  be 
expected  in  the  event  of  our  carrying 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.  Upon 
that  subject  I  shall  not  enter.  I  shall 
always  assume,  until  I  know  to  the  con* 
trary,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  give  their 
votes  with  deliberate  consideration  of 
the  matters  before  them,  and  that  they 
are  prepared  to  take  the  conseqnenoes 
of  their  votes.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— ^if  he  will  permit  me  to  say  bo, 
if  it  does  not  indicate  too  much  assurance 
on  my  part — has  taken  an  extraordinary 
course  on  the  present  occasion.  Having 
been  put  up  in  the  interests  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  a  defensive  speech 
against  my  hon.  Friend's  Motion,  he  has 
made  a  speech  critical  and  offensive — ^I 
use  the  term  as  opposed  to  defensive — 
and  has  found  time  and  space  largely  to 
descant  upon  agicultural  aepresaion  and 
the  speecnes  of  my  right  non.  IViead 
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tbe  Member  for  Birmingliam  (Mr.  Oham- 
berlain),  with  regard  to  wliicli  no  issue 
is  raised  by  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  would  venture  to  pass  by 
those  subjects  altogether,  and  to  ask 
what  are  the  reasons,  upon  the  merits 
of  the  case,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  given  us  to  induce  us  to  vote 
against  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
He  says  that  the  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed in  speech  of  very  slight  argument 
and  of  an  extremely  concise  character. 
I  will  not  say  that  it  has  been  opposed 
in  a  speech  of  a  character  that  can  be 
described  as  peculiarly  concise.  But  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  went  so  far  as  to 
accuse  my  hon.  Friend  of  being  inaccu- 
rate, unreasonable,  and  inexact.  Now, 
Sir,  I  hold  that  mj  hon.  Friend  was  not 
inaccurate,  but  that  his  inaccuracy  was 
simply  this — that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
declined  to  recogoize  the  Oommission  of 
Inquiry  into  the  depression  that  exists 
as  a  measure  of  present  relief.  If  this 
had  been  the  proper  place  and  time  for 
discussing  that  Commission  my  hon. 
Friend  might  have  gone  a  great  deal 
further,  and  not  only  declined  to  recog- 
nize the  Oommission  in  that  character, 
but  have  said  a  great  deal  more  on  the 
subject  of  the  Commission  which,  no 
doubt,  on  a  proper  occasion  will  be  said 
in  this  House.  But  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
hold,  is  perfectly  accurate ;  and  it  is  im- 
possible to  disguise  the  fact  that  the 
point  of  his  Motion  is  not  the  general 
depression  of  trade  or  agriculture,  but 
is  the  duty  which  my  hon.  Friend  thinks 
to  be  incumbent  upon  the  Government 
and  the  House,  and  the  assurances 
which  he  thinks  it  right  to  give  the 
agricultural  labourer  respecting  that 
duty  as  to  adopting  special  measures  in 
the  rural  districts  to  obtain  allotments 
and  small  holdings  on  equitable  terms 
as  to  rent  and  security  of  tenure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  very«  decisive 
terms  condemns  the  system  of  small 
freeholds.  But  his  objection  is  totally 
irrelevant  to  the  Motion,  for  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
which  points  to  small  freeholds.  It  is  a 
Motion  which  points  to  obtaining  allot- 
ments on  equitable  terms  as  to  rent  and 
secarity  of  tenure.  There  is  plenty  of 
security  of  tenure  with  freehold.  That 
was,  therefore,  an  entirely  irrelevant 
argument.  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  condemn  the  sys- 
tem  of   the   small   proprietary   class, 


though  that,  like  almost  everything  else 
in  his  speech,  was  irrelevant  to  the  issue 
before  us.  I  regret  to  hear  him  utter 
that  condemnation,  though  my  belief  is 
that  if  we  were  able  to  argue  the  matter 
a  totally  different  colour  would  be  given 
to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
perhaps,  allow  me  to  say  this — that  be- 
tween the  periods  immediately  succeed- 
ing the  Peace  of  1815  and  the  year  1867, 
when  I  myself  had  in  Paris  intercourse 
with  the  greatest  economists  of  that 
country,  the  increase  in  the  taxable  agri- 
cultural value  of  France  in  that  period  was 
very  considerable,  and  greater  than  the 
corresponding  increase  in  the  same  period 
in  the  three  Kingdoms  under  the  rule  of 
Her  Majesty.  In  face  of  facts  of  that 
kind — facts  which  cannot  be  shaken — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be  slow  in 
condemning  the  system  of  small  hold- 
ings. I  wQl  not  allow  myself  to  discuss 
these  questions ;  but  I  will  come  to  the 
subject  before  us,  and  keep  to  it  in  the 
strictest  sense.  What  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  offered  us  by  way  of  remedy 
for  the  existing  distress?  He  has 
glanced  at  a  protective  tariff;  but  he 
has  carefully  stated  to  the  House  that 
ho  would  not  propose,  or,  at  any  rate,  is 
not  prepared  to  support,  a  protective 
tariff  which  shall  have  for  its  aim 
the  increase  of  landlords'  rent;  but 
while  he  is  so  severe  on  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
and  is  so  severe  on  the  proprietary  sys- 
tem in  France,  he  has  not  said  one  single 
word  in  condemnation  of  a  protective 
tariff  generally. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  I  said  the  present 
Cabinet  has  given  no  indication  of  any 
inclination  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  the  present  Cabinet 
has  no  inclination  of  that  kind.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  a  Member  of  the  present  Cabinet, 
although  the  Treasury  Bench  is  graced 
by  his  presence.  But  if  the  answer 
which  he  has  now  given  to  me  is  meant 
for  a  definite  answer,  then,  whether  the 
present  Cabinet  has  that  inclination  or 
not,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  per- 
fectly free  to  entertain  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  complains  very  much 
that  we  will  not  wait  to  hear  his  mea- 
sures. What  measures  has  he  proposed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  labouring  man  ? 
A  re- adjustment  of  local  burdens.  Sir, 
a  great  re-adjustment  of  local  burdens 
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ALLOTMENTS  AND  SMALL  HOLDINGS- 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS,  in  rising  to 
move  the  following  Amendment  to  the 
Address : — 

**  But  this  House  humbly  expresses  its  regret 
that  no  measures  are  announced  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty for  the  present  relief  of  these  classes,  and 
especially  for  affording  facilities  to  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  and  others  in  the  rural  districts 
to  obtsdn  allotments  and  small  holdings  on 
equitable  terms  as  to  rent  and  security  of 
tenure," 

said,   he  thought    there  could   be  no 
doubt   that    depression    existed,     and 
that  it  was  felt  both  in  town  and  coun- 
try, but  especially  among  the  labouring 
classes  in  rural  districts.    It  had  been 
suggested  that  a  further  reduction  might 
be  made  in  the  wages  of  farm  labourers ; 
but,  seeing  that  the  rate  now  varied  from 
12s.  to  9s.  per  week  only,  there  was 
scarcely  room  for  any  further  reduction. 
Indeed,  the  only  mystery  was  how  a  man 
and  his  family  could  exist,  far  less  live 
in  comfort,  on  such  a  miserable  pittance. 
Worse  than  that,  there  were  large  and 
increasing  numbers  of  men  out  of  work 
altogether.    They  had  been  glad  to  hear 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,    in  his 
speech  upon  the  Address,  refer  to  the 
fact  that  the  labourers  were  now,  for  the 
first  time,  represented  in  that  House, 
and  express  his  belief  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  regret  on  that  side  of  the 
House  that  there  was  no  reference  made 
in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  to  the 
labourers,  and  to  some  further  means 
of  bettering  their  condition.    Now,  al- 
though there  were  so  many  labourers 
out  of  work  in  the  rural  districts,  yet  no 
one  would  pretend  to  say  that  in  the 
necessities  of  agriculture  there  was  not 
plenty  of  work  for  them.    The  land  in 
every  direction  was  crying  out  for  labour ; 
and  without  labour  it  was  absurd  to  ex- 
pect land  to  produce  what  it  ought  to  yield . 
it  was  said  that  the  farmers  could  not 
afford  to  employ  labour.    But  it  was 
certain  they  could  not  afifordto  farm  with- 
out labour.   Therefore,  it  came  to  this — 
the  labourer  was  standing  idle  because 
the  farmers  could  not  employ  him,  and 
there  was  no  means  by  which  he  could 
get  on  to  the  land  to  work  it  on  his  own 
account.    The  consequence  was  that  the 
labourers  were  flying  from  the  soil,  to 
the  great  detriment  of  the  land.    This 
was  a  workman's  question  in  town  as 
well  as  country.    It  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  say  one  word  in  favour  of 


allotments  and  small  holdings,  for  every- 
one who  was  formerly  opposed  to  them 
seemed  now  to  have  changed  his  opi- 
nion.   ["  No,  no !  "]  That  seemed  to  be 
the  case  at  the    meeting  at  Willis's 
Booms ;  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin),  who  on  for- 
mer occasions  had  strenuously  opposed 
the  principle,  had,  during  the  past  three 
months,  been  making  speeches  of  the 
most  gushing   character    in  favour  of 
allotments  and  small  holdings.    Whe- 
ther that  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
labourer  had  got  the  vote  he  would  not 
say ;   at  any  rate,  the  whole  question 
had  now  assumed  a  dififerent  aspect  alto- 
gether from  what  it  presented  previously. 
During  the  Elections  the  most  unbounded 
interest  was  shown  in  this  question  by 
the  rural  population.    As  to  the  three 
acres  and  a  cow,  the  labourer  was  not 
such  a  fool  as  to  suppose  that  he  would 
get   something   for   nothing;    but    he 
thought  that    some    legitimate   means 
should    be    provided    for    giving    him 
access  to  the  land.    Once  let  him  get 
possession  of  the  three  acres,  there  was 
little  doubt  that  by  his  own  thrift  and 
his  own  efifbrts  the  cow  and  many  other 
things  would  speedily  follow.    He  de- 
precated the  leaving  of  the  solution  of 
the  question  to  voluntary  associations. 
He  had  not  a  word  to  say  against  pri- 
vate enterprize ;  but  he  wanted  to  know 
why  any  associations  were  wanted?    If 
each  individual  landlord   would   take 
the  matter  in  hand,   the  thing  would 
be  done  without  an  association.     But 
what  was  wanted  was  something  be- 
hind that — ^that  if  the  thing  were  not 
done,  labourers  should  not  be  left  to  the 
mercy  of  voluntary  effort,  or  to  the  land- 
lord  or  farmer.      Hon.  Members,    no 
doubt,  knew  what  was  going  on  be- 
tween the  various  sections  of  the  terri- 
torial party  and  the  labourers.    A  Con- 
servative journal  at  Ipswich  had  said — 

**  Surely  the  men  must  now  recognize  the  fact 
that  they  may  use  their  votes  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  injure  their  best  interests.  They  will  get 
neither  three  acres  of  land  or  a  cow.  They  will 
have  probably  less  work  and  lower  wages.  The 
labouring  men  who  have  gone  Radical  cannot 
be  surprised  if  they  lose  the  sympathy  and  co- 
operation  of  Conserrative  landlords  and  Con- 
seryative  farmers." 

To  his  knowledge  such  writings  were 
read  to  his  labourers  by  a  farmer. 
When  they  talked  of  ''Boycotting"  in 
Ireland  let  them  remember  that  these 
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were  words  read  to  men  content  to  work 
for  9s.  and  10s.  a- week  to  keep  their 
children  from  starving.  He  had  visited 
Lamboume,  and  there  he  found  a  beau- 
tiful village  falling  into  decay  and  the 
grass  growing  in  the  streets.  In  the 
whole  village  there  were  not  two  eggs 
to  be  got  for  breakfast.  Bear  in  mind 
that  they  imported  2,250,000  eggs  daily ; 
but  if  a  French  villager  visited  Lam- 
bourne  would  he  not  say — "What  fools 
these  English  are  to  send  to  us  when 
they  have  every  facility  here  for  sup- 
plying themselves."  There  was  nothing 
new  in  his  proposal  from  what  had  been 
brought  forward  since  the  time  of  Eliza- 
beth, except  the  compulsion  where  it 
was  needed,  and  that  compulsion  would 
not  be  carried  out  where  the  supply  of 
land  was  sufficient.  As  to  the  recom- 
mendation for  the  sale  of  glebe  lands, 
whatever  reply  the  Government  might 
make  to  this  Amendment,  he  hoped  they 
would  not  play  the  labourers  false  in 
any  way;  in  other  words,  that  they 
would  not  pretend  to  give  a  benefit 
which  the  suJSering  labourers  would  not 
actually  realize.  Glebe  lands,  if  sold  at 
all,  must  be  sold  without  any  conditions. 
Besides,  many  clergymen  had  their 
glebes  badly  situated  for  the  purposes 
desired  by  labourers.  In  some  parts 
there  was  plenty  of  glebe  land  and  few 
people;  while  in  other  districts  the 
people  were  numerous  and  no  such 
land.  Therefore,  the  labourers  would 
thank  the  Government  for  nothing. 
What  they  wanted  was  machinery  by 
which,  where  a  fair  and  legitimate  de- 
mand for  land  existed,  it  should  be  had 
at  a  fair  price,  and  on  a  tenure  that 
would  not  depend  on  touching  the  hat 
to  either  parson  or  squire ;  but  on  con- 
dition that  the  holders  of  it  should  be 
independent,  paying  rent  for  it,  and 
cultivating  it.  The  labourers  had  a  fair 
right  to  ask  for  that.  They  were  told 
that  nothing  could  be  done,  the  price  of 
com  was  so  low.  If  they  put  com  out 
of  the  question  there  was  still  plenty  of 
scope.  They  had  butter  which,  in  his 
younger  days,  used  to  sell  at  7d.  per  lb. 
now  double  the  price;  fowls  which 
they  used  to  sell  at  Is.  Id.  now  2s.  6d.] 
cheese,  pork,  vegetables,  and  other 
small  articles  of  food,  all  requiring  that 
minute  industry  which  the  large  farmer 
could  not  well  give,  but  which  a  peasant 
proprietary  could  well  bestow.  Articles 
of  food   other   than   com   were    im- 


ported to  this  country  to  the  value, 
in  the  aggregate,  of  £50,000,000, 
and  every  pennyworth  of  which  they 
ought  to  produce.  Fair  Traders  talked 
with  alarm  about  a  few  thousand  pounds' 
worth  of  foreim  manufactures — girders, 
for  instance — brought  from  Belgium  and 
from  France ;  but  they  had  not  a  word 
to  say  about  the  fact  that  we  imported 
£5,000,000  worth  of  cheese  annually 
into  this  country.  When  they  had 
£50,000,000  worth  of  food  imported 
every  year  at  prices  very  much  higher 
than  those  which  prevailed  40  years 
ago,  and  when  they  had  the  material 
for  its  production  at  hand  and  the 
labour  standing  idle,  he  wanted  to  know 
why  that  food  was  not  produced  at  home? 
Supposing  a  Manchester  manufacturer 
had  plenty  of  material  and  plenty  of  la- 
bour lying  idle,  while  his  books  were 
overflowing  with  orders,  such  a  state  of 
affairs  would  not  be  tolerated  for  a  mo- 
ment ;  and  yet  that  was  a  parallel  to  the 
present  condition  of  agriculture.  [**No, 
no!"]  They  had  in  this  country  what 
prevailed  nowhere  else  that  he  knew  of, 
a  landless  peasantry.  The  agricultural 
labourer  had  been  reduced  by  legislation 
from  the  position  of  having  an  indepen- 
dent interest  in  the  land  to  that  of  a 
mere  hireling.  The  labourers  had  been 
forced  by  successive  migrations  into  the 
towns,  and  thus  they  had  a  proletariat 
in  this  country  such  as  did  not  exist 
anywhere  else  that  he  was  aware  of  in 
Europe.  He  claimed  for  this  population 
a  measure  of  Land  Beform  which  he  con- 
tended would  be,  in  reality,  a  most  Oon- 
servative  measure.  He  was  horrified  to 
think  that  hon.  Members  opposite — the 
territorial  party — could  not  see  the  dan- 
ger that  attached  to  their  present  posi- 
tion, a  danger  from  which  the  measure 
he  proposed  would  save  them ;  but  if  they 
resisted  that  measure  they  would  go 
further  and  fare  worse.  He  had  much 
pleasure  in  moving  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Captain  VERNEY  remarked,  that  it 
was  no  slight  advantage  to  a  new  Mem- 
ber, when  he  for  the  first  time  claimed 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  that  he 
had  the  privilege  of  seconding  an 
Amendment  which  would  undoubtedly 
command  the  sympathy,  if  not  the 
active  support,  of  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  There  was  no  Party, 
from  the  noble  l^arquess  at  the  head  of 
the  Govenmient  to  his  (Oaptain  Yer- 
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ney8*)hon.  Opponent  in  North  Bucks  (Sir 
Samuel  Wilson),  during  the  last  Elec- 
tion which  had  more  completely  identi- 
fied themselves  with  this  question  than 
the  Conservative  Party.  In  every  village 
and  town  the  Conservative  candidate  had 
never  failed  to  explain  how  he  had  been 
misunderstood,  and  how  hard  it  was  upon 
him  that  it  should  be  supposed  he  was 
not  interested  in  this  question  of  allot- 
ments; therefore,  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  find  it  difficult  to  go  into  the 
Lobby  in  opposition  to  the  Amendment. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  in  his  famous  speech  at  New- 
port, had  even  proposed  to  sacrifice  the 
precious  glebe  lands  to  provide  allot- 
ments for  labourers.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Honiton  (Sir  John 
Kennaway)  had  divided  the  House  into 
four  Parties— the  "  Great  Conservative 
Party,"  the  "  Moderate  Liberal,"  the 
«'Badical8,"  and  the  "Lrish."  The 
** Moderate  Liberal"  he  (Captain  Ver- 
ney)  had  some  difficulty  in  laying  his 
hand  upon;  but  he  took  it  that  the 
moderate  Liberal  was  one  of  those  Li- 
berals who  were  led  by  the  Liberal 
Dukes,  and  the  Liberal  Dukes  had 
undoubtedly  identified  themselves  with 
the  allotment  question.  The  Eadical 
Party  would,  as  a  matter  of  course,  sup- 
port the  Amendment :  so,  too,  would 
the  Irish  Members,  as  representing  a 
warm  and  sympathetic  race,  always  ready 
to  throw  itself  on  the  side  of  the  op- 
pressed, and  would  countenance  every 
measure  for  their  relief.  He  claimed, 
therefore,  for  the  Amendment  the  sup- 
port of  all  Parties  in  the  House.  Another 
reason  which  concerned  all  was  the  fact 
that  whereas  for  some  months  past  the 
agricultural  labourer  was  merely  ^4n 
the  air,"  now  he  was  literally  in  the 
House ;  and  every  Member  must  feel  how 
appropriate  it  was  that  a  house  largely 
elected  by  the  agricultural  labourers  for 
the  first  time  in  the  annals  of  our  Consti- 
tution should  give  its  earliest  attention 
to  a  question  which  closely  afifected  their 
interests.  The  Amendment  proposed  to 
address  the  Queen,  in  answer  to  the 
Spoeoh  from  the  Throne,  in  such  words  as 
would  be  very  grateful  and  acceptable 
to  Her  Majesty,  who  was  always  most 
accessible  to  the  humblest  of  her  sub- 
jects—that Sovereira  whose  whole  life 
had  been  governed  by  a  '^  fundamental 
law  "  laid  down  by  herself — ^her  loyalty 
to  her  people. 

Captain  V$m$y 


Amendment  proposed, 

By  inBerting,  after  the  word  ''transient/'  in 
the  11th  paragraph,  the  words ''  hat  this  House 
humhiy  expresses  its  regret  that  no  measures 
are  announced  by  Her  Majesty  for  the  present 
relief  of  these  classes,  and  especially  for  a£ford- 
ing  facilities  to  the  agricultural  labourers  and 
others  in  the  rural  districts  to  obtain  allotments 
and  small  holdings  on  equitable  terms  as  to  rent 
and  security  of  tenure.** — {Mr.  Jeae  Colling t,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  chancellor  op  the  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Mr.  Chaplin)  :  Sir, 
it  may,  perhaps,  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House  if  I  ask  permission  at  once 
to  reply  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings),  and 
to  the  Amendment  which  he  has  placed 
on  the  Paper.  Of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
considering  his  Amendment  amounts  to 
a  Vote  of  Censure  on  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, one  supported  by  weaker, 
feebler,  more  miserable  arguments  I 
never  heard  in  the  whole  course  of  my 
life.  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  was  good 
enough  to  warn  us  of  the  danger  we 
should  incur  by  opposing  his  Amend- 
ment. I  do  not  see  that  danger  in  the 
least.  We  are  perfectly  dear  as  to  our 
position;  and  before  I  have  concluded 
my  observations  I  hope,  to  some  extent 
at  least,  to  be  able  to  convert  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  at  all  events,  to  a  portion  of 
our  views.  He  made  one  observation  ia 
the  course  of  his  speech — and  which,  I 
confess,  somewhat  surprised  me — that 
the  agricultural  labourer  in  this  country 
was  not  such  a  fool  as  he  was  thought. 
I  do  not  know  whoever  thought  he  was 
a  fool,  unless  it  was  the  hon.  Member 
himself ;  but  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
the  agricultural  labourer  of  this  country 
is  not  such  a  fool  as  to  be  taken  in  by  the 
speech  which  the  hon.  Member  has  de« 
livered.  Now,  Sir,  the  paragraph  in  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  to 
which  the  non.  Member  alluded  in  his 
speech  refers  in  terms  of  regret  to  the 
fact  that  no  material  improvement  is  to 
be  noted  in  the  condition  of  the  trade 
and  agriculture  of  the  Kingdom;  and 
the  burden  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment,  although  I  am  bound  to 
say  his  speech  was  much  narrower  than 
bis  Amendment,  is,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  are  to  be  blamed  beoaose 
they  have  announced  no  measures  what- 
ever in  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne  for  the  present  relief  of  those 
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classes  who  are  sufiPenng  from  the  pro- 
longed depression  in  trade  and  agricul- 
ture. Now,  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  forgave  me  if  I  express  my  opinion 
at  once  that  his  Amendment  is  justly 
open  to  grave  condemnation  upon  two 
different  grounds — on  the  ground  that 
it  is  unreasonable  on  the  one  hand,  and 
wholly  inaccurate  on  the  other.  The 
hon.  Member  said  nothing  in  his  speech 
about  trade,  although  his  Amendment 
directly  refers  to  it.  His  Amendment  is 
utterly  unreasonable  so  far  as  it  relates 
to  the  attitude  which  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters have  adopted  towards  those  who 
are  sufifering  from  depression  in  trade  ; 
because  he  must  know,  and  the  House 
must  know,  as  I  had  occasion  to  state 
last  night,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  already  appointed  a  Boyal 
Commission  of  Inquiry  into  that  sub- 
ject. Nothing  could  be  more  unusual 
or  unreasonable  than  that,  having  just 
appointed  a  Boyal  Commission,  we 
should  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
announce  any  measure  dealing  with  this 
question  before  we  have  received  any 
£eport  or  recommendation  of  any  kind 
whatever  from  the  Commission.  With 
regard  to  the  attitude  of  the  Government 
towards  those  who  are  suffering  from 
depression  in  agriculture,  I  say  that  the 
Amendment  is  wholly  inaccurate.  What 
measures,  except  those  which  are  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Boyal  Speech,  did  the 
hon.  Member  expect  that  we  should  an- 
nounce ?  It  is  perfectly  true  that  agri- 
culture is  suffering,  as  it  has  been  suf - 
fering  for  a  long  period  of  years,  from 
serious  and  severe  depression.  What 
have  been  the  causes  of  that  depression  ? 
It  began  with  a  series  of  bad  seasons, 
such  as  I  know  of  no  parallel  to  be- 
fore. When  they  passed  away,  and 
we  were  blessed  once  again  with 
sunshine,  then  the  prices  of  agri- 
cultural produce  fell  to  a  degree  that  I 
believe  is  without  precedent  for  many 
years  in  the  history  of  this  country. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  think  that  we 
ought  to  have  introduced  a  measure 
attempting  to  deal  with  those  causes  ? 
He  knows,  as  well  as  I  do,  why  it  was 
impossible  to  do  so.  I  entertain  the 
strongest  possible  opinion  that  the  pre- 
sent agricultural  depression  is  mainly, 
if  not  entirely,  owing  to  the  great  depre- 
ciation of  the  prices  of  agricultural 
produce.  [Mr.  Jesse  Collings  :  What 
produce  ?]    AU  agricultural  produce.   I 

YOL.  coon,    [thibd  sxaixs.] 


should  have  liked  the  hon.  Member  to 
have  named  to  the  House  some  of  those 
articles  to  which  he  referred  as  having 
risen  in  value — [Mr.  Jesse  Collings: 
Butter]  ;  but  that  he  entirely  omitted 
to  do.  That  is  my  ojnnion  as  to  the 
cause  of  agricultural  depression;  and, 
as  I  have  said,  the  hon.  Member  knows 
perfectljr  that  we  are  absolutely  power- 
less to  introduce  any  measure  dealing 
with  the  prices  of  food.  And  even  if 
the  present  Cabinet  had  the  inclination, 
which  they  have  not,  it  would  be  per- 
fectly impracticable,  hopeless,  and  im- 
possible, in  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons at  aU  events,  to  carry  such  a 
measure,  whatever  may  be  the  case  at 
some  time  in  the  dim  and  distant  future. 
Well,  Sir,  I  mentioned  last  night  that,  - 
though  it  was  impossible  to  deal  in  any 
way  with  the  question  of  prices,  we 
had  indicated  in  the  Boyal  Speech  our 
intention  to  do  something  which  we  be- 
lieve will  be  in  the  direction  of  re- 
ducing the  cost  of  production.  A  sen- 
tence in  one  of  the  paragraphs  of  the 
Boyal  Speech  indicates  clearly  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  intro- 
duce measures  which  will  involve  the 
consideration  of  the  whole  question  of 
the  incidence  of  local  burdens.  I  say, 
therefore,  it  is  wholly  inaccurate  upon 
that  ground,  if  upon  no  other — but 
there  are  other  grounds  besides — for  the 
hon.  Member  to  say,  in  his  Amendment, 
that  no  measures  whatever  have  been 
announced  by  the  Government  for  the 
relief  of  the  classes  suffering  from  agri- 
cultural depression.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, before  he  has  had  the  opportunity 
of  learning  what  we  may  propose,  is 
obliged  to  flash  his  own  proposal  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  without  an 
hour's  delay.  He  says  we  ought  to 
bring  in  a  measure  enabling  the  labourer 
to  obtain  allotments  on  equitable  terms 
and  with  security  of  tenure,  and  that  if 
we  do  that  he  is  convinced  we  shall 
solve  the  whole  question,  agricultural 
depression  will  disappear,  and  all  will 
be  prosperous.  Whatever  the  House 
may  thjjik  of  this  Amendment  there  is 
one  thing  about  it  at  all  events  about 
which  we  shedl  agree,  and  that  is  that 
it  is  by  no  means  original ;  and,  indeed, 
though  the  hands  are  the  hands  of  Esau 
it  is  the  voice  of  Jacob  ;  or,  it  would  be 
more  accurate  to  say,  that  the  hand  is 
the  hand  of  Jesse,  but  the  voice  is  the 
voice  of  Joseph.    The  proposal  we  have 
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before  as  is  neither  more  nor  less  than 
our  old  friends  the  'Hhree  acres  and  a 
cow,"  only  dressed  up  in  Parliamentary 
g^ise.  What  we  really  have  to  con- 
sider to-night  is  not  the  short  and  in- 
conclusive Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  but  the  scheme  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Cham- 
berlain), which  he  put  before  the  electors 
so  assiduously,  energetically,  and  ably 
during  the  electoral  campaign  which  has 
just  come  to  a  close.  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  suppose  I  am  prejudiced  against 
these  propositions  because  they  are 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  On 
the  contrary,  in  some  of  the  objects  he 
has  in  view  I  cordially  sympathize  with 
him;  while  of  others  I  entirely  dis- 
approve. The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
assumed  that  it  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  argue  the  question  at  the  present 
time,  because  there  was  no  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  advantage  of  allot- 
ments and  small  holding^.  I  take  ex- 
ception to  that  observation  altogether. 
I  draw  a  great  distinction  between  allot- 
ments on  the  one  hand,  and  what  are 
called  small  holdings  on  the  other. 
What  I  understand  by  an  allotment  is 
this — a  piece  of  land  either  immediately 
attached  to,  or  within  a  convenient  dis- 
tance from,  a  cottager's  home  for  which 
the  only  capital  required  is  his  own  labour 
and  his  spade,  and  of  a  size  sufficient 
to  enable  him  to  grow  garden  produce 
for  himself  and  for  his  family,  and  for 
another  very  important  member  of  the 
establishment — ^namely,  for  his  pig.  Now, 
Sir,  I  do  not,  in  the  least,  wish  to  dog- 
matize as  to  what  ought  to  be  the  size 
of  an  allotment  of  this  kind  or  the 
distance  it  should  be  from  the  occu- 
pier's home.  These  are  matters  of 
detail  upon  which,  no  doubt.  Members 
will  have  much  to  say  in  the  future. 
We  have  in  the  House  Members  who 
will  be  able  to  ^ve  practical  informa- 
tion on  that  subject;  and  among  them 
there  is  one  whose  opinion  on  the  point 
will  be  of  gpreat  value.  I  mean  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Arch) ; 
and,  however  much  some  of  us  may  differ 
from  him,  I  am  sure  both  sides  of  the 
House  will  welcome  the  hon.  Member  on 
this  question  as  the  Bepresentative  of  a 
class  for  the  first  time  returned  in  this 
House.  If  I  may  be  permitted  to  say 
80, 1  even  hope  he  will  take  an  oppor- 
tunity, in  the  course  of  this  debate,  of 
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expressing  his  views  on  this  question.  I 
remember,  some  years  ago,  having  the 
opportunity  of  examining  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  as  a  witness  before  the  Boyal  Agri- 
cultural Conunission  ;  and  I  was  much 
struck  by  the  evidence  he  gave  on  that 
occasion.  I  hope  he  will  correct  me  if 
I  am  wrong;  but,  if  I  am  right,  he 
rather  seemed  to  hold  the  opinion  at 
that  time  that,  for  an  allotment  such  as 
I  have  described,  probably  about  a 
quarter  of  an  acre  was  the  most  conve- 
nient size  for  a  labourer  to  cultivate  for 
himself,  and  the  distance  from  his  home 
ought  not,  under  any  circumstances,  to 
exceed  more  than  half  a  mile.  If  I  am 
correct  in  my  assumption,  they  are  pro- 
positions with  which  I,  for  one,  should 
cordially  agree.  **  A  small  holding,"  on 
the  other  hand,  I  take  to  be  either  a 
freehold,  or  small  tenancy,  on  which  the 
occupier  lives,  to  which  he  looks  for 
his  means  of  livelihood,  and  on  which  the 
whole  of  the  labour  is  supplied  by  the 
family  dwelling  upon  the  holding.  I 
say  at  once  I  look  upon  the  provision 
of  allotments  for  agricultural  labourers, 
provided  they  are  not  too  large,  pro- 
vided they  are  let  at  a  fair  and  reason- 
able rent,  and  provided  they  are  at  a 
reasonable  distance  from  their  homes, 
as  an  unmixed  good  to  the  rural  agri- 
cultural population.  On  the  other  hand, 
small  holdings,  such  as  I  have  described, 
I  regard,  for  reasons  which  I  will  pre- 
sently state,  as  a  much  more  question- 
able boon.  Let  me  add  that  a  good 
deal  has  been  done  in  this  country  in 
the  direction  of  providing  allotments 
already.  The  other  dav  I  saw  a  calcu- 
lation made  by  Major  Cragie,  Secretary 
to  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture, 
and  based  upon  the  latest  available  Be- 
turns— those  for  1873,  since  which  there 
must  have  been  an  increase — from  which 
it  appears  that  there  was  in  this  country 
242,542  allotments  of  the  nature  I  have 
described  ;  and  as  the  Census  showed 
there  were  765,159  agricultural  la- 
bourers, the  proportion  was  one  allot- 
ment to  every  three  labourers  in  the 
kingdom  even  in  those  days.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke,  I  thought,  if  not  in  words 
of  condemnation,  in  terms  of  the  very 
faintest  praise,  of  an  Association — the 
Landowners'  Association  —  which  has 
been  formed  in  this  country  within  a 
comparatively  recent  period.  I  am 
greatly  indebted  to  Lord  Onslow,  the 
Secretary  of  that  Asaoeiation,  for  iJifor- 
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mation  with  which  he  has  supplied  me, 
and  which  shows  what  is  being  done  in 
this  direction  by  that  Association  at  the 
present  time.  I  am  told  that  a  large 
number  of  landowners,  including  many 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  owning  among  them  about 
1,800,000  acres  of  land,  have  already 
joined  this  Association.  They  have 
been  communicated  with  as  to  their 
views  on  the  subject,  and  they  re- 
plied to  this  effect — they  are  disposed  to 
solicit  applications  for  land  adjacent  to 
villages  and  not  already  so  let  to  be  held 
in  allotments,  and  generally  to  afford 
facilities  for  the  extension  of  the  system 
to  the  agricultural  labourers  employed 
on  their  estates.  I  think  this  is  some 
answer  to  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  as  to  why  an  Asso- 
ciation is  wanted  at  all.  There  may  be 
another  reason  for  it.  That  Association 
is  wanted,  I  should  say,  and  is,  perhaps, 
eminently  necessary,  in  order  to  counter- 
act the  mischief  sought  to  be  done  by 
the  hon.  Member  and  some  of  his  asso- 
ciates as  between  landlords  and  tenants 
and  labourers  of  this  country.  It  may 
be  true — I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  it 
— that  there  may  be  something  still 
wanting  to  be  done  in  this  direction; 
and,  where  that  is  the  case,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  perfectly  ready 
and  prepared  to  encourage  and  facilitate 
a  wide  and  general  extension  of  the 
system  of  allotments  throughout  the 
country.  Here,  again,  I  am  obliged  to 
charge  the  hon.  Member  not  only  with 
inaccuracy,  but  with  what  appears  to 
me  to  be  extreme  impatience  on  his  part ; 
because,  before  he  had  heard  a  word  on 
the  subject  of  the  proposeds  which  might 
be  forthcoming  from  the  Government, 
he  took  the  opportunity  of  subjecting 
them  to  a  sweeping  condemnation. 
''Glebe  lands!  What  is  the  use  of 
them?"  says  the  hon.  Member;  ''we 
want  no  glebe  lands ;  we  want  the  la- 
bourers to  be  perfectly  free."  Nothing 
would  satisfy  them  but  that  word  which 
is  of  so  much  blessing  and  comfort  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  —  that  blessed  word 
'*  compulsion."  The  House  will  recol- 
lect that  this  suggestion  to  facilitate 
the  sale  of  glebe  lands  was  among  the 
most  prominent  of  the  propositions  put 
forward  by  Lord  Salisbury  in  the  great 
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am  bound  to  say  that  when  I  read  that 
speech  I  thought  at  the  time  that  I 
had  never  read  anything  more  happily 
designed  than  his  proposal  to  meet  a 
double  object  greatly  in  need  of  atten- 
tion. Every  one  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances  of  the  agricultural 
situation  must  know  that  among  the 
classes  who  have  suffered  from  agricul- 
tural  depression  few  people  have  felt  it 
more,  or  have  suffered  from  it  so  much,  as 
that  class  of  the  clergy  who  derive  their 
income  from  glebe  lands.  Their  difficul- 
ties and  troubles  in  this  respect  are  in- 
creased by  the  great  difficulty  of  selling 
glebe  lands  under  the  law  as  it  exists  at 
present.  The  Government  recognize  that 
fact,  and  they  recognize  something  else 
besides,  and  that  is  that  there  is  still, 
perhaps  in  many  portions  of  the  coun- 
try, a  large  unsatisfied  demand  for 
allotments  at  fair  and  equitable  rents. 
The  importance  of  this  part  of  the  ques- 
tion of  fairness  of  rents  has  been  recog- 
nized in  all  previous  legislation,  which 
for  many  years  has  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion. It  was  only  I  think  in  1876  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  passed  a  Bill 
called,  I  think,  the  Allotments  Exten- 
sion Bill,  in  which  one  of  the  main  pro- 
visions was  that  the  allotments  for 
which  it  is  intended  to  provide  should 
be  held  at  fair  and  equitable  rents. 
That  is  a  doctrine  to  which  I  heartily 
subscribe. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  What  Bill 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  am  speaking  from  memory. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refer  to  the  Allot- 
ments Extension  Act  of  1882  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  am  referring  to 
the  Bill  passed  by  the  present  Secretary 
ofStatefortheHomeDepartmentinl876. 
I  think  it  was  called  the  Commons  Act ; 
but  I  have  forgotten  the  name  of  the 
measure.  We  propose,  in  consequence, 
so  to  alter  the  existing  legislation  as 
to  facilitate  the  sale  of  glebe  lands 
by  the  clergy  upon  terms  and  conditions 
which  will  be  specially  designed  for  the 
benefit  and  advantage  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  of  the  country,  as  well  as 
for  the  relief  of  the  clergy.  The  only 
limit  that  I  remember  in  this  direction 
in  the  speech  which  Lord  Salisbury  made 
at  Newport  was  this — that  he  was  not 
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prepared  to  sanction  purchase  by  com- 
pulsion. If  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich knew  as  much  as  I  do  about  the 
condition  of  the  clergy  who  derive  their 
incomes  from  glebe  lands,  and  the  hard- 
ships they  suffer,  he  would  be  well 
aware  of  the  fact  that  there  is  not  the 
slightest  necessity  for  compulsion  in  this 
matter.  It  is  notorious  how  much  many 
of  them  have  suffered.  I  know  scores 
of  instances  myself.  I  have  known, 
over  and  over  again,  of  a  glebe  farm 
having  been  given  up  and  placed  on  the 
clergyman's  hands  in  such  a  foul  condi- 
tion that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  find 
a  tenant  to  take  it  again.  The  clergymen 
who  do  their  duty  in  their  parishes  can- 
not possibly  afford  the  time  to  superin- 
tend their  farms  in  such  a  manner  as  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  their  successful 
cultivation.  The  result  is  that  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  in  all  probability,  you 
will  hnd  that  the  clergymen  placed  in 
this  position  are  not  only  ready  and 
willing,  but  are  keenly  desirous  of  sell- 
ing that  which,  in  too  many  cases  of  late 
years,  has  proved  to  be  nothing  but 
an  incumbrance  to  them.  If  that  be 
done  you  will  find — and  this  is  my  an- 
swer to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich,  who  said  that  proposals 
of  this  kind  would  not  be  of  the  smallest 
use  whatever — in  a  great  number  of  the 
parishes  of  England  land  thrown  upon  the 
market  of  just  about  the  right  amount 
and  probably  just  aboutthe  right  descrip- 
tion, and  situated  in  places  such  as  are 
requisite  and  most  suited  for  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  of  the  country.  There 
remains  for  me  nothing  to  deal  with 
but  the  question  of  small  holdings;  and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  that 
subject.  The  House  will  have  per- 
ceived that  I  am  heartily  in  favour  of  a 
large  extension  of  the  system  of  allot- 
ments. I  do  not  believe,  however  great 
that  extension  may  be,  that  it  will  do 
anything  whatever  to  remove  the  effects 
of  agricultural  depression.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  likely  to  have  any  effect  of 
that  kind ;  but  I  do  think  that  it  will  do 
more  to  add  to  the  comforts  of  the  homes, 
and  to  improve  the  material  condition  of 
the  rural  population  of  this  country,  than 
anything  else  you  can  do  that  is  either 
practicable  or  possible  at  the  present 
time.  But  with  regard  to  a  large  creation 
of  small  holdings  by  the  action  of  the 
Legislature,  I  hold  a  totally  different 
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opinion  altogether.  I  am  satisfied  that 
not  only  would  it  do  nothing  to  mitigate, 
but,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  have  pre- 
cisely the  opposite  effect,  and  it  would 
only  tend  to  aggravate  and  increase  the 
agricultural  depression  of  which  we  all 
so  much  complain.  Something,  no  doubt, 
may  be  said  in  favour  of  small  tenancies; 
but  I  have  yet  to  learn  whether  by  small 
holdings,  as  a  general  rule,  small  ten- 
ancies or  small  freeholds  are  meant  by 
the  author  of  this  Amendment.  I  admit 
that,  in  many  cases,  a  tenant  of  a  small 
farm,  holding  his  farm  under  favourable 
occupation,  has  probably  been  able  to 
weather  the  storm  of  depression  as  well 
as,  and  possibly  better  than,  some  of 
his  neighbours  in  larger  occupations; 
but  the  small  tenancy  is  one  thing,  and 
the  small  freehold  is  another.  My  ex- 
perience is,  that  of  all  the  classes  who 
have  suffered  most  at  this  time  from  agri- 
cultural depression  the  small  freeholders 
of  the  country  have  been  the  worst.  I 
am  afraid,  however,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham 
differ  with  me  altogether  as  to  the  cause 
of  agricultural  depression  quite  as  much 
as  I  differ  from  them  as  to  the  remedy 
for  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  has  put  his 
views  and  his  theories  very  distinctly  be- 
fore the  country ;  and  I  should  like  for 
a  moment  to  remind  the  House  of  what 
they  are.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  a  speech  at  Birmingham  on  the 
9th  of  November  last.  He  there  dis- 
closed to  the  country  what  were  his 
views  as  to  the  real  cause  of  the  agri- 
cultural depression  at  the  present  time. 
He  said  that  the  soil  of  the  country  was 
in  a  few  hands,  and  that  was  the  real, 
the  true,  and  permanent  cause  of  the 
depression  which  we  all  regret.  His 
remedy  was  equally  simple.  It  was  not 
to  return  to  a  protective  tariff,  in  order  to 
keep  up  the  rents  of  the  landlords.  No, 
Sir,  I  snould  think  not.  Any  man  who 
made  that  proposition  in  these  days  for 
that  purpose  would  be  simply  maa,  and 
would  certainly  be  called  so.  But  it  is 
to  be  found,  he  says,  in  a  radical  reform 
of  the  Land  Laws  of  this  country.  I  wish 
to  make  two  observations  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  the  first  of  them  is  this.  It  is 
an  entire  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
Tory  Party  and  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  generally  are  in  any  degree 
whatever  opposed  to  a  large  distribatioa 
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of  land  among  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. On  the  contrary,  it  is  the  one 
tlung,  speaking  for  myself,  that  I  de- 
sire at  the  present  moment  more  than 
anything  else  in  the  world.  And  that  is 
a  doctrine  which  I  have  preached  for 
years  past  hoth  in  this  House  and  out 
of  it.  There  are  many  reasons  why  I 
should  think  this  desirable  to  be  done ; 
but  I  will  content  myself  with  giving 
one  to-night  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, which  will  be  a  guarantee  of  the 
complete  sincerity  of  my  convictions  on 
this  point.  I  wish  to  see  a  large  addi- 
tion to  the  owners  of  land  in  this  coun- 
try, because  land  is  no  longer  the  same 
safe  kind  of  property  that  it  used  to  be. 
[^Laughter,']  That  is  not  my  only  rea- 
son ;  I  said  that  there  were  many  ;  but 
it  is  the  one  reason  which  I  said  I 
would  give  as  a  guarantee  of  my  perfect 
fiincerity.  It  is  notorious  that,  day  after 
day,  attacks  of  all  sorts  are  being  made 
on  landed  property  at  the  present  time 
from  all  kinds  of  quarters  of  the  world, 
any  one  of  which,  or  most  of  which, 
if  carried  out,  would  be  most  in- 
jurious, not  only  to  the  land  itself,  in 
my  opinion,  but  to  those  who  are  un- 
happily the  owners  of  it.  And  a  large 
increase  in  the  number  of  owners  of  land 
such  as  I  desire  is,  I  think,  the  surest 
and  perhaps  the  only  safeguard  against 
the  predatory  instincts  of  a  class  whose 
Socialistic  schemes  have  found  such 
powerful  exponents  in  these  days,  and 
which  are  so  admirably  represented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The 
second  observation  I  wish  to  make  is 
this — ^I  quite  admit  that  there  may  be, 
and  I  acknowledge  that  there  are,  de- 
fects in  the  existing  Land  Laws ;  and, 
where  that  is  the  case,  there  is  no  per- 
son in  this  House  who  is  prepared  to  go 
further  in  the  direction  of  wise  and 
judicious  reform  than  myself.  But,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  perfectly  idle  and 
ludicrous  on  the  part  of  the  Liberals,  or 
any  other  person — I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  excuse  me  for  saying  so 
— to  assert  that  they  are  the  cause  of 
the  existing  depression.  What  are  the 
facts  ?  As  everyone  knows,  some  10 or 
12  years  ago  we  reached  a  general 
pitch  of  agricultural  prosperity  in  this 
country,  such  as  was  not  known  to  have 
been  approached  by  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  Nor  was  that  prosperity 
confined  to  agriculture    alone,    i  re- 


member the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) making  a  remarkable  speech 
about  that  period,  which  attracted  great 
attention  at  the  time ;  and  in  it  he  de- 
scribed the  general  prosperity  of  the 
country  as  being  so  great  as  positively 
to  be  increasing  **  by  leaps  and  bounds." 
And  no  doubt  he  was  accurate  in  the 
statement  he  then  made.  But,  in  the 
face  of  such  a  statement  as  that,  am  I 
not  strictly  justified  in  saying  that  it  is 
worse  than  idle  and  ludicrous  —  it  is 
mischievous  in  the  extreme — for  Gen- 
tlemen in  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  to  go  about  the 
country  denoimcing  the  very  laws  and 
the  very  same  conditions  under  which  the 
summit  of  agricultural  prosperity  was 
reached  as  the  sole  and  only  cause  of 
agricultural  depression  at  the  present 
time?  If  the  House  will  give  me 
its  attention  a  moment  longer  I 
can  also  show  them  that  if  the  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  were  adopted  they  would 
inevitably  lead  in  the  course  of  time  to 
the  very  thing  that  he  abhors — namely, 
the  re- imposition  of  protective  tariffs. 
How  did  he  support  his  case  on  that 
occasion?  He  referred  to  France  as  an 
illustration  of  the  advantages  of  small 
holdings,  and  contrasted  the  number  of 
owners  of  land  in  France  with  the  num- 
ber in  England.  He  said  that  you  have 
6,000,000  owners  of  land  at  present 
in  France,  and  that  5,000,000  of  them 
own  less  than  10  acres.  **That  is  the 
condition,"  he  said,  **  which  I  wish  to 
bring  about  in  England."  Why  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  conceal  from 
his  Birmingham  audience  this  very 
important  fact  —  that  those  5,000,000 
small  proprietors  in  France  had  never 
been  able  to  exist  without  a  system  of 
protection  ;  and  that  so  extreme  is  their 
position  that  only  within  the  last  few 
months  the  protective  duties  in  France 
have  been  raised  to  such  an  extent,  as  I 
have  been  informed  within  the  last  few 
days — though  I  do  not  vouch  for  the 
accuracy  of  the  information — that  the 
price  of  bread  in  some  of  the  towns 
of  France  has  risen  to  pearly  1^.  a 
loaf.  [Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  :  The  duty 
on  wheat  is  5*.  a  quarter.]  I  am 
persuaded  that  that  would  be  the  in- 
evitable result  in  this  country  from  the 
adoption  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
view.    The  witiiholding  of  this  impor- 
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tant  fact  from  .his  hearers  at  Birming- 
ham is  a  specimen  of  the  candour  and 
fairness  with  'which  he  has  dealt  with 
this  whole  question  of  land.  I  can  only 
suppose  that  he  knew  the  people  he  was 
addressing  pretty  well,  and  thought 
that  anything  was  good  enough  for  an 
audience  at  Birmingham,  who  probahly 
were  more  prejudiced  and  even  less  well 
informed  on  this  subject  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  apparently  was. 
In  making  these  observations  I  have  no 
desire  whatever  to  say  anything  that 
should  be  offensive  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
took  so  prominent  a  position  on  this 
question  and  made  so  many  speeches  on 
it  in  the  Becess,  oontaining  so  many  ex- 
traordinary Btatements,  that  it  is  im- 
possible, on  this  occasion,  not  to  call 
attention  to  them.  Here  is  another. 
Speaking  at  Hull,  on  August  5,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  Now,  I  go  on  to  the  reform  of  the  Land 
Law.  It  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  matter. 
Agriculture  is  the  greatest  of  all  our  industries. 
When  it  is  depressed  all  the  others  follow 
suit." 

That  is  quite  true,  and  I  agree  with  it. 
Then  he  went  on  to  describe  the  enor- 
mous market,  the  great  gain  that  would 
be  produced  to  our  manufacturing  in- 
terests if  by  any  means  a  revival  of 
prosperity  could  be  secured  to  agri- 
culture. Again  I  agree  with  him.  I 
remember  that  some  years  ago,  in  some 
of  his  writings,  Mr.  Giffen  made  a  state- 
ment on  this  subject  that  struck  me  as 
truly  remarkable.  I  know  not  how  far 
it  was  accurate ;  but  he  is  admittedly  a 
great  authority.  It  was  as  to  the  value 
of  the  home  market — and  agriculture 
was  the  main  element  in  the  home  mar- 
ket as  a  purchasing  power  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  this  country — and  he  com- 
puted its  purchasing  power  to  the  manu- 
facturers to  be  eight  times  as  great 
as  that  of  all  the  other  markets  in  the 
world.  Well,  in  order  to  accomplish 
that  great  purpose  this  is  what  is 
going  to  happen  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  the  land  must 
be  held  so  as  to  give  the  largest  amount 
of  employment  to  the  greatest  possible 
number  of  people,  and  so  as  to  get  the 
greatest  possible  amount  of  produce  from 
pie  soil.  I  can  tell  him  how  to  do 
it.  Let  him  take  or  buy  a  good-sized 
arable  farm — ^I  can  easily  accommodate 
him  with  one  at  this  moment — let  him 
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trench  it — that  is  to  say,  dig  it,  instead 
of  ploughing  it — let  him  manure  it 
highly,  and  then  grow  wheat  upon  it. 
In  that  way  he  would  be  strictly 
fulfilling  all  the  conditions  that  he 
desired  to  lay  down  in  his  own 
words.  The  general  result  he  will  find 
to  be  this — that  he  has  employed  an  in- 
credible amount  of  labour—in  his  own 
words,  he  would  employ  the  greatest 
possible  number  of  persons;  he  would 
grow  a  most  extraordinary  crop,  I  know 
not  how  many  quarters  to  the  acre;  and 
at  the  end  of  the  process  he  would  have 
an  incredible  large  balance  at  the  bank 
against  him,  and  he  would  be  extremely 
lucky  if  he  did  not  find  himself  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Court.  Well,  these  were  the 
propositions  seriously  put  forward  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  [**No,  no!"] 
What  is  the  use  of  saying  No !  no ! 
I  have  quoted  his  own  words.  They 
have  never  been  contradicted  by  him, 
and  he  cannot  deny  them.  I  say  that 
these  were  the  propositions  seriously 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  country  to  insure  the  prosperity 
of  agriculture.  It  would  be  about  as 
wise — that  is  to  say,  it  would  not  be  one 
whit  more  foolish — for  him  to  go  to  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  and  tell 
them  to  banish  all  their  machinery  and 
all  the  improvements  that  science  has 
effected  for  them,  to  go  back  to  the 
hand  looms  and  the  spinning  wheels  of 
their  ancestors,  and  then  go  forth  and 
endeavour  to  compete  successfully  in  all 
the  foreign  markets  of  the  world  with 
the  other  nations  who  are  already  em- 
barrassing you  £0  seriously.  I  ask,  what 
is  there  in  the  experience  or  the  infor- 
mation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham to  show  that  they  have  any  reason- 
able ground  to  expect  a  great  agricul- 
tural success  from  turning  the  farms  of 
this  country — as  I  understand  they  de- 
sire to  do — into  a  number  of  small  free- 
holds or  small  holdings  ?  I  remember 
that  when  the  Agricultural  Commission 
was  sitting  we  thought  it  part  of  onr 
duty  to  make  a  most  close  and  careful 
inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the  question. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  never  lose  an 
opportunity  of  having  a  slap  at  that 
Commission  and  saying  how  worthless  it 
was,  and  how  much  of  the  public  money 
was  wasted  on  it ;  but  if  they  will  take 
the  trouble  to  study  some  small  portion 
of  the  mass  of  valuable  infonnstion  oon- 
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taiDed  in  its  Beport  they  would  possess 
a  great  deal  more  knowledge  on  some 
branches  of  the  subject  than  they  now 
show.  It  was  our  duty  to  inquire  into 
the  results  of  this  system,  not  only  at 
home  but  abroad ;  and  if  I  am  not 
wearying  the  House  at  too  great  length 
1  should  like  to  give  in  a  few  words 
some  of  the  results  of  that  information. 
And  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  House 
because  it  is  really  a  matter  of  enormous 
importance.  We  sent  Commissioners  to 
Hussia  and  to  France. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Question ! 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  What  does  the  right 
lion.  Qentleman  say  ? 

Mn.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  ** Ques- 
tion ! " 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  That  is  the  question. 
The  question  I  am  dealing  with  is  an 
Amendment  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  condemned  for  not  intro- 
ducing provisions  into  the  Queen's  Speech 
for  providing  small  holdings  for  the  be- 
nefit of  agricultural  labourers.  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  show  how  completely  the 
system  of  small  holdings  has  failed  not 
only  in  this  coimtry,  but  in  other  coun- 
trieSy  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
the  assurance  to  interrupt  me  by  crying 
"  Question ! "  I  am  not  to  be  thwarted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  shall 
make  my  references  to  this  Beport,  even 
though  I  may  not  have  done  so  but  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  interruption. 
What  is  the  case  in  France  ?  We  sent 
a  man  of  great  ability  and  who  was 
well  versed  in  this  subject  to  France, 
and  in  his  Eeport  he  says — 

"The  peasant  proprietor  exists  rather  than 
lives  ;  he  rarely  eats  meat,  his  drink  in  a  wine 
country  is  made  from  water  poured  over  the 
already  pressed  grapes.'* 

And,  again,  he  says — 

"Their  wives  become  prematurely  old  from 
field  labour,  and  bent  nom  carrying  heavy 
loads.'' 

What  is  the  information  that  we  obtain 
from  Bussia  ?  A  remarkable  article  ap- 
peared in  The  Quarterly  Review  in  1881, 
and  which,  I  believe,  has  never  been 
contradicted,  in  which  the  following 
paragraph  appeared :  — 

"It  is  agreed  on  all  sides  that  complete 
failure  has  been  the  result  of  the  experiments 
made  in  Russia  in  1861  and  subsequently  by 
stimulating  the  conversion  of  the  large  estates 
into  small  properties.*' 

Is  not  that  the  question? 


**  From  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other 
the  peasant  proprietors  are  in  a  state  of  somi- 
starvation  ;  while  in  several  of  the  other  Baltic 
Provinces,  once  the  richest  in  agricultural  pro- 
duce, starvation  has  assumed  the  form  of  wide- 
spread famine,  which  the  GoTernment  is  en- 
gaged in  alleviating  by  considerable  grants  of 
money." 

So  I  might  go  on  reading  evidence  to 
support  my  contention  that  peasant  pro- 
prietary has  been  a  failure.  [**No, 
no!"  An  hon.  Member:  Stourton.] 
Yes,  I  will  take  Stourton ;  for  I  know 
something  of  it,  and  was  several  years 
ago,  in  happier  days,  in  the  habit  of 
hunting  in  that  ooimtiy,  and  I  am  ready 
to  admit  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
system  at  Stourton  has  succeeded.  And 
why  has  it  succeeded  there  ?  It  is  be- 
cause the  population  of  the  village  are 
people  who  do  not  look  for  their  liveli- 
hood to  their  freeholds ;  they  are  en- 
gaged in  trades  of  various  kinds,  and 
their  holdings,  unless  my  memory  has 
deceived  me,  are  in  the  nature,  not  of 
small  holdings,  but  of  allotments,  of 
which  I  have  spoken  in  terms  of  so 
much  praise.  Let  me  say  one  word 
about  the  large  number  of  freeholders 
who  have  existed,  and  who  do  exist,  in 
several  parts  of  the  county  which  I  re- 
present. In  the  Isle  of  Axholme  and 
along  the  coasts  of  Lincolnshire  large 
tracts  of  country,  which  were  formerly 
great  estates,  have  all  been  broken  up, 
and  are  populated  entirely  by  people  of 
this  description.  I  have  visited  many 
of  them.  I  have  walked  over  their 
farms.  I  have  conversed  with  hundreds 
of  them.  I  know  something,  from  my 
own  observation,  of  their  condition  and 
their  lot ;  and  I  have  not  the  smallest 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  great  as  have 
been  the  sufferings  of  many  classes  con- 
nected with  agriculture  during  the  last 
few  years,  they  will  not  compare,  for  a 
single  moment,  with  the  hardships  of 
the  lot  which  has  been  borne — borne 
unflinchingly  and  in  the  bravest  manner 
— by  the  freeholders  of  the  county  of 
Lincolnshire.  From  all  the  experience 
I  have  had,  however  much  I  might  de- 
sire it  in  my  own  interests,  I  should  be 
utterly  unworthy  of  the  confidence  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  or  of  those 
whom  I  represent,  did  I  pretend  to  be- 
lieve, for  a  single  moment,  that  the  crea- 
tion of  small  holdings  in  great  dis- 
tricts throughout  the  country  would  have 
the  smallest  effect  in  remedying  the 
agricultural  depression  we  are  now  suf- 
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^ering  from.  I  have  nothing  more  to 
say  upon  that  head,  and  I  thank  the 
House  for  the  patience  with  which  it 
has  listened  to  me  ;  but  I  Bhould  like  to 
say  one  word  upon  the  position  of  the 
county  Members  who  have  been  warned 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  of  the 
dangers  which  they  incur  by  their  pre- 
sent action.  We  laugh  at  those  threats. 
We  do  not  believe  in  the  danger  which 
they  f orbode  for  a  moment.  I  speak  not 
only  as  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
but  as  a  county  Member,  as  a  country 
gentleman ;  and  I  would  say  for  myself 
and  for  them  that  this  is  a  question 
which  we  feel  to  be  of  peculiar  in- 
terest for  ourselves.  We  claim,  Sir,  that 
we  have  some  practical  knowledge  and 
experience  of  this  question.  We  live 
upon  the  same  estates  as  those  people 
whom  the  hon.  Member  desires  to  be- 
friend ;  we  dwell  among  them,  and  to 
many  of  them  we  are  personally  known. 
I  have  always  thought  that  it  is  one  of 
the  happiest  incidents  of  English  country 
life  that  you  will  find  on  many  an  estate, 
for  generation  after  generation,  people 
and  landlords  dwelling  together,  whose 
families  have  existed  on  the  same  soil 
for  generations  past.  The  sentiments 
and  the  feelings  that  have  been  on- 
gendered  by  relations  of  this  kind  be- 
tween them  have  not  died  away  in  Eng- 
land, and,  please  God,  they  will  never 
do  so;  and  we,  the  landlords,  are 
prompted  in  our  actions  and  views  upon 
this  question  by  feelings  of  regard,  as 
well  as  by  feelings  of  duty,  to  deal 
liberally,  generously,  and  justly  towards 
the  people  of  this  country.  In  fine,  I 
claim  this,  at  least — that  we  know  as 
much  of  the  condition  of  the  people  as 
those  who  now  come  forward  on  their 
behalf;  and  that  we  are  ready  to  meet 
and  to  recognize  the  just  requirements 
of  tho  rural  agricultural  population  of 
this  country  quite  as  much  as,  and 
possibly  more  effectually  than,  any 
Alderman  of  Birmingham,  or  any 
member  of  the  Caucus,  however  distin- 
guished he  may  be  as  a  politician  and 
a  statesman  in  this  House.  I  have  done. 
I  have  endeavoured,  as  clearly  as  I  could, 
to  put  the  views  of  the  Government 
upon  this  question  before  the  House.  I 
have  shown  that  there  is  no  monopoly 
whatever  possessed  by  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Members  opposite  of  the  desire  to 
deal  out  full  justice  to  the  ag^cultural 
labourers  of  this  country  in  tlua  respect. 
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I  hav6  made  it  clear  that  we  yield  to 
none  in  the  importance  we  attach  to 
a  wide  and  general  extension  of  the 
system  of  allotments  throughout  the 
country  at  fair  and  equitable  rents, 
where  it  does  not  happen  to  prevail  al- 
ready. Those  are  the  views  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  upon  this  question, 
and  I  believe  that  they  are  the  views 
of  the  Conservative  Party  as  a  whole ; 
and  being  what  they  are,  we  are  met 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  before 
they  have  ever  seen  our  measures,  be- 
fore they  can  possibly  be  aware  of  what 
they  contain,  before  they  have  heard 
the  views  upon  the  subject  of  any  one 
single  Member  of  the  Government,  with 
a  Motion  which  is  simply  a  direct  Yote 
of  Censure  on  the  Government  in  re- 
ference to  this  question.  That  is  ft 
matter,  of  course,  for  the  House  of 
Commons,  by  its  verdict,  to  decide ;  the 
issue  rests  with  them,  and  not  in  any 
way  with  us.  But,  speaking  for  myself 
and  the  Government,  I  say,  emphatically, 
**No"  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  ;  and  if  we  should  be  defeated, 
then  let  others  prepare  for  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  heritage  which  we  received 
from  our  Predecessors,  and  which  we 
can  assure  them  that  nothing  but  aa 
overwhelming  sense  of  duty,  when  we 
had  the  opportunity  of  abandoning  it, 
would  ever  have  induced  us  for  a  single 
moment  to  retain. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  the  closing 
sentences  of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rose  to  truly  an  heroic  strain, 
and  warned  us  of  the  consequences  to  be 
expected  in  the  event  of  oar  carrying 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.  Upon 
that  subject  I  shall  not  enter.  I  shall 
always  assume,  until  I  know  to  the  con- 
trary, that  hon.  Gentlemen  give  their 
votes  with  deliberate  consideration  of 
the  matters  before  them,  and  that  thej 
are  prepared  to  take  the  consequences 
of  their  votes.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— if  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so, 
if  it  does  not  indicate  too  much  assurance 
on  my  part — ^has  taken  an  extraordinary 
course  on  the  present  occasion.  Having 
been  put  up  in  the  interests  of  the  (Go- 
vernment to  make  a  defensive  speech 
against  my  hon.  Friend's  Motion,  he  has 
made  a  speech  critical  and  offensive — I 
use  the  term  as  opposed  to  defensive— 
and  has  found  time  and  space  largely  to 
descant  upon  agicnltural  depression  and 
the  speeches  of  my  right  non.  Xriead 
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the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Oham- 
berlain),  with  regard  to  which  no  issue 
is  raised  by  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  would  venture  to  pass  by 
those  subjects  altogether,  and  to  ask 
what  are  the  reasons,  upon  the  merits 
of  the  case,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  given  us  to  induce  us  to  vote 
against  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
He  says  that  the  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed in  speech  of  very  slight  argument 
and  of  an  extremely  concise  character. 
I  will  not  say  that  it  has  been  opposed 
in  a  speech  of  a  character  that  can  be 
described  as  peculiarly  concise.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  so  far  as  to 
accuse  my  hon.  Friend  of  being  inaccu- 
rate,  unreasonable,  and  inexact.  Now, 
Sir,  I  hold  that  my  hon.  Friend  was  not 
inaccarate,  but  that  his  inaccuracy  was 
simply  this — that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
declined  to  recognize  the  Oommission  of 
Inquiry  into  the  depression  that  exists 
as  a  measure  of  present  relief.  If  this 
had  been  the  proper  place  and  time  for 
discussing  that  Commission  my  hon. 
Friend  might  have  gone  a  great  deal 
further,  and  not  only  declined  to  recog- 
nize the  Commission  in  that  character, 
but  have  said  a  great  deal  more  on  the 
subject  of  the  Commission  which,  no 
doubt,  on  a  proper  occasion  will  be  said 
in  this  House.  But  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
hold,  is  perfectly  accurate ;  and  it  is  im- 
possible to  disguise  the  fact  that  the 
point  of  his  Motion  is  not  the  general 
depression  of  trade  or  agriculture,  but 
is  the  duty  which  my  hon.  Friend  thinks 
to  be  incumbent  upon  the  Government 
and  the  House,  and  the  assurances 
which  he  thinks  it  right  to  give  the 
agricultural  labourer  respecting  that 
duty  as  to  adopting  special  measures  in 
the  rural  districts  to  obtain  allotments 
and  small  holdings  on  equitable  terms 
as  to  rent  and  security  of  tenure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  very*  decisive 
terms  condemns  the  system  of  small 
freeholds.  But  his  objection  is  totally 
irrelevant  to  the  Motion,  for  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
which  points  to  small  freeholds.  It  is  a 
Motion  which  points  to  obtaining  allot- 
ments on  equitable  terms  as  to  rent  and 
security  of  tenure.  There  is  plenty  of 
security  of  tenure  with  freehold.  That 
was,  therefore,  an  entirely  irrelevant 
argument.  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  condemn  the  sys- 
tem  of   the   small   proprietary   class, 


though  that,  like  almost  everything  else 
in  his  speech,  was  irrelevant  to  the  issue 
before  us.  I  regret  to  hear  him  utter 
that  condemnation,  though  my  belief  is 
that  if  we  were  able  to  argue  the  matter 
a  totally  different  colour  would  be  given 
to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
perhaps,  allow  me  to  say  this — that  be- 
tween the  periods  immediately  succeed- 
ing the  Peace  of  1815  and  the  year  1867, 
when  I  myself  had  in  Paris  intercourse 
with  the  greatest  economists  of  that 
country,  the  increase  in  the  taxable  agri^ 
cultural  value  of  France  in  that  period  was 
very  considerable,  and  greater  than  the 
corresponding  increase  in  the  same  period 
in  the  three  Kingdoms  under  the  rule  of 
Her  Majesty.  In  face  of  facts  of  that 
kind — facts  which  cannot  be  shaken — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be  slow  in 
condemning  the  system  of  small  hold- 
ings. I  will  not  allow  myself  to  discuss 
these  questions ;  but  I  will  come  to  the 
subject  before  us,  and  keep  to  it  in  the 
strictest  sense.  What  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  offered  us  by  way  of  remedy 
for  the  existing  distress?  He  has 
glanced  at  a  protective  tariff;  but  he 
has  carefully  stated  to  the  House  that 
he  would  not  propose,  or,  at  any  rate,  is 
not  prepared  to  support,  a  protective 
tariff'  which  shall  have  for  its  aim 
the  increase  of  landlords'  rent;  but 
while  he  is  so  severe  on  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
and  is  so  severe  on  the  proprietary  sys- 
tem in  France,  he  has  not  said  one  single 
word  in  condemnation  of  a  protective 
tariff  generally. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  said  the  present 
Cabinet  has  given  no  indication  of  any 
inclination  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  the  present  Cabinet 
has  no  inclination  of  that  kind.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  a  Member  of  the  present  Cabinet, 
although  the  Treasury  Bench  is  graced 
by  his  presence.  But  if  the  answer 
which  he  has  now  given  to  me  is  meant 
for  a  definite  answer,  then,  whether  the 
present  Cabinet  has  that  inclination  or 
not,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  per- 
fectly free  to  entertain  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  complains  very  much 
that  we  will  not  wait  to  hear  his  mea- 
sures. What  measures  has  he  proposed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  labouring  man  ? 
A  re- adjustment  of  local  burdens.  Sir, 
a  great  re-adjustment  of  local  burdens 
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is  wanted ;  but  not  in  the  way  suggested 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman.  It  is  not 
a  re-adjustment  which  is  to  take  charges 
off  the  rates  in  order  to  lay  them  upon  a 
fund  supported  and  supplied  by  the  la- 
bour of  the  country  in  a  far  greater  pro- 
portion than  the  rate  fund  is  supplied ; 
the  re-adjustment  that  is  wanted  is  the 
settlement  of  accounts  with  the  landed 
interest,  which  for  many  years  past  has 
recommended  and  obtained  these  trans- 
fers from  the  rates  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  every  shilling  of  which,  in  the  rural 
districts,  will  ultimately  go  to  nothing 
but  to  increase  the  rent.  We  are  under 
no  obligation  to  wait  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  us  his  measures, 
unless  he  assures  us  that  his  re- adjust- 
ment of  local  burdens  is  to  be  founded 
on  principles  altogether  different  from 
those  upon  which  they  have  hitherto 
been  based.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
glanced  at  other  measures  which  were 
to  meet  this  case.  I  was  astonished,  Sir, 
when  I  heard  him  gravely  propose  this 
measure  for  selling  glebe  land  as  any- 
thing approaching  a  remedy,  or  an  ex- 
pedient lor  a  remedy,  for  the  general 
condition  of  the  agricultural  labourer. 
Why,  Sir,  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  are  cer- 
tain portions  of  the  clergy  who  have  the 
misfortune  to  hold  glebe  farms,  and  no 
doubt  that  portion  has  suffered  ex- 
tremely ;  and  it  may  be  a  great  object 
with  them  to  sell  their  glebe  lands.  I 
am  afraid  this  is  a  very  bad  time  for 
the  purpose,  though  I  quite  admit  that 
good  may  come  out  of  it.  No  doubt 
some  questions  may  arise  with  the  per- 
sons to  whom  they  are  sold  as  to  the 
conditions  which  may  be  imposed  upon 
the  sale.  But  what  I  wish  to  point  out 
is,  that  to  speak  of  dealing  with  glebe 
lands  as  a  general  remedy  for  the  con- 
dition of  the  agricultural  labourer  is 
preposterous.     What  is  the  number  of 

f>arishes  in  the  country  having  glebe 
and,  I  should  like  to  know  ?  I  know 
something  of  the  ecclesiastical  endpw- 
ments  in  this  country ;  and  I  very 
greatly  doubt  whether  there  are  more 
than  200  or  300  out  of  11,000  parishes 
in  this  country  that  have  glebe  farms. 
[Cries of  '*0h,  oh!"]  I  will  only  say 
that,  while  I  have  great  doubts  whether 
there  are  more,  I  have  great  confidence 
that  there  are  not  500  with  glebe  farms. 
You  tell  me  that  there  are  other  pieces 
of  glebe.     Certainly,  there  are  small 
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meadows  and  pieces  of  pasture.  But 
are  the  clergy  willing  and  desirous  of 
parting  with  these  ?  Not  at  all ;  they 
are  eminently  convenient  in  most  places. 
Where  aro  the  vicarages  ?  Do  not  the 
vicarages  of  this  country  include  large 
portions  of  the  rural  population — are  they 
not  numbered  by  thousands?  Where 
are  the  glebes  ?  They  form  part  of  the 
rectorial  endowment,  and  that  is  quite 
enough  condemnation  of  such  a  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET :  No ;  there  are 
vicarial  glebes  as  well. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  accidental 
cases,  certainly,  where  they  have  been  ac- 
quired under  special  arrangements ;  but 
the  vicar  was  essentially  dependent  upon 
the  small  tithes;  and  the  basis  of  the 
vicarage  was  such  that  there  is  nothing 
like  glebe  land  attached  to  it.  In  my 
opinion,  it  is,  as  I  have  said,  prepos- 
terous to  put  forward  this  proposal 
about  glebe  land,  which  is  altogether 
partial  and  accidental  in  the  mode  of 
its  dispersion  over  the  country,  as  a 
means  of  remedying  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  labourer.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  these  farms  are  in 
the  right  position.  How  does  he  know 
that? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Many  of  them. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Some  of  them 
are,  I  have  no  doubt,  and  others  are  far 
away,  not  within  the  limit  of  balf-a-mile 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allows 
for  his  boundary.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has,  I  will  admit,  been  large  in 
his  praise  of  allotments.  He  says  they 
are  excellent  things.  Does  he  really 
rely  on  the  estimate  of  the  number  of 
allotments  he  gives  us  on  the  authority, 
I  think,  of  Major  Craigie,  and  say  there 
are  about  500,000  allotments  ?  Is  there 
a  Government  Betum  to  that  effect  ?  la 
it  a  Government  Eetum,  or  is  it  the  opi- 
nion not  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  of  Major  Craigie  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  A  Government  Ee- 
turn  taken  in  1873. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  These  allotments 
have  been  counted  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Yes;  counted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  scep- 
tical as  to  whether  the  allotments  of  this 
country  have  been  counted  and  tabled  in 
a  Heturn.  But  I  cannot  say  that  allot- 
ments perfectly  meet  this  case.  In  the 
first  place,  an  allotment  is  really  what  a 
cottage  garden  ought  to  be.    It  is  in 
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the  nature  of  a  cottage  garden ;  but  it  is 
a  very  imperfect  cottage  garden.  Exactly 
60 ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  said  one  word  about  cottage  gardens. 
A  cottage  garden  of  adequate  size  would 
be  a  far  greater  boon  to  the  agricultural 
labourer  than  an  allotment.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  simply  tells  us  that 
there  are  about  500,000  of  these  allot- 
ments, and  that  to  the  extension  of  these 
allotments  the  Government  are  extremely 
friendly.  In  what  way  ?  To  their  ex- 
tension by  voluntary  operation  ;  and  not 
only  does  he  utterly  condemn  and  pro- 
scribe any  application  of  compulsion 
under  any  form,  however  equitable,  but 
he  has  no  proposition  in  any  way  to 
bring  public  assistance  to  bear  for  the 
increase  of  these  allotments.  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  there  is  another  question 
entirely  vital  to  the  agricultural  labourer 
and  lying  at  the  root  of  this  subject.  It 
is  not  equally  applicable,  I  grant,  in  all 
parts  of  the  country ;  but  it  is  not  so 
much  as  touched  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  condemns 
small  holdings  on  the  one  side,  and  ap- 
proves of  allotments  on  the  other ;  but 
is  there  nothing  between  what  he  terms 
small  holdings  and  allotments  ?  Is  there 
no  such  thing  in  any  part  of  this  country 
as  pasture  for  a  cow  ?  Is  there  any  ques- 
tion more  important  either  for  the  physi- 
cal or  moral  welfare  of  the  population 
than  an  increase  in  the  supply  of  milk  ? 
1  believe  that  there  is  nothing  more  im- 
portant for  the  welfare  of  the  farmer, 
nothing  more  important  for  the  labourer 
for  his  health  and  strength  and  for  the 
health  of  his  children.  I  know  that  Scot- 
land is  suffering  grievously  at  this  mo- 
ment from  the  enormously  augmented 
difficulties  of  obtaining  adequate  sup- 
plies of  milk.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  throw  out  any  hope  or  extend 
the  smallest  grain  of  his  sympathy  to 
this  question ;  although  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  contemplates 
enabling  the  agricultural  labourer  to 
obtain  the  command  of  pasture  which 
may  enable  him  to  keep  a  cow  and  add 
partially  to  his  wages,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  obtain  a  good  supply  of  milk. 
The  whole  of  that  subject  has  been  en- 
tirely overlooked  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  speech.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
stated  the  main  purpose  of  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me — and  I  must  say  I 
thought  he  addressed  the  House,  like 
his     Seconder,     with     much     intelli- 


gence and  much  moderation — and 
his  main  purpose  is  to  obtain  a  re- 
cognition of  the  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  in  respect  of  the  land. 
I  have  told  my  constituents,  and  it 
is  my  conscientious  belief,  that  it 
is  painful  and  grievous  to  witness 
the  almost  entire  divorce  between  the 
labouring  rural  population  and  the  land 
of  the  country  on  which  they  live.  And 
it  is  time  and  it  is  requisite  for  the 
House  to  consider  whether  they  wiU 
give  an  indication  of  their  feelings  in 
that  respect.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  instructive 
to  refer  to  history.  If  this  proposition 
be  Socialistic,  it  is  Socialism  of  very  old 
date ;  because  in  the  last  year  of  the 
reign  of  George  III.,  or  in  the  first  of 
George  IV.,  in  close  neighbourhood  to 
the  ill-omened  Six  Acts,  the  unreformed 
Parliament  of  that  day  did  recognize  the 
condition  of  the  agricultural  labourer  as 
a  worthy  object,  not  only  of  general 
solicitude,  not  only  of  voluntary  asso- 
ciations, which  seem  to  be  the  climax  of 
the  views  and  desires  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  but  as  an  object  of  just  soli- 
citude for  local  public  authorities.  It 
gave  powers  to  local  public  authorities, 
in  the  first  place,  to  let  lands  which  be- 
longed to  the  parish;  in  the  second 
place,  to  acquire  lands;  and,  if  I  re- 
member right,  it  gave  the  aid  of  the 
public  purse  to  facilitate  the  terms  on 
which  they  were  to  be  acquired.  Does 
the  House  think  that  that  was  a  right 
principle  or  not  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman makes  no  reference  to  it.  His 
speech,  on  which  he  said  the  Govern- 
ment takes  its  stand,  excludes  every- 
thing of  the  kind.  There  is  to  be  no 
intervention  of  authority ;  there  is  to  be 
nothing  beyond  voluntary  association. 
Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  I  recognize  the 
principle  which  was  recognized  between 
60  and  70  years  ago — that  this  matter 
is  a  just  subject  of  public  solicitude  for 
public  authorities.  Here  I  make  what 
some  may  call  an  admission — ^namely, 
that  before  you  can  make  it  an  object  of 
effectual  solicitude  of  public  authorities 
you  must  have  a  thoroughly  good  and 
efficient  local  government.  When  I 
read  the  Speech  of  Her  Majesty  it  was 
not  satisfactory  to  me  on  that  head. 
What  it  seems  to  speak  of  is  the  transfer 
of  existing  functions  to  a  new  repre- 
sentative council;  but  these  enlarged 
functions  it  seems  wholly  to  exclude. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred 
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to  this  Bubjecti  in  my  opinion,  in  a  man- 
ner so  limited  and  so  restrained  as  to  be 
totally  unsatisfactory  to  the  country.  I 
make  no  attack  upon  him,  or  upon  any 
Gentleman,  further  than  to  endeavour 
to  expose  the  futility  of  his  argument 
and  the  insufficiency  of  the  provisions 
he  offers ;  but  this  I  must  say,  with  re- 
gard to  the  introduction  of  a  public 
authority  elsewhere  in  Europe— that  it  is 
common  for  local  authorities  to  hold  land 
which  shall  be  made  available  for  the 
labouring  rural  population ;  and  I  cannot 
see  why  something  of  this  kind,  when 
we  have  good  local  government  prevail- 
ing, should  not  be  brought  about  in  this 
country.  I  cannot  see  it  for  my  life. 
But  nothing  of  the  kind  is  to  be  found 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. On  the  contrary,  he  looks  to 
the  action  of  individual  landlords  and 
voluntary  associations  limited  to  the 
extension  of  allotments. 

Mr.  OHAPLIN  :  All  I  said  on  this 
point  was  that,  in  the  speech  I  quoted, 
Lord  Salisbury  said  he  would  not  sanc- 
tion purchase  by  compulsion. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  what  he 
will  not  sanction.  But  what  I  am  in- 
quiring is  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  he  will  sanction.  I  am  speak- 
ing of  allotments,  and  that  by  voluntary 
agencies,  which  I  suppose  can  go  on 
and  flourish  or  die  entirely  apart  from 
any  favour  of,  or  encouragement  by,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  Sir,  the 
question  of  compulsion  is  a  question 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
looks  as  if  there  were  something 
wicked  in  the  nature  of  it.  But  com- 
pulsion for  public  objects  is  recognized 
in  principle.  It  may  be  that  it  may  be 
found  difficult  to  apply  compulsion  in 
the  case  of  expropriations  or  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  the  labouring  men  with 
portions  of  the  land.  One  thing  I  will 
say  fearlessly  in  the  presence  of  my  hon. 
Friend — namely,  that  you  can  have  no 
compulsion  for  that  purpose  which  is  not 
consistent  with  perfect  fairness  and 
equity  to  individuals ;  but,  subject  to 
that  condition,  compulsion  is  a  matter 
fit  to  be  examined  and  considered  by 
this  House.  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that 
with  a  good  local  authority  and  the 
judicious  use  of  public  aid  on  the  safest 
basis  as  to  security  much  might  be  done 
short  of  compulsion ;  but  I  am  by  no 
means  prepared  to  say  that  compulsion 
is  to  be  shut  out.    If  it  ia  shut  out  in  I 
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the  views  of  the  Government  I  will  not 
consent  to  shut  it  out.  I  will  examine 
it  fairly  and  candidly,  and  with  the  be- 
lief that  should  the  necessity  be  found 
still  to  exist,  it  is  possible  that,  like  com- 
petition in  railways,  compulsion  hanging 
over  landlords  may  do  a  great  deal  of 
good.  Unquestionably  there  is  a  great 
object  in  view ;  and  if  that  groat  object 
cannot  otherwise  be  obtained,  compul- 
sion has  nothing  in  the  nature  of  it 
which  ought  to  induce  us  to  shrink  from 
its  consideration.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
has  stated  his  case  with  moderation  and 
fairness,  though  he  entirely  avoided  as- 
sociating his  Motion  with  the  details  of 
any  particular  plan.  That  was  no  part 
of  the  purpose  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I 
am  not  aware  that  he  has  receded  from 
any  of  the  details  of  any  particular  plan, 
or  that  he  did  not  reserve  his  own  liberty 
on  the  subject  of  them.  But  he  points 
out  to  us  objects  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance which  ought  to  be  attained,  objects 
which  are  legitimately  for  the  care  of 
public  authorities  ;  objects  to  which  the 
public  can  lend  the  most  valuable  aid  ; 
and  objects  which  the  public  ought  to 
seek,  if  necessary,  even  by  the  agency 
of  the  principle  of  compulsion.  To  re- 
store to  the  old  local  communities  of  this 
country  something  of  that  character  of  a 
community,  in  which  |  the  common  inte- 
rests of  the  individual  labourer  may  be 
so  managed  as  to  associate  him  with  the 
soil  in  a  manner  much  more  effectual 
than  that  in  which  he  is  associated  at 
present— these  I  take  to  be  views  which 
we  ought  to  thank  my  hon.  Friend  for 
having  laid  before  the  House,  and  I 
heartily  hope  we  shall  adopt  his  Motion 
by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  FINCH-HATTON  said,  that  he 
would  admit  that  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  was  one 
which  not  only  interested  all  county 
Members  who  sat  for  agricultural  con- 
stituencies, but  was  also  of  the  greatest 
public  importance  ;  and  he  sympathized 
entirely  with  the  desire  of  the  hon. 
Member,  so  far  as  it  tended  towards 
bringing  this  question  before  the  coun- 
try with  a  view  to  its  early  settlement. 
The  hon.  Member  had  expressed  regret 
that  Her  Majesty's  Speech  made  no 
specific  allusion  to  the  question  of 
allotments.  That  was  not  a  matter  of 
so  much  regret  to  himself,  as  it  would 
have  been  if  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  shown  a  disinclination  to  deal  with 
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the  subject  by  legislation.  Bat  he  must 
make  an  addition  to  that  statement,  and 
it  was  painful  to  him  to  make  it.  In 
listening  to  the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin)  he  found  it  was 
true  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  did  not 
say  that  the  Qovemment  would  not  take 
any  action  in  the  matter.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend 
did  not  tell  the  House  what  the  Govern^ 
ment  would  do.  Until  they  heard  further 
from  some  Member  of  the  Government 
what  course  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in- 
tended to  take— which  he  hoped  would 
be  before  the  close  of  the  debate — he 
must  hold  that  the  explanation  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
was  not  complete  or  satisfactory  to  those 
who,  like  himself,  sat  for  agricultural 
constituencies.  He  had  himself  given 
Notice  of,  and  received  permission  to 
introduce,  a  Bill  on  this  question,  and  he 
did  not  yield  even  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  in  the  interest  which  he 
personally  took  in  the  subject.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  hon.  Member  had  great 
claims  upon  the  gratitude  of  the  public 
for  the  devotion  he  had  shown  in  work- 
ing for  this  cause ;  but  he  (Mr.  Finch- 
Hatton)  also  claimed  for  himself  a  hum- 
bler, although  he  hoped  a  useful,  part 
in  it.  For  more  than  100  years  his 
family  had  granted  allotments,  and  had 
found  the  system  to  succeed.  The  con- 
stituency which  he  represented — the 
Spalding  Division  of  Lincolnshire — was 
composed  almost  exclusively  of  those  who, 
in  one  rank  or  another,  obtained  their 
living  from  the  soil ;  and  he  thought  he  had 
a  right  to  protest  against  the  manner  in 
which  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  sometimes  arrogated 
to  themselves  the  exclusive  right  to  re- 
present the  labourers.  It  might  be  in- 
teresting to  inquire  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  who  sat  for  a  bo- 
rough, had  more  agricultural  labourers 
in  Ipswich  than  he  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton) 
himself  had  in  his  constituency.  He 
doubted  whether  the  hon.  Member  had 
as  many  as  he  had.  But  the  real  ques- 
tion which  the  House  had  to  decide  was, 
whether  or  not  it  oonld  go  some  way 
towards  unravelling  the  practical  diffi- 
culties which  beset  this  question  ?  The 
weakest  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  was,  that  he  did 
not  give  any  exact  definition  of  what  he 
meant  by  an  allotment  of  land,  nor  state 


whether  the  principle  of  compulsion  was 
to  be  extended  to  one  class,  or  to  other 
classes  of   allotments  ;    or  whether  it 
was  to  go   further,  and    create  those 
freeholds   which   had,   in  many  cases, 
caused  considerable  suffering  to  their 
owners  during  the  late  period  of  agri- 
cultural depression.     There  was,  how- 
ever,  an    important  distinction    to  be 
drawn  between  the  different  kinds  of 
allotments.     First  of  all,  there  was  an 
allotment  which  he  might  describe  as  a 
quantity  of  land  as  large  as  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  would  be  able  to  cultivate 
to  his  profit  in  his  spare  time  by  his  own 
work.     He  held  that  it  was  to  the  public 
advantage  to  bring  within  the  reach  of 
every  agricultural  labourer  in  the  King- 
dom an  allotment  of  that  description; 
and  in  the  Bill  which  he  hoped  some 
day  to  bring  before  the  notice  of  the 
House  it  would  be  provided  that  if  the 
voluntary  system  did  not  make  provision 
for  these   allotments  being    given  re- 
course would  be  had  to  compulsion  in 
the  hands  of  local  authorities,  such  com- 
pulsory powers,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
being  safeguarded  by  proper  restrictions. 
When  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), while  apparently  in  favour  of 
compulsion,  in  his  speech  attempted  to 
deal  with  matters  of  detail,  he  commit- 
ted himself  to  several  inaccuracies.     On 
the  question  of  glebe  lands,  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  showed  that  he  had 
no    knowledge    as    to    their    number, 
for  he  said  he  did  not  believe  that  out 
of  the  11,000  vicarages  or  rectories  in 
the  Kingdom  more  than  200  or  300  had 
glebe  farms.  He  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  did 
not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  anywhere  near  the  truth  when  he 
made  that  statement.    Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  these  glebes 
were  rectorial,  and  not  vicarial  at  all. 
That  also,  he  knew,  was  not  a  correct 
statement.     As  to  the  number  of  agri- 
cultural allotments  existing  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  quoted  the  number  from  a 
Eetum  as  being  something  like  250,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  weighted  himself  so 
little  with  the  details  of  this  matter  that 
he  did  not  even  know  of  the  existence  of 
this  central  Eetum.     On  that  document 
the  whole  point  of  the  present  number  of 
allotments  might  be  supposed  to  turn;  and 
yetthe  righthon.  Gentleman  didnotknow 
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of  its  existence.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  made  no  allusion, 
in  his  speech,  to  '^  cottage  gardens/' 
which   he  said  were  really  more  im- 

?ortant  than  allotments  to  the  labourer, 
t  was  true  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  did  not  refer  to 
'*  cottage  gardens ;  "  but  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  the 
Government  now  in  Office  carried 
through  the  House,  last  Session,  a  Bill 
by  which  they  gave  rural,  sanitary,  and 
other  authorities  power  oompulsorily  to 
take  land  for  ' '  cottage  gardens  ? ' '  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have 
taken  judicial  cognizance  of  that  Act. 
So  far  he  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  con- 
tributions to  the  details  of  the  matter 
were  of  a  very  reliable  character.  He 
would  draw  a  broad  distinction  between 
the  allotments  of  which  he  (Mr.  Finch- 
Hatton)  was  speaking  and  those  which 
were  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich.  The  allotments  of  which  he 
was  speaking,  and  which  he  would  pro- 
vide lot  a  labourer,  seemed  to  have  this 
claim  upon  the  public — that  they  would 
enable  him  to  utilize  his  spare  capital — 
that  was  his  spare  time — in  the  only 
way  in  which  he  could  do  so  to  advan- 
tage. There  was  a  growing  and  urgent 
necessity  for  such  allotments ;  for  now, 
When  wages  were  so  low  that  it  was 
difficult  for  a  decent  family  to  keep  body 
and  soul  together,  that  was  the  time 
when  they  should  give  the  labourer  every 
facility  for  adding  to  his  wages.  But 
the  case  was  different  if  they  gave  the 
labourer  an  allotment  so  larfi^e  that  it 
would  withdraw  him  from  his  daily  work 
and  wages,  to  which,  after  all,  he  must 
look  as  the  mainstay  of  his  livelihood. 
The  real  question  at  the  bottom  of  these 
difficulties  was  one  that  was  asked,  but 
not  answered,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich.  That  hon.  Gentleman  inquired 
why  it  was  that  so  much  land  lay  idle, 
and  that  so  many  labourers  were  unem- 
ployed? Tohis(Mr.Finch-Hatton'8)  mind 
the  simple  answer  was,  because  the  prices 
that  farmers  and  labourers  equally  were 
able  to  obtain  for  what  they  produced 
from  the  soil  were  not  remunerative. 
But  if  they  were  going  to  have  compul- 
sion by  public  authority,  let  them  take 
care  that  they  did  not  oonipel  a  man  to 
his  own  disadvantage.    Let  them  not 
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withdraw  a  labourer  from  his  work  to 
cultivate  two  or  three  acres  of  land,  be- 
cause that  would  deprive  him  of  his 
wages,  and  the  farmer,  for  whom  also 
they  ought  to  have  some  thought,  of  his 
best  labourers  at  the  very  moment  he 
wanted  them  most.  But  from  another 
point  of  view,  while  they  advocated  com- 
pulsion in  certain  cases,  let  them  take 
care  that  they  did  not  get  rid  of  a  good 
deal  worth  keeping.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  would  admit  the  great  advan* 
tage  of  an  extension,  as  far  as  possible, 
of  allotments  upon  the  voluntary  system ; 
because  then  they  would  get  landlords  to 
give  their  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
to  the  kind  of  land  that  was  most  suit- 
able, and  to  those  friendly  good  offices 
as  well,  which,  under  a  hard-and-fast 
rule,  might  easily  disappear.  The  hon. 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  voluntary 
Association  set  on  foot  by  a  Member  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  (the  Earl  of 
Onslow),  and  the  statistics  of  that  Asso- 
ciation were  very  useful  in  showing  how 
far  the  voluntary  system  might  go.  They 
showed  that  the  owners  of  1,500,000 
acres  of  land  either  had  granted  allot- 
ments already  or  were  willing  to  do  so. 
But  he  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  was  not  there 
to  deny  that  it  would  be  puerile  to  rest 
altogether  on  voluntary  efforts ;  because 
they  would  then  get  all  the  good  land- 
lords on  their  side,  and  leave  the  bad 
landlords  untouched.  He  thought  and 
hoped  he  had  made  his  own  position 
clear  to  the  House  upon  this  matter. 
There  was  one  class  of  cases  on  which 
he  would  bring  compulsion  to  bear,  an- 
other on  which  he  would  not.  There 
was  a  line  as  broad  and  distinct  as  that 
which  divided  one  side  of  the  House 
from  the  other,  between  the  two  classes 
of  allotments.  There  was,  however,  a 
third  class  of  allotments  that  he  re- 
garded with  favour  quite  as  great  as 
that  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaa 
— namely,  "  grass  cottage  holdings,"  or 
<<  cow  cottages,"  as  they  called  them  ia 
Lincolnshire.  But  they  must  remember 
that  there  was  a  very  great  difference 
between  allotments  of,  say,  half- an- acre 
and  these  larger  plots  of  land,  and  that 
great  difficulty  arose  when  they  got  to  a 
large  allotment.  The  difficulty  in  larger 
plots  of  land  was  that,  in  order  to  work 
thom  properly «  the  tenant  must  have 
some  capital  besides  his  own  labour. 
If  the  Mouse  talked  about  oompalsorj 
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allotments  of  this  kind  to  labourers,  he 
would  ask,  did  they  propose  to  provide 
the  tenants  of  these  allotments  not  only 
with  the  land,  but  with  the  capital  to 
work  it?  If  they  did  not,  the  tenant 
would  have  to  pay  a  double  rent — the 
first  to  the  public  authority  for  the  land 
itself,  the  second  to  the  person  from 
whom  they  would  encourage  him  to 
borrow  the  capital.  The  labourer  ought, 
in  some  way  or  other,  to  have  saved 
sufficient  money  to  stock  the  land  when 
it  was  given  to  him.  But  though  it 
would  be  difficult  to  apply  compulsion 
in  the  matter,  it  might  be  well  to  enable 
the  local  authorities  in  certain  cases  to 
help  a  man  to  place  his  foot  on  the  first 
rung  of  the  ladder  which  would  lead  him 
upwards.  That  approached  very  nearly 
to  the  'old  idea  of  ^'  three  acres  and  a 
cow."  The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  had 
recommended  that  cottagers  should  pro- 
duce more  eggs.  He  (Mr.  Einch-Hatton) 
did  not  know  how  three  acres  of  grass- 
land and  a  cow  would  tend  to  the  pro- 
duction of  more  eggs.  The  hon.  Member 
had  brought  forward  an  Amend mentprac- 
tically  regretting  that  the  question  did 
not  find  expression  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  must  say 
that,  if  the  Government  did  not  go 
further  that  night  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  had  gone,  and  announce 
their  intention  to  take  up  this  mat- 
ter and  deal  with  it,  he  should  be 
very  dissatisfied,  and  should  find  it  very 
difficult  to  support  them.  He  was  not 
to  be  told  that  the  simple  fact  of  selling 
the  glebe  lands  was  an  answer  to  this 
question,  or  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty ; 
for  although  he  would  admit  that  it  was 
a  happy  idea,  he  did  not  admit  that  it 
covered,  or  even  nearly  covered,  the 
whole  ground.  If,  however,  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  him  an  assurance 
that  they  would  deal  with  the  question 
lie  would  have  far  greater  confidence  in 
leaving  it  in  their  hands  than  he  would 
have  in  leaving  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ips- 
wich. One  of  his  reasons  for  not  feeling 
confidence  in  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich in  connection  with  the  question 
was,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  come 
down  into  the  Division  which  he  (Mr. 
Pinch-Hatton)  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, during  the  late  Election,  and  made 
a  series  of  speeches,  in  which  he  ex- 
plained to  the  labourers  of  that  Division 


his  own  theory  as  to  these  allotments. 
He  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  had  very  much 
to  thank  the  hon.  Member  for  in  the  re- 
sult of  those  speeches ;  for  he  believed 
they  contributed  much  to  induce  the 
electors  to  transfer  their  confidence  to 
himself.  Another,  and  even  a  stronger, 
reason  was,  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
already  attempted,  in  his  Act  of  1882, 
to  deal  with  a  very  small  part  of  this 
great  question,  but  with  so  little  suc- 
cess, that  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
appointed  to  inquire,  inter  alia,  into  the 
working  of  that  very  Act,  reported 
that — 

"  The  obstacles  in  the  way  of  carrying  it  out 
were  largely  due  to  the  difficulty  of  interpreting 
some  of  its  main  provisions  ;  " 

and  that — 

"further  legislation  was  urgently  needed  to 
clear  up  the  obscurities  of  the  Act,  and  to  pro- 
vide better  machinery  for  its  working.'* 

That  Eeport  was  prepared  by  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who,  no  doubt,  would 
command  the  confidence  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  —  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre. 
He  trusted  that  before  the  debate 
closed  they  would  hear  something  as  to 
what  the  Government  intended  to  do; 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  must 
know  that  he,  and  hon.  Members  who 
felt  with  him,  were  placed  in  a  great  dif- 
ficulty if  they  could  not  know  exactly 
where  they  stood  on  this  question.  That 
difficulty  was  very  much  increased  by  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  moment. 
He  admitted  that,  in  most  cases,  it  was 
an  inconvenient  practice  to  endeavour  to 
anticipate  the  discussion  of  measures  of 
which  hon.  Members  had  given  Notice ; 
but  he  did  not  at  all  regret  the  general 
discussion  that  had  taken  place.  On 
the  contrary,  he  hoped  it  would  be 
the  means  of  stimulating  the  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  the  subject.  Un- 
der the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  it  was  very  difficult  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  such  support  as  they  might 
otherwise  feel  inclined  to  give;  for  he 
respectfully  submitted  that,  important 
as  this  question  undoubtedly  was,  it  was 
not  the  main  issue  before  the  country 
and  the  House.  Believing, 'as  those  on  his 
side  of  the  House  did,  that  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  deal  with  the  main 
issue  fearlessly,  frankly,  and  entirely, 
they  very  much  deprecated  that  the 
judgment  of  the  House  should  be  taken, 
adversely     or    otherwise,     upon    Her 
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Majesty's  Qoyernment  on  any  other 
question  than  the  main  issue.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  whether,  after  the  assur- 
ance with  which  he  (Mr.  Finch-Hatton) 
hoped  the  debate  would  close,  he  would 
not  be  satisfied  with  a  discussion  on  this 
question  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(if  he  might  apply  to  him  for  a  momenta 
phrase  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
so  happily  described  himself  that  it  had 
already  become  classical  as  an  auto- 
biography) was  an  **old  Parliamentary 
hand,"  and  he  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  discussion  which  he  had  thus  been 
able  to  secure  beforehand  for  the  sub- 
ject upon  which  both  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  he  himself  proposed  to  deal ; 
and,  although  the  hon.  Member  might 
personally  desire  the  defeat  of  the 
Government,  still  there  was  the  country 
behind ;  and  hon.  Members  would  not 
deny  that  what  the  country  wished 
was  that  an  emphatic  judgment  should 
be  pronounced  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  their  Irish  policy. 
If  some  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
get  up  and  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  prepared  to  deal 
with  this  subject,  the  issue  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  simply  be 
the  academic  issue  as  to  whether  the 
language  of  the  Queen's  Speech  might 
not  be  improved  by  the  introduction  of 
the  word  ^^  allotment,"  and  whether  it 
ought  not  to  be  so  introduced.  There 
would  be  no  real  issue,  and  a  division 
would  not  be  taken  upon  anything  like  a 
clear  and  decided  difference  of  opinion 
between  them.  He  trusted  some  ex- 
planation would  be  forthcoming  as  to 
how  far  the  Government  were  prepared 
to  go  in  dealing  with  the  matter ;  and, 
if  so,  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated,  he 
would  again  say  that  he  would  have 
far  greater  confidence  in  leaving  this 
question  in  the  hands  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>vernment  than  in  the  hands 
of  the  hon.  ^fember  for  Ipswich. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  hon.  Members  for  Lincoln- 
shire were  as  divided  in  the  House  upon 
agricultural  questions  as  they  were  upon 
the  questions  of  Protection  and  Free 
Trade  during  the  late  Election.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Spalding  Division 
(Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  Chaplin)  said  "No,"  on  the 
part  of  the  Cabinet  and  the  Government, 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings).  \_Crie9 
of  '*  No,  no !  "]  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  used  the  word  ''  No  "  in  the  most 
emphatic  way — a  monosyllable  he  was 
not  likely  to  forget.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Spalding  Division,  after  having 
spoken  for  something  like  three-quarters 
of  an  hour  with  an  eager  eye  towards 
the  door,  made  an  appeal  to  the  Treasury 
Bench;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  cheered  him  when  he  said  he 
hoped  there  would  be  an  announcement 
made  different  to  that  made  by  the  re- 
sponsible Minister  for  Agriculture.  Was 
there  a  Cabinet  Council  sitting  now  in 
order  that  the  Government  might  make 
another  change  of  front ;  and  was  that 
change  of  front  to  be  an  additional  rea- 
son why  the  House  should  put  confidence 
in  the  Ministry?  He  should  have  thought 
twice  perhaps  a  week  ago  before  he 
supported  any  Amendment  to  the  Ad- 
dress if  the  Government  had  said  they 
were  going  to  deal  in  a  satisfactory  way 
with  Ireland.  If  they  had  produced 
Bills  which  he  thought  would  tend  to 
the  benefit  of  that  country  he  might 
have  thought  twice  before  he  supported 
this  Amendment ;  but  it  appeared  they 
had  no  more  opinion  upon  Ireland  than 
they  had  upon  agriculture.  A  week 
ago — nay,  not  a  week  ago,  hardly  four 
days  ago — the  House  were  told  to  wait 
until  the  new  Chief  Secretary  had  as- 
sumed his  duties ;  and  now  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  could  hardly  wait  with  common  de- 
cency for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
return  to  his  place  in  the  House.  Now, 
what  was  to  be  said  of  this  Amendment  ? 
The  House  had  listened  to  a  very  long 
speech  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  in  which,  as  he  (Mr. 
Heneage)  again  asserted,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  ^*  No  "  emphatically  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich,  and  now  they  were  told  they 
were  to  have  some  other  communica- 
tion. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  remarked  that  he  said 
"No"  to  the  Amendmeot  of  the  hon. 
Member.  He  did  not  say  '*  No  "  to  his 
proposition. 

Mb.  heneage,  continuing,  said, 
that  if  one  thing  had  been  noticeable  in 
the  debate,  it  had  been  how  closely  the 


481 


Majesty^  Most        |  Januaey  26,  1886}  Graeious  Speech.  482 


hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  spoke  to  his 
Amendment;  and  that  the  proposition 
he  made  was  quite  in  accordance  with 
the  Amendment ;  and  he  (Mr.  Heneage) 
regretted  he  could  not  say  as  much  for 
the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
or  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Spalding  Division.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had  spoken  of 
the  ruin  that  had  overtaken  the  free- 
holders of  the  Isle  of  Axholme ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  to  say 
that  ruin  came  upon  them  because 
they  had  not  bought  their  holdings 
out  and  out.  Their  land  was  heavily 
mortgaged,  and  their  condition,  conse- 
quently, was  very  different  from  that  of 
people  who  could  pay  for  the  land  which 
they  bought.  He  asserted,  both  from  a 
landlord's  point  of  view  as  well  as  from 
an  occupier's  point  of  view,  that  neither 
landlord  nor  occupier  could  hold  or 
could  farm  land  with  advantage  to  them- 
Bolves  upon  borrowed  money ;  but  this 
did  not  affect  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  because  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  do  was  to 
giye  facilities  to  labourers  to  acquire 
allotments.  On  all  large  estates  there 
were  plenty  of  allotments  of  all  sizes, 
and  on  that  point  he  differed  from  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment. As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  to  the 
advantage  of  the  landlord  that  there 
should  be  allotments  of  all  sizes,  in 
order,  if  possible,  to  rear  up  tenant 
farmers  who  might  pass  on  from  a 
small  holding  to  another  holding  of  a 
larger  size.  The  Amendment  simply 
provided  for  allotments  where  there  were 
none  already.  It  was  well  known  that 
there  were  a  large  number  of  parishes 
in  which  no  cottager  could  get  even 
a  garden.  That  was  so  in  the  case 
of  parishes  which  did  not  belong  to 
any  particular  owner — parishes  in  which 
it  was  no  particular  owner's  duty  to 
provide  allotments.  It  was  so,  too,  to  a 
g^eat  extent,  in  the  case  of  cottages  which 
had  been  built  by  speculators.  "With 
regard  to  the  question  of  glebe  lands,  he 
had  simply  to  say  that  that  was  so  much 
a  question  of  benefit  to  the  clergy  rather 
than  to  the  labourer  that  he  might  let  it 
pass  by.  [ Cries  of  ''  Oh,  oh !  "]  Well, 
he  congratulated  the  labourers  upon  any 
advantages  they  might  get  out  of  the 
facilities  to  be  afforded  from  the  sale  of 
glebe  lands.  The  main  contention  was 
that  the  allotment  of  all  others  which 
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was  most  precious  to  any  labourer  was 
that  of  a  garden  adjacent  to  his  own 
house,  where  he  could  spend  a  short 
time  after  a  meal,  or  on  a  summer's 
evening.  As  to  larger  holdings,  he 
thought  it  was  very  necessary  that  there 
should  be,  in  every  parish,  a  certain  num- 
ber of  what  in  Lincolnshire  were  called 
cow-cottages.  The  labourers  were  di- 
vided into  three  classes.  There  were 
those  who  were  simply  the  servants  of 
the  farmers ;  there  were  those  who  were 
known  as  day  labourers,  and  lived  in 
cottages  on  or  near  the  farms ;  and  there 
was  a  third  class  of  labourers,  and  the 
most  useful  class,  as  a  rule — namely, 
those  who  were  known  as  independent 
labourers,  who  lived  in  the  villages,  and 
who  worked  by  the  piece.  They  were 
the  men  who  did  the  greater  part  of  the 
draining  and  skilled  work  on  the  dif- 
ferent farms.  It  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  have  a  number  of  such  men 
in  every  parish — men  upon  whom  reli- 
ance could  be  placed  ;  men  who,  when- 
over  they  were  not  required  elsewhere, 
could  work  on  their  own  holdings.  There 
was  the  very  greatest  difficulty  in  many 
parishes  to  get  milk  and  eggs  and  but- 
ter— ^indeed,  if  it  were  not  for  the  exist- 
ence of  cow-cottages,  the  ordinary  la- 
bourer would  be  unable  to  get  milk  or 
butter.  He  hoped  that  if  any  legislation 
took  place  on  the  lines  of  this  Amend- 
ment in  the  large  open  parishes,  and  in 
other  parishes  where  the  landlords  were 
not  resident,  some  attention  would  be 
given  to  the  subject  of  cow-cottages.  The 
chief  evils  which  ought  to  be  remedied 
were  those  arising  from  the  absenteeism 
of  landlords,  and  from  the  possession  of 
so  much  land  by  corporations.  The 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  alone  held 
one-twentieth  of  the  land  of  England. 
The  fact  was  that  where  the  landlords 
did  not  take  a  real  interest  in  their 
properties,  the  agents  found  it  much 
easier  to  deal  with  a  few  large  tenants 
than  with  a  great  number  of  small  tenants ; 
and  where  the  agents  had  the  entire 
management  of  estates  they  found  the 
labourers  were  neglected.  He  himself 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment,  and  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Spal- 
ding (Mr.  Finch-Hatton)  that  he  was  not, 
in  the  least  degree,  deterred  by  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  Government  being  de- 
feated. After  all  their  vacillation  and 
incapacity,  after  their  inability  to  save 
themselves  from  defeat  last  night  without 
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the  help  of  Liberal  Members,  it  was 
quite  clear  the  Q-oyemment  could  not 
last  very  long.  If  they  could  not  last 
very  long,  the  sooner  they  were  turned 
out  of  Office  the  better. 

Mb.  BIRKBECK  said,  that  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  county  in  England 
in  which  the  cottage  garden  allotment 
system  was  more  thoroughly  carried  out 
than  in  Norfolk;  and  a  visit  to  any 
cottage  garden  show  in  the  county 
would  prove  how  advantageously  it 
worked  for  the  labourers.  These  allot- 
ments, however,  were  generally  confined 
to  the  limits  of  a  quarter  of  an  acre,  as 
labourers  had  no  time  to  cultivate  more. 
On  Lord  Leicester's  estates  in  Norfolk 
the  labourers  were  some  time  ago  given 
half-an-acre  in  addition  to  their  gardens ; 
but  after  three  years  they  petitioned  to 
have  the  amount  reduced  to  one- quarter. 
He  disagreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich,  who  saw  in  the  extension  of 
allotments  a  remedy  for  agricultural 
depression.  What  was  wanted  was 
such  a  return  of  agricultural  prosperity 
as  would  enable  tenant  farmers  to  pay 
the  labourers  higher  wages.  The  effect 
of  a  general  allotments'  scheme  upon  the 
ratepayers  of  the  country  would  be  that 
they  would  have  to  pay  very  high  rates 
indeed  in  respect  of  interest  upon  the 
outlay  on  allotments,  when  the  cottagers, 
as  would  frequently  happen,  could  not  pay 
their  rents  themselves.  However,  he  was 
entirely  in  favour  of  garden  allotments, 
and  would  support  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  forthe  Spalding  Divi- 
sion of  Lincolnshire,  which  proposed  to 
deal  with  the  subject.  He  should  also  be 
perfectly  ready  to  agree  in  adopting,  in 
connection  with  it,  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsion, which  had  already  been  intro- 
duced into  the  country  by  no  less  a 
person  than  the  present  Prime  Minister 
in  the  Act  which  had  been  passed  last 
August. 

Me.  JOSEPH  ARCH :  Sir,  I  have 
no  intention  of  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  with  a  long  speech ;  but  I  think 
I  have  a  just  right  to  address  the 
House  on  this  subject.  I  am,  as  you 
are  aware,  the  Representative  of  a  class 
whose  interest,  whose  happiness,  and 
whose  comfort  I  believe  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  are  anxious  to 
improve.  With  regard  to  the  allotments 
question,  I  can  remember  when  it  was 
one  of  the  most  difficult  things  in  the 
world  for  a  labourer  in  a  village  to  obtain 
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anything  like  a  decent  allotment;  but 
during  the  past  14  years  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  hon.  Gentlemen — both  Liberal 
and  Conservative — ^have,  to  some  happy 
extent,  seen  their  way  clear  to  grant  and 
extend  these  allotments.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin), when  speaking  last  night  upon  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay),  said  that  the  small  free- 
holders in  Mid  Lincolnshire  were  in  a 
very  destitute  condition.  I  have  watched 
all  my  life  the  working  of  a  freehold, 
and  the  energy  and  contentment  of  a 
freeholder;  and  it  is  quite  true  that 
where  a  man  has  had  a  heavy  moit- 
gage  on  his  little  freehold  he  has  had 
a  difficulty  to  face.  But  I  have  been 
pleasantly  surprised  to  find  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  the  great  anxiety 
there  is  now  to  improve  the  agricul- 
tural labourers'  position.  Fourteen  years 
ago,  when  I  was  asked  by  my  own 
brethren  in  the  counties  if  I  could  insti- 
tute something  to  improve  their  condi- 
tion, my  policy  was  denounced,  my 
actions  were  condemned,  and  not  a  few 
labourers  were  **  Boycotted."  I  know 
that  there  are  good  landlords  and  bad 
landlords,  and  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  I  think,  does 
not  in  the  least  interfere  with  good  land- 
lords who  are  willing  to  grant  land  for 
their  labourers ;  but  are  there  not  places 
in  the  country  where  labourers  are 
almost  next  to  landless  ?  Where  have 
the  majority  of  the  unemployed  men  in 
our  towns  to-day  come  from  ?  They 
have  been  divorced  from  the  soil,  and 
they  have  been  driven  into  our  towns. 
To  my  mind,  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  is 
not  so  much  to  cure  agricultur^  depres- 
sion as  to  cure  the  poverty  of  agricul- 
tural labourers.  How  can  that  poverty 
be  arrested  if,  during  certain  portions  of 
the  year,  the  working  men  in  our  villages 
are  thrown  out  of  employment?  My 
remedy  for  years  has  been  this — that  \i 
you  do  not  require  the  services  of  work- 
men to  till  the  land  of  the  tenant  farmer, 
then,  in  the  name  of  common  justice  and 
humanity,  allow  him  some  land  to  till  for 
himself.  I  think  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  is  quite  oppor- 
tune. When  I  read  the  Speech  of  Her 
Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen,  which 
expressed  sympathy  with  the  distress 
that  was  prevalent  not  only  in  trade  but 
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in  agriculture,  I  took  it  certainly  to  mean 
this — **  You  are  in  a  terribly  poverty- 
stricken  condition.  Your  lot  in  life  is 
hard.  You  are  without  employment,  and 
without  money,  and  consequently  must 
he  without  food.  I  know  your  lot  is 
hard,  but  I  have  no  remedy."  It  seems 
to  me  something  like  this  —  that  sup- 
posing as  an  individual  I  were  sufifering 
intense  bodily  pain,  and  I  sent  for  a 
medical  adviser.  He  looks  at  me,  he 
sees  me  writhing  in  agony,  and  he  says — 
**  I  have  not  a  single  ingredient  in  my 
surgery  that  I  could  apply  to  assuage 
your  pain."  Would  it  not  be  natural 
enough  for  me  to  seek  the  advice  of  some 
more  skilled  physician  ?  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  no  remedy  for 
this  distress,  then,  I  think,  the  country 
will  very  soon  look  out  for  another  phy- 
sician who  has  a  practical  remedy  al- 
ready at  hand.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  blamed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  because  he  had  pre- 
scribed no  remedy ;  but  I  confess  that 
I  have  not  yet  found  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  prescribing 
any  remedy  themselves.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  tlds  side  of  the  House  have  not 
prescribed  the  right  sort  of  medicine,  the 
Government  at  the  present  time  have 
every  opportunity  of  finding  that  medi- 
cine and  relieving  the  distress.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  said  last  night  that 
wages  had  gone  down  in  that  county 
from  18*.  to  12«.  per  week.  He 
expressed  great  surprise  and  wonder 
how  these  poor  people  manage  to  live. 
Now,  I  think  I  shall  be  quite  in  place 
if  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  try 
to  live  upon  that  wage  for  three  months 
himself — then  he  will  be  able  to  solve 
the  problem.  He  further  said  that, 
while  wages  were  low,  numbers  of  men 
were  out  of  employment.  Well,  if  it  is 
difficult  for  a  man  with  12«.  a-week  to 
support  himself,  his  wife,  and,  perhaps, 
three  or  four  children,  what  a  sorry 
plight  those  men  must  be  in  who  are 
out  of  employment  and  have  no  wages 
at  all.  Hon.  Genilemen  have  said  that 
about  a  quarter  of  an  acre  is  sufficient 
for  a  working  man  in  a  village.  There 
may  be  some  working  men,  such  as 
shepherds  and  carters,  who  would, 
perhaps,  be  contented  with  a  rood  of 
ground  ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  a 
very  large  number  of  the  labourers  in 
Norfolk^ and  I  am  speaking  now  from 


my  own  experience  in  that  county — 
would  only  be  too  glad  if  they  could 
rent  an  acre  or  two  at  a  fair  market 
price.  On  the  other  hand,  I  do  not  find 
any  human  or  Divine  law  which  would 
confine  me,  as  a  skilled  labourer,  to  one 
rood  of  God* 8  earth.  If  I  have  energy, 
tact,  and  skill  by  which  I  could  cultivate 
my  acre  or  two,  and  luy  my  cow  into 
the  bargain,  I  do  not  see  any  just  reason 
why  my  energies  should  be  crippled  and 
my  forces  held  back,  and  why  I  should 
be  content,  as  an  agricultural  labourer, 
with  a  rood  of  ground  and  ray  nose  on 
the  grindstone  all  the  days  of  my  life. 
We  want  to  put  an  end  to  pauperism ; 
and  I  am  prepared  to  say  among  my 
class  there  are  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  working  men  who  hate  pauperism, 
and  who  have  a  perfect  horror  of  the 
workhouse.  But  if  we  are  to  be  cut 
down  to  12«.  a-week,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  acknowledged  was  a 
very  small  wage,  and  if  these  men  by 
their  energy  can  supplement  those  wages 
by  another  10*.  or  12«.  into  the  bargain, 
I  want  to  know  why  it  should  not  be 
done,  and  the  pauperism  of  the  country 
lessened?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  men  in  France  having  to  work 
very  hard,  and  appearing  very  old  when 
they  were  almost  young.  He  said  they 
carried  fodder  to  the  cows,  and  went 
milking,  and  the  rest  of  it ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  to  tell  us 
that  they  were  their  own  cows.  I  have 
seen  the  women  in  Somersetshire,  Wilt- 
shire, and  Dorsetshire  milking  other 
pcople^s  cows,  and  having  very  little  of 
the  milk  which  they  drew  from  them. 
I  cannot  understand  for  the  life  of  me 
why,  if  an  English  workman  can,  by 
thrift  and  industry  and  care,  manage  to 
secure  to  himself  and  his  family  a  cow, 
he  should  not  have  the  opportunity  of 
doing  so.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  means  that.  Wo 
do  not  ask  for  borrowed  funds,  or  for 
the  land  to  be  given  us,  and  we  have  no 
desire  to  steal  it.  What  the  Amend- 
ment asks,  and  what  I  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House,  is, 
whether  the  time  has  not  come  when 
these  thousands  of  industrious  and 
willing  workers  should  no  longer  be 
shut  out  from  the  soil,  and  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  obtaining  a  fair  free- 
hold, and  producing  food  for  themselves 
and  their  families  ?  Why  are  these  men 
out  of  work  ?    Is  it  because  the  land  is 
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80  well  cultivated  that  no  more  of  their 
labour  is  required  ?  I  travel  this  country 
from  one  end  to  the  other,  and  I  have 
an  idea  I  know  when  land  is  cultivated 
and  when  it  is  not  as  well  as  any  Gentle- 
man in  this  House.  I  say,  fearless  of 
contradiction,  that  there  are  tens  of 
thousands  of  acres  of  land  waiting  for 
the  hand  of  the  workman ;  and  what  this 
House  ought  to  consider  and  aim  at  is 
to  use  every  legitimate  means  to  bring 
the  land  that  cries  for  labour  to  the 
labourer  as  soon  as  possible.  I  am  ad- 
dressing in  this  House  large  landed 
proprietors;  and  will  any  hon  Gentle- 
man attempt  for  one  moment  to  deny 
that  the  best  cultivated  estate  is  the 
best  for  the  landlord  ?  When  I  look  at 
this  question  I  go  almost  out  of  the 
region  of  Party  politics.  It  is  not  a 
landlord's,  a  tenant  farmer's,  or  a 
labourer's  question ;  it  is  the  question 
of  the  people,  and  they  will  very  soon 
make  it  their  question.  We  are  not 
Socialists — not  in  the  offensive  mean- 
ing of  the  word;  but  to  a  certain 
extent  we  are  Socialists,  because  we 
are  social  beings.  We  like  social 
comforts  and  social  society;  but  we 
have  a  great  aversion  to  social  society 
paid  for  out  of  the  poor  rates.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  said  last  night  that 
it  was  beyond  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North- West  Norfolk  to  raise 
wages.  I  thought  it  was  equally  im- 
possible for  landlords  in  this  country  to 
force  up  rent.  We  have  always  been 
told  that  the  price  of  labour  would  be 
regulated  by  what  it  is  worth  in  the 
market.  That  is  just  what  land  has  got 
to  be.  My  idea  of  justice  in  land  is 
this — that  if  I  have  to  sell  as  a  tenant 
farmer  my  produce  extremely  cheap, 
then  I  say  the  rent  of  my  land  should 
be  extremely  cheap.  But  the  time  has 
come  for,  and  this  Parliament  has  been 
elected  very  largely  to  carry  out,  some 
iust  and  wise  measure,  not  only  for  the 
improvement  of  the  tenant  farmers — 
and  Heaven  knows  they  want  some- 
thing, some  of  them — but  for  the  benefit 
of  the  labourers  and  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country.  When  I  look  around  on 
this  side  of  the  House  I  see  several  hon. 
Gentlemen — a  fair  number  of  Liberal 
Members — who  have  been  returned  by 
the  votes  very  largely  of  the  agricultural 
labourers.  They  know  that  during  the 
contests  in  various  divisions  the  labourers 
expressed  a  very  great  desire  for  land  to 
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cultivate  for  themselves.  They  naturally 
concurred  with  that  idea;  but  I  have 
never  heard  any  Liberal  candidate  pro- 
mise the  labourers  three  acres  and  a  cow. 
For  myself,  I  never  made  such  a  vain 
promise.  Something  which  dropped  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate last  night  somewhat  grieved  me. 
When  he  was  speaking  of  the  labourers 
of  Scotland  I  think  he  called  them  hinds. 
I  should  like  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  though  our 
lot  in  life  has  been  one  of  poverty, 
though  we  were  born  in  humble  cot- 
tages, at  the  same  time  we  look  upon 
ourselves  as  men.  I  think  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  feel  very  much  annoyed  if  we 
were  to  call  them  aristocratic  goats.  The 
labourers  of  this  country  know  they  are 
men.  They  have  largely  contributed  to 
the  constitution  of  this  House;  and  1 
hope  it  will  be  able  to  show  honestly  and 
fairly  to  the  labourers  who  have  sent  us 
here  that,  at  least,  we  did  our  best  to 
redress  their  grievances,  to  dry  their 
tears,  to  wipe  away  their  sorrows,  and 
to  place  them  in  the  position  of  free 
men. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  had  asked  the  House  to  ap* 
prove  of  two  principles — the  principle  of 
allotment  and  the  principle  of  small 
holdings.  Now,  if  they  came  to  speak 
of  the  principle  of  small  holdings  he 
foimd  himself  somewhat  at  issue  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  He 
would  agree  with  what  the  hon.  Member 
said,  or  anyone  said,  as  to  the  land  of 
the  country.  He  believed  there  were 
too  few  landlords  and  too  few  small 
holdings.  An  increase  in  the  number 
of  holdings  would  be  to  the  benefit  of 
the  country  at  large.  From  a  purely 
political  point  of  view,  he  was  sure  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House  would  be 
the  first  to  welcome  the  proposals  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswion  to  establish  a 
peasant  proprietary  in  the  country,  for 
there  was  nothing  which  had  a  greater 
tendency  to  make  people  Conservatives 
than  to  know  that  they  had  something^ 
to  lose.  He  believed  it  would  be  for 
the  tranquillity  of  the  country  and  the 
stability  of  its  institutions  that  there 
should  be  more  holdings.  If  he  might 
be  allowed  to  Fay  so,  there  was  no  one 
in  any  part  of  the  House  who  would 
dissent  from  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-Weet  Norfolk  (Mr. 
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Aroh)  in  the  eloquent  strains  in  which 
he  spoke  of  the  personal  aspirations  of 
the  agricultural  labourers  to  rise  above 
the  position  in  which  they  began  life, 
and  take  a  small  holding.  But  if  they 
were  to  have  small  holdings  they  must 
be  in  the  possession  of  men  who  held  as 
owners  or  as  peasant  proprietors  their 
own  land.  If  he  were  himself  about  to 
take  a  small  plot  of  land  he  would  think 
over  it ;  and  he  should  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  he  would  rather  be  the 
holder  of  that  land  as  tenant  than  as 
owner  of  it  in  his  own  right,  for  this 
reason — because  though  in  prosperous 
years  he  would  be  the  gainer,  yet  in  bad 
years,  of  which  they  had  had  so  much 
experience,  he  -would  be  thrown  back 
upon  his  own  resources,  and  when  these 
were  gone  he  would  have  no  one  to  ap- 
peal to ;  wherea?,  if  he  were  only  a 
tenant  farmer,  he  could  rely  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  his  landlord.  [Ironical 
cheers  from  the  Irish  Benches.']  An  hon. 
Member  from  Ireland,  only  the  other 
night,  had  spoken  in  terms  of  praise  of 
the  generosity  of  English  landlords. 
When  he  found  he  could  not  carry  on 
his  business  he  would  turn  to  some 
other  mode  of  life.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage),  insinuating 
that  the  Government  were  not  in  favour 
of  such  a  thing,  said  the  supporters  of 
the  Amendment  were  in  favour  of  a  man 
buying  land  if  he  were  able  to  pay  for 
it.  Well,  if  a  man  were  able  to  pay  for 
land  he  would  have  no  difficulty  in  doing 
80.  There  were  thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands  of  acres  offered  for  sale,  as 
hon.  Members  would  see  on  looking  at 
their  newspapers  every  Saturday.  If  it 
were  true,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Norfolk  said,  that  the  new  pea- 
sant proprietary,  whose  cause  he  advo- 
cated, did  not  want  to  borrow  the  capital, 
where  was  the  necessity  for  the  Motion  ? 
But  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  peasant 
proprietor  there  were  grave  objections 
to  the  echeme.  A  great  French  autho- 
rity had  drawn  a  dreadful  picture  of  the 
condition  of  the  peasant  proprietary  in 
that  country ;  and  if  this  were  the  condi- 
tion of  a  peasant  proprietary  abroad, 
where  so  many  artificial  means  were 
taken  to  keep  up  the  price  of  agricul- 
tural produce,  how,  in  the  more  un- 
favourable climate  of  England,  could  a 
peasant  proprietary  exist,  when  no  arti- 
ncial  means  were  adopted  of  keeping  up 
the  prioesi  and  when  men  with  capital 


behind  them  were  being  brought  to  the 
verge  of  ruin  in  large  numbers  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Ohamberlain)  said  he  would  do  any- 
thing to  increase  the  production  of  land ; 
but  authorities,  bothEnglish  and  French, 
concurred  in  saying  that  the  production 
of  wheat  was  not  half  as  much  per  acre 
in  France  as  it  was  in  England.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  was  unable  to 
agree  to  that  portion  of  the  Motion  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
asked  the  House  to  subscribe  to  the 
doctrine  of  a  peasant  proprietary.  When, 
however,  he  came  to  the  question  of 
allotments,  that  was  an  entirely  different 
matter.  There  was  no  one  in  the  House 
who  would  offer  the  smallest  stumbling- 
block  to  extending  the  system  of  allot- 
ments. He  coidd  not  conceive  anything 
that  they  should  support  more  than  that 
the  man  who  toiled  all  day  on  the  pro- 
perty of  another  should  have  himself 
some  little  property — a  quarter  or  half 
an  acre — which  he  might  cultivate  for 
his  own  benefit.  During  the  Election 
something  was  said  about  compulsory 
purchase  being  a  species  of  plunder. 
As  a  very  humble  Member  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  he  ventured  to  dissent 
from  that  doctrine,  for  it  seemed  to  him 
that  no  charge  of  plunder  could  bo 
levelled  against  the  principle  that  a  fair 
market  price  should  be  given  to  anyone 
for  the  land  taken  from  him.  The  doc- 
trine had  been  laid  down  over  and  over 
again— in  the  purchase  of  land  for  rail- 
ways, in  the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Act, 
and  in  other  measures.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  say 
that  he  believed  that  voluntary  efforts 
would  very  largely  meet  this  question  of 
allotments ;  but  if  voluntary  propositions 
of  landlords  did  not  suffice  to  meet  this, 
then  he  believed  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary, and,  if  so,  then  right  and  justifiable, 
to  carry  out  some  measure  by  which  the 
common  wealth  might  be  protected,  and 
by  which  men  should  be  given  an  oppor- 
tunity in  every  district  of  the  country  of 
becoming  the  owners  of  allotments.  But 
while  agreeing  with  that  doctrine,  how 
could  he  support  the  Amendment  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  complained 
that  no  measures  were  announced  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  said  they  wanted 
the  machinery  to  assist  labourers  to  get 
the  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  speak- 
ing at  Islington  on  the  16th  June,  said — 
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80  well  oultiyated  that  no  more  of  their 
labour  is  required  ?  I  travel  this  country 
from  one  end  to  the  other,  and  I  have 
an  idea  I  know  when  land  is  cultivated 
and  when  it  is  not  as  well  as  any  Gentle- 
man in  this  House.  I  say,  fearless  of 
contradiction,  that  there  are  tens  of 
thousands  of  acres  of  land  waiting  for 
the  hand  of  the  workman ;  and  what  this 
House  ought  to  consider  and  aim  at  is 
to  use  every  legitimate  means  to  bring 
the  land  that  cries  for  labour  to  the 
labourer  as  soon  as  possible.  I  am  ad- 
dressing in  this  House  large  landed 
proprietors;  and  will  any  hon  Gentle- 
man attempt  for  one  moment  to  deny 
that  the  best  cultivated  estate  is  the 
best  for  the  landlord  ?  When  I  look  at 
this  question  I  go  almost  out  of  the 
region  of  Party  politics.  It  is  not  a 
landlord's,  a  tenant  farmer's,  or  a 
labourer's  question ;  it  is  the  question 
of  the  people,  and  they  will  very  soon 
make  it  their  question.  We  are  not 
Socialists — not  in  the  offensive  mean- 
ing of  the  word ;  but  to  a  certain 
extent  we  are  Socialists,  because  we 
are  social  beings.  We  like  social 
comforts  and  social  society;  but  we 
have  a  g^eat  aversion  to  social  society 
paid  for  out  of  the  poor  rates.  An 
non.  Gentleman  said  last  night  that 
it  was  beyond  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North- West  Norfolk  to  raise 
wages.  I  thought  it  was  equally  im- 
possible for  landlords  in  this  country  to 
force  up  rent.  We  have  always  been 
told  that  the  price  of  labour  would  be 
regulated  by  what  it  is  worth  in  the 
market.  That  is  just  what  land  has  got 
to  be.  My  idea  of  justice  in  land  is 
this — that  if  I  have  to  sell  as  a  tenant 
farmer  my  produce  extremely  cheap, 
then  I  say  the  rent  of  my  land  shomd 
be  extremely  cheap.  But  the  time  has 
come  for,  and  this  Parliament  has  been 
elected  very  largely  to  carry  out,  some 
iust  and  wise  measure,  not  only  for  the 
improvement  of  the  tenant  farmers — 
ana  Heaven  knows  they  want  some- 
thing, some  of  them — but  for  the  benefit 
of  the  labourers  and  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country.  When  I  look  around  on 
this  side  of  the  House  I  see  several  hon. 
Gentlemen — a  fair  number  of  Liberal 
Members — who  have  been  returned  by 
the  votes  very  largely  of  the  agricultural 
labourers.  They  know  that  during  the 
contests  in  various  divisions  the  labourers 
expressed  a  very  great  desire  for  land  to 
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cultivate  for  themselves.   They  nainrally 
concurred  with  that  idea ;   but  I  have 
never  heard  any  Liberal  candidate  pro- 
mise the  labourers  three  acres  and  a  cow. 
For  myself,  I  never  made  such  a  vain 
promise.  Something  which  dropped  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate last  night  somewhat  grieved  me. 
When  he  was  speaking  of  the  labourers 
of  Scotland  I  think  he  called  them  hinds. 
I  should  like  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  though  our 
lot  in  life  has   been  one   of    poverty, 
though  we  were  born   in   humble  cot- 
tages, at  the  same  time  we  look  upon 
ourselves  as  men.     I   think   hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  feel  very  much  annoyed  if  we 
were  to  call  them  aristocratic  g^ats.   The 
labourers  of  this  country  know  they  are 
men.     They  have  largely  contributed  to 
the  constitution  of  this  House;    and  I 
hope  it  will  be  able  to  show  honesilj  and 
fairly  to  the  labourers  who  have  sent  us 
here  that,  at  least,  we  did  our  best  to 
redress  their  grievances,  to   dry    their 
tears,  to  wipe  away  their  sorrows,  and 
to  place  them  in  the  position  of    free 
men. 

Me.  DAWSON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  had  asked  the  House  to  ap- 
prove of  two  principles — the  principle  of 
allotment  and  the  principle  of  email 
holdings.  Now,  if  they  came  to  apeak 
of  the  principle  of  small  holdings  he 
foimd  himself  somewhat  at  issue  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  He 
would  agree  with  what  the  hon.  Member 
said,  or  anyone  said,  as  to  the  land  of 
the  country.  He  believed  there  were 
too  few  landlords  and  too  few  small 
holdings.  An  increase  in  the  number 
of  holdings  would  be  to  the  benefit  of 
the  country  at  large.  From  a  purely 
political  point  of  view,  he  was  sure  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House  would  be 
the  first  to  welcome  the  proposals  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  to  establish  a 
peasant  proprietary  in  the  country,  for 
there  was  nothing  which  had  a  greater 
tendency  to  make  people  Conservatives 
than  to  know  that  they  had  something 
to  lose.  He  believed  it  would  be  for 
the  tranquillity  of  the  country  and  the 
stability  of  its  institutions  that  there 
should  be  more  holdings.  If  he  might 
be  allowed  to  Fay  eo.  there  was  no  one 
in  any  part  of  the  House  who  would 
dissent  from  the  remark  of  the  hoa. 
Member  for  North-West  Norfolk  (Mr. 
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Aroh)  in  the  eloquent  strains  in  which 
he  spoke  of  the  personal  aspirations  of 
the  agricultural  labourers  to  rise  above 
the  position  in  which  they  began  life, 
and  take  a  small  holding.  But  if  they 
were  to  have  small  holdings  they  must 
be  in  the  possession  of  men  who  held  as 
owners  or  as  peasant  proprietors  their 
own  land.  If  he  were  himself  about  to 
take  a  small  plot  of  land  he  would  think 
over  it ;  and  he  should  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  he  would  rather  be  the 
holder  of  that  land  as  tenant  than  as 
owner  of  it  in  his  own  right,  for  this 
reason — because  though  in  prosperous 
years  he  would  be  the  gainer,  yet  in  bad 
years,  of  which  they  had  had  so  much 
experience,  he  -would  be  thrown  back 
upon  his  own  resources,  and  when  these 
were  gone  he  would  have  no  one  to  ap- 
peal to ;  whereas,  if  he  were  only  a 
tenant  farmer,  he  could  rely  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  his  landlord.  [Ironical 
cheers  from  the  Irish  Benches r\  An  hon. 
Member  from  Ireland,  only  the  other 
night,  had  spoken  in  terms  of  praise  of 
the  generosity  of  English  landlords. 
When  he  found  he  could  not  carry  on 
his  business  he  would  turn  to  some 
other  mode  of  life.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage),  insinuating 
that  the  Government  were  not  in  favour 
of  such  a  thing,  said  the  supporters  of 
the  Amendment  were  in  favour  of  a  man 
buying  land  if  he  were  able  to  pay  for 
it.  Well,  if  a  man  were  able  to  pay  for 
land  he  would  have  no  difficulty  in  doing 
so.  There  were  thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands  of  acres  offered  for  sale,  as 
hon.  Members  would  see  on  looking  at 
their  newspapers  every  Saturday.  If  it 
were  true,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Norfolk  said,  that  the  new  pea- 
sant proprietary,  whose  cause  he  advo- 
cated, did  not  want  to  borrow  the  capital, 
where  was  the  necessity  for  the  Motion  ? 
But  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  peasant 
proprietor  there  were  grave  objections 
to  the  scheme.  A  great  French  autho- 
rity had  drawn  a  dreadful  picture  of  the 
condition  of  the  peasant  proprietary  in 
that  country ;  and  if  this  were  the  condi- 
tion of  a  peasant  proprietary  abroad, 
where  so  many  artificial  means  were 
taken  to  keep  up  the  price  of  agricul- 
tural produce,  how,  in  the  more  un- 
favourable climate  of  England,  could  a 
peasant  proprietary  exist,  when  no  arti- 
ficial means  were  adopted  of  keeping  up 
the  pric6B|  and  when  men  with  capital 


behind  them  were  being  brought  to  the 
verge  of  ruin  in  large  numbers  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  said  he  would  do  any- 
thing to  increase  the  production  of  land ; 
but  authorities,  both  English  and  French, 
concurred  in  saying  that  the  production 
of  wheat  was  not  half  as  much  per  acre 
in  France  as  it  was  in  England.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  was  unable  to 
agree  to  that  portion  of  the  Motion  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
asked  the  House  to  subscribe  to  the 
doctrine  of  a  peasant  proprietary.  When, 
however,  he  came  to  the  question  of 
allotments,  that  was  an  entirely  different 
matter.  There  was  no  one  in  the  House 
who  would  offer  the  smallest  stumbling- 
block  to  extending  the  system  of  allot- 
ments. He  could  not  conceive  anything 
that  they  should  support  more  than  that 
the  man  who  toiled  all  day  on  the  pro- 
perty of  another  should  have  himself 
some  little  property — a  quarter  or  half 
an  acre — which  he  might  cultivate  for 
his  own  benefit.  During  the  Election 
something  was  said  about  compulsory 
purchase  being  a  species  of  plunder. 
As  a  very  humble  Member  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  he  ventured  to  dissent 
from  that  doctrine,  for  it  seemed  to  him 
that  no  charge  of  plunder  could  bo 
levelled  against  the  principle  that  a  fair 
market  price  should  be  given  to  anyone 
for  the  land  taken  from  him.  The  doc- 
trine had  been  laid  down  over  and  over 
again— in  the  purchase  of  land  for  rail- 
ways, in  the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Act, 
and  in  other  measures.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  say 
that  he  believed  that  voluntary  efforts 
would  very  largely  meet  this  question  of 
allotments ;  but  if  voluntary  propositions 
of  landlords  did  not  suffice  to  meet  this, 
then  he  believed  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary, and,  if  so,  then  right  and  justifiable, 
to  carry  out  some  measure  by  which  the 
common  wealth  might  be  protected,  and 
by  which  men  should  be  given  an  oppor- 
tunity in  every  district  of  the  country  of 
becoming  the  owners  of  allotments.  But 
while  agreeing  with  that  doctrine,  how 
could  he  support  the  Amendment  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  complained 
that  no  measures  were  announced  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  said  they  wanted 
the  machinery  to  assist  labourers  to  get 
the  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  speak- 
ing at  Islington  on  the  16th  June,  said — 
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'<  The  first  daty  of  the  new  Parliament  would 
be  the  completion  and  extension  of  the  system 
of  local  government.  This  was  a  necessity 
prior  to  almost  any  change  in  other  directions. 
There  were  numerous  other  changes— tem- 
perance reform,  reform  of  taxation,  and  great 
social  questions  which  were  pressing  for  solu- 
tion ;  but  local  government  was  the  instrument 
whereby  alone  it  was  possible  for  those  matters 
to  bo  properly  and  effectually  dealt  with/' 

On  looking  at  the  Queen's  Speech,  he 
found  that  local  County  Government 
Boards  were  definitely  put  forward;  and 
therefore  the  machinery  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  necessary,  and 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
said  was  all  he  wanted,  was  provided. 
He  also  found  in  the  Gbacious  Speech  a 
proposed  reform  of  the  laws  relating  to 
the  transfer  of  land,  and  that  was  all 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  wanted  when  he 
said  he  wanted  no  new-fangled  doc- 
trines, but  only  the  simplification  of  the 
transfer  of  land ;  and  yet  the  House  was 
asked  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not  hinted  in  any  way  at 
any  reform.  He  was  tempted  to  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  must 
have  drawn  up  the  Amendment  before 
he  read  the  Gracious  Speech ;  or,  if  not, 
then  he  was  driven  to  the  hypothesis 
that  in  his  own  heart  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  afraid  that  the  Government 
would  do  too  little,  but  that  with  a  pru- 
dent regard  to  a  possible  change  of 
voting  on  the  part  of  the  agricultural 
electors  he  was  afraid  the  Government 
were  going  to  do  too  much.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House  he  desired  to 
refer  to  another  matter,  about  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  had  said 
but  little,  and  that  was  the  condition  of 
the  population  of  their  large  towns.  He 
hoped  that  the  Eoyal  Commission  on 
Trade  would  bo  a  success ;  that  thQ  evi- 
dence it  collected  would  be  valuable, 
and  its  Eeport  a  benefit  to  the  public. 
But  the  presentation  of  the  Beport  and 
waiting  for  the  gradual  results  of  an 
allotment  system  were  necessarily  matters 
of  time ;  and  he  desired  to  touch  upon  a 
subject  which,  in  his  opinion,  brooked 
no  delay.  He  would  earnestly  press 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Government 
the  position  of  tens  of  thousands  of  their 
fellow-countrymen,  who  at  this  moment 
did  not  ask  for  charity,  but  for  some 
work  whereby  they  could  keep  body  and 
Boul  together.  There  was  nothing  more 
remarkable  or  more  touching  than  the 
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fact  that  though  thousands  did  not  know, 
when  they  rose  in  the  morning,  whether 
they  would  get  a  crust  of  bread  before 
night,  they  would  do  any  sort  of  work 
rather  than  darken  the  doors  of  a  work- 
house. They  asked  for  work.  The 
struggle  for  existence  was  very  despe- 
rate, and  could  be  seen  in  every  trade. 
Hundreds  of  men  could  be  seen  standing 
at  the  docks  waiting  for  a  chance  of  the 
10  or  20  vacancies  there  might  be,  and 
in  reply  to  any  sort  of  an  advertisement 
of  a  situation  there  were  crowds  of  ap- 
plicants. All  these  things  spoke  of  a 
condition  of  matters  which  must  be 
altered  if  the  government  of  the  country 
was  to  be  continued.  People  were 
driven  out  of  the  country  and  came  to 
London  trying  to  find  work,  and  they 
thus  made  matters  worse.  He  knew  of 
an  instance  where  he  met  a  man  who 
had  walked  with  his  family  from  Lan- 
cashire to  London  and  arrived  penniless. 
He  thought  how  terrible  must  be  the 
condition  of  affairs  when  a  man  could 
come  to  London  without  a  penny  and 
without  a  friend,  go  into  the  crowd,  and 
disappear  like  a  snowflake  on  the  sea. 
He  might  be  told  that  that  doctrine  was 
a  dangerous  one — that  doctrine  of  ask- 
ing for  public  works  to  be  carried  out 
by  the  Government.  He  might  be  told 
it  was  Socialistic.  He  did  not  care  for 
that  if  it  saved  men's  lives.  It  might 
be  said  it  was  against  political  economy ; 
but  he  did  not  care  what  it  was  against 
if  it  effected  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
if  political  economy  told  them  it  was 
wrong  for  a  Government  to  use  some  of 
its  resources  to  aid  those  who,  from 
circumstances  beyond  their  own  control, 
could  not  get  work,  then  he  was  bound 
to  say  the  sooner  they  got  rid  of  such  a 
doctrine  the  better.  He  apologized  to 
the  House  for  having  thus  kept  them. 
He  knew  how  valuable  was  its  time,  and 
it  was  only  because  he  was  almost  de- 
spairing of  the  lives  of  many  hard  work- 
ing and  honest  men  who  were  utterly 
unable  to  get  help  that  he  had  appealed 
to  the  House,  in  the  hope  that  some- 
thing might  be  done  by  the  Government, 
whether  it  was  Liberid  or  Conservative, 
to  relieve  them  without  delay. 

Mr.  QOSCHEN:  Sir,  the  House 
has  listened  with  interest  to  the  two 
speeches  which  have  just  been  de- 
livered. All  of  us  must  sympathice 
with  the  objects  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
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berfor  East  Leeds  (Mr.  Dawson)  and 
West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Arch)  have  in  view ; 
but  heavy  indeed  will  be  the  responsi- 
bility that  rests  upon  hon.  Members 
of  this  House  if,  carried  away  by  the 
objects  which  these  hon.  Members  and 
which  we  all  have  at  heart,  they  venture 
in  pursuit  of  these  aims  to  embark  on 
a  course  which  may  not  lead  to  the  ac- 
complishment of  those  aims.  We  all 
come  to  the  consideration  of  this  Mo- 
tion fresh  from  an  electoral  campaign  ; 
we  are  all  bound  by  speeches  which 
we  have  made  during  the  Becess.  [In- 
Urruption,']  I  trust  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gaugway  and  from  Ire- 
land will  remember  that  they  have  had 
a  courteous  hearing  from  this  House, 
and  that  those  who  may  be  obliged  to 
speak,  perhaps  somewhat  in  opposition 
to  the  popular  current,  may,  at  least,  ex- 
pect an  indulgent  hearing.  I  say  that 
a  heavy  responsibility  rests  as  much 
upon  those  who  propose,  or  vote  for,  or 
promote,  measures  which  may  not  lead 
to  the  objects  at  which  they  are  aimed 
as  rests  upon  those  who  oppose  those 
measures,  because  they  do  not  believe 
in  their  hearts  and  consciences  that 
they  will  achieve  those  ends;  and  so 
I  say,  as  I  have  said  many  times 
during  the  late  electoral  campaign,  it 
is  not  enough  to  como  forward  and  pro- 
fess sympathy  with  the  aims  proposed 
unless  we  believe  the  measures  pro- 
posed will  practically  realize  them. 
I  trust,  as  Eadical  audiences  have  been 
perfectly  prepared  to  listen  to  argu- 
ments when  they  believed  they  were 
honestly  brought  forward,  so  in  the 
House  of  Commons  it  may  be  permis- 
sible to  come  forward,  even  in  what 
may  be  a  somewhat  unpopular  cause, 
and  to  .examine  the  proposals  that  are 
put  before  this  House,  m  order  to  see 
whether  they  will  hold  water.  I  would 
wish,  at  the  outset  of  the  few  remarks 
I  will  make,  to  say  that  this  is  a  great 
subject;  and  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  as  well  as  those  who  sit  on 
the  other  side,  know  how  great  a  subject 
it  is^a  subject  almost  too  great  to  be 
disposed  of  in  one  night's  debate — a 
subject  which  reaches  deep  down  into 
society  ;  and  a  subject,  no  doubt,  which 
requires  careful  examination.  I  ask 
myself  what  is  really  at  the  bottom  of 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  GoUings)  ? 
It  is  that  the  State  should  step  in.    The 


position  is  that  it  is  assumed  that  volun- 
tary effort  has  now  failed;  that  the  com- 
munity should  come  to  the  rescue ;  and 
that  we  should  put  upon  the  community 
at  large  tasks  which  I  doubt  whether  the 
Local  Authorities  will  be  able  satisfac- 
torily to  perform.  If  it  can  be  contended, 
and  if  there  are  men  who  believe,  that 
the  substitution  of  the  community  for  the 
individual,  in  this  matter,  will  not  pro- 
mote the  object  which  we  all  have  at 
heart,  but  that  it  may  even  retard 
it,  I  say  that  they  would  be  traitors 
to  their  consciences  and  traitors  to 
the  cause  which  is  before  them  if  they 
did  not  speak  out  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  tell  hon.  Members 
what  they  believe.  I  had  thought, 
I  may  say  almost  tiU  to-night,  that 
there  was  a  large  body  of  Liberal 
opinion  which  believed,  according  to  the 
older  traditions  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
that  to  substitute  the  community  in 
order  to  do  a  duty  which  individuals 
ought  to  perform  was  a  somewhat  dan- 
gerous step  to  take.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  said  that  we  all  come  fresh  from 
our  electoral  campaign ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  comes  forward  at  a 
very  early  date,  supported  by  a  large 
number  of  hon.  Memhers  on  this  side, 
to  advocate  the  cause  for  which  he  con- 
tended during  that  campaign.  Similarly, 
those  who  have  broken  a  lance  on  the 
other  side  are  boimd  to  come  forward  to 
state  their  opinions  in  this  House,  as  they 
have  stated  them  to  their  constituents. 
We  had  before  us  during  the  campaign 
what  has  been  called  an  authorized  pro- 
gramme and  an  unauthorized  pro- 
gramme. The  unauthorized  programme 
contained  four  points  with  regard  to 
which  I  will  not  weary  the  House ;  be- 
cause I  feel  that  anyone  who  read  one 
tithe  of  the  speeches  which  have  been 
made  duriug  the  Hecess  must  have  been 
almost  surfeited  with  these  four  points. 
Having  been  engaged  in  a  somewhat 
warm  controversy  upon  this  very  matter 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain), I  should  like  to  be  allowed  to 
congratulate  him,  with  good  humour, 
this  evening,  upon  the  fact  that  he  has 
transferred  a  serious  item  in  that  un- 
authorized programme  into  what  is  now, 
apparently,  the  authorized  programme 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  I  trust  he  will 
accept  the  compliment  in  the  spirit  in 
which  I  offer  it.    But  I  must  say  that 
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I  did  not  understand  that  during  the 
late  campaign  the  acquisition  by  the 
community  of  lands  for  the  purpose  of 
letting  out  those  lands,  either  in  allot- 
ments or  in  small  holdings,  was  a  por- 
tion of  the  authorized  programme  with 
which  we  went  to  the  constituencies. 
I  may  have  been  mistaken,  and  perhaps 
I  was ;  because  I  remember  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  said  you  could  read  this 
question  of  allotments  into  the  autho> 
rized  programme.  I  did  not  know  that 
on  occasions  like  this  you  would  have  to 
read  anything  into  programmes.  I 
think  it  is  somewhat  hard  upon  those 
who  believed  that  this  was  an  opei; 
question,  and  that  you  might  be  as  good 
a  Liberal  if  you  had  faith  in  the  action  of 
the  individual  as  if  you  believed  in  the 
action  of  the  State.  But  now  I  under- 
stand it  is  put  forward,  on  authority,  that 
the  Party,  as  a  whole,  will  endorse  that 
which  has  practically  been  in  the  un- 
authorized programme,  and  which  has 
been  the  chief  point  in  the  programme 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain). I  confess  that  it  is  not  possible 
for  me  to  be  converted  by  three  days 
of  Parliamentary  discussion.  Conver- 
sions, I  admit,  proceed,  in  these  days, 
with  some  rapidity.  I  must  say  that 
we  have  seen  three  interesting  days. 
On  the  first  day  there  seemed  to  me  to 
be  a  greater  conversion  towards  Home 
Bule  than  we  had  ever  judged  possible. 
On  the  second  day  there  was  a  large 
minority  practically  for  introducing  the 
"  three  F*8  "  into  the  United  Kingdom. 
On  the  third  day  the  proposition  is,  as  I 
understand,  that  we  are  to  give  power 
to  municipalities  in  order  to  promote 
small  holdings  and  allotments  under  a 
system  of  compulsion  as  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Collings).  Although  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  somewhat  reserves  himself 
upon  that  point,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
his  reserves  were  not  stated  with  that 
firmness  which  would  lead  one  to  sup- 
pose that  any  great  resistance  would  be 
made  if  the  proposal  were  pressed. 
And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  put  my- 
self right  with  the  House  in  this  matter. 
Those  who  have  done  me  the  honour  of 
reading  anything  that  I  have  said  on 
this  subject  will  know  that  I  do  not 
yield  to  anyone  in  my  desire  to  iocreaae 
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the  number  of  the  proprietors  of  land. 
They  will  know  that  I  believe,  as  many 
hon.  Members  have  stated  this  evening, 
that  it  would  strengthen  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  would  lead  to  untold  social 
advantages,  if  you  could  increase  the 
number  of  those  who  are  proprietors  of 
the  soil.  I  have  repeatedly  stated,  fur- 
ther, that  it  appears  to  me  a  matter  of 
supreme  interest  that  even  if  you  could 
not  increase  the  number  of  proprietors 
of  the  soil  there  should  be  more  persons 
cultivating  small  holdings,  and  espe- 
cially  that  the  number  of  allotments 
should  be  increased  as  far  as  possible. 
These  are  not  late  views,  {_A  laugh.'}  I 
do  not  know  why  the  hon.  Member 
for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  should 
laugh. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  :  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  was  not 
laughing  at  anything  which  fell  from 
him. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  one  can  antici- 
pate that  hon.  Members  should  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  antecedents  of  every 
Member  of  this  House.  But  I  wish  to 
state  it  as  a  fact,  which  I  trust  my  hon. 
Friends  will  accept  from  me,  that  lon^ 
before  the  recent  agitation  I  had  stated 
in  public  over  and  over  again  this  view 
— that  I  am  entirely  in  favour  of  the 
multiplication  of  the  number  of  owners, 
and  also  entirely  in  favour  of  the  sys- 
tem of  allotments;  and  if  this  Motion 
went  no  further  than  this — than  to  ex- 
press, as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  has  ex- 
pressed to  the  House  this  evening,  the 
opinion  that  the  divorce  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  from  the  soil  was  a  cala- 
mity to  this  country — if  that  mere  ab- 
stract proposition  was  in  this  Motion,  I 
should  vote  for  it  with  as  great  en- 
thusiasm as  any  hon.  Member  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  That  would 
be  perfectly  useless. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  That  would  be  per- 
fectly useless,  says  my  hon.  Friend.  Bat 
it  was  because  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Ijothian  considered 
that  to  be  the  point  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Motion  that  he  has  consented  to 
vote  for  it  this  evening. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  I  did  not 
mean  to  say  it  would  be  perfectly  use- 
less ;  but  I  intended  to  imply  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  Tote  for  it 
if  it  would  be  perfectly  useless. 
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hands    of    the    Local    Authorities,    is 
surrounded  with  so  much  expense,   so 
much  danger,  so  much  liability  to  job- 
bing, so  much  liability  to  parish  squab- 
bling and  dispute,  that  I  fear  the  excel- 
lent intentions  of  my  hon.  Friend  will 
fail,  and  that  he  may  have  a  vast  ma- 
chinery raising  great  hopes  in  the  minds 
of  the  agricultural  popidation,  and  that 
those  hopes,   when  we  come  to  work 
them  out  in  a  Bill,  will  not  be  fulfilled. 
Those,  therefore,  are  just  as  much  the 
friends    of    the    agricultural  labourers 
who  say  that  they  are  against  this  pro- 
posal,  and  do  not  believe  it  will    be 
effectual,  as  those  who  put  it  before  the 
House  with  a  light  heart.     But  there 
was  another  point  in  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  to    which  I   wish  to    be 
allowed   to  allude.     He  spoke   of  the 
right    of   the    labourers    to   the  land. 
Then,  are  the  Local  Authorities  to  have 
no  option  in  the  matter  ?  I  ask,  how  will 
-it  be  if  the  Local  Authorities  do  not  give 
effect  to  the  notidn  that  the  labourers 
have  a  right  to  the  land  ?    If  they  are 
frightened  at  the  expense,  and  do  not 
give  effect  to  the   notion   of  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  labourers  have  a  right 
to  the  land,  is  it  not  dangerous  to  use 
language  in  this  House,  and  to  endorse 
that  language  by  a  Resolution  passed  by 
a  majority  of  this  House,  which  will 
convey  the  impression  that  we  believe 
that  the  labourers  have  a  right  to  the 
land,  and  then  leave  it  to  the  Local  Au- 
thorities, who  may  give  effect  to  it,  or 
who  may  adopt  a  very  different  prin- 
ciple ?    I  am  as  anxious  as  anyone  that 
the  labourer  should  have  the  land  ;  but 
it  is  not  only  a  question  of  the  rights  of 
agricultural  labourers,  but  of  the  town 
artizans  that  is  concerned.     I  ask  the 
hon.  Member,  and  those  who  are  going 
to  support  his  Amendment,  whether  they 
hold  that  in  towns  all  the  artizans  have 
a  right  to  their  tenements  ?    The  agri- 
cultural labourer,  my  hon.  Friend  may 
contend,  cannot  live  without  the  land. 
He  is  depressed  in  his  condition,  and  the 
House  desires  to  raise  his  status;  and 
therefore  my  hon.  Friend  says  he  has  a 
right  to  the  land.    But  are  there  not 
tens  of  thousands  of  artizans  in  the  large 
towns  who  wish  to  have  their  tenements 
at  a  fair  and  equitable  rent  ?    And  then 
is  the  next  step  to  be,  when  we  pass 
from  the  fair  and  equitable  rent  for 
agricultural  land,  a  fair  and  equitable 
rent  for  house  property  for  the  artizans  ? 


I  notice  that  cheers  are  no  longer  general 
from  hon.  Members  around  me ;  and  I 
should  like  to  know  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend   the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  whether,  if  a  proposition 
had  been  made  that  the  artizans  in  the 
towns  were  entitled  to  a  fair  and  equi- 
table rent  for  their  tenements,  he  would 
have  endorsed  it  ?    But  see  the  danger 
we  are  incurring  when  we  embark  upon 
the  question  on  the  ground  of  right.     Is 
it  not  certain  that  the  artizans  in  the 
towns  would  follow  out  this  concession 
as  to  right,  and  would  say  you  must 
regulate  the  rents  of  our  tenements  for 
us  in  the  towns  on  the  same  principle  as 
you  regulate  those  of  the  agricultural 
labourer  ?    I  know  men  in  this  House 
who   are  perfectly  prepared  to  under- 
take a  measure  of  that  kind.     But  if 
that  is  not  the  view  of  the  majority,  I 
ask  is  it  wise — is  it  not  in  contraven- 
tion of  all  past  traditions  of  both  sides 
of    this    House  —  that  the  community 
should  undertake  this  great  task,  which 
my  right  hon. — my  triumphant  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  has  called  "  restoring 
the  labourer  to  the  land?"     Are  we 
going  to  embark  upon  that  course  ?  The 
right  hon.   Member  for   Mid  Lothian 
quoted  an  old  Statute  of  about  70  years 
ago  to  show  that  there  was  nothing  new 
in  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Statute  of  George  III.  had  for  its  object 
the  very  aim  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.     But  why  should 
this  old  Act  be  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  if  it  has  not 
been  successful  ?    I  am  opposed  to  the 
Hesolution  and  to  the  measures  of  my 
hon.   Friend,   because    I    believe  that 
past   legislation  in  that  direction  has 
failed.     [Mr.  Jesse  Collings  :  No  ;  it 
was  not  compulsory.]     Yes;  my  hon. 
Friend   says    it   was  not    compulsory. 
But  then  compulsion  is  the  very  point 
which  has  been  reserved  by  my  right 
hon.    Friend    the    Member    for    Mid 
Lothian.     My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  have  achieved  great 
things  already  in  introducing  the  articles 
of  their  unauthorized  programme  into 
our  discussions ;  but  they  have  not  yet 
succeeded  in  inducing   the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  accept  the 
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can  fancy  that  many  landlords  who  are 
now  prepared  to  give  allotments  might 
much  prefer  that  they  should  sell  their 
laud  to  the  community,  and  that  then 
the  community  should  undertake  all  the 
disagreeable  labour  of  collecting  the 
rents  from  the  tenants  of  all  those  small 
allotments.  I  think  you  would  remove 
a  great  part  of  the  duty  from  the  land- 
lords, and  would  remove  from  them  that 
to  which  I  attach  the  greatest  import- 
ance— namely,  the  sense  of  duty  that 
they  ought  to  give  these  allotments. 
[**  No  !  "]  Surely,  although  they  may 
disagree  with  me,  hon.  Members  will 
see  that  that  is  an  extremely  probable 
result.  Do  you  believe  that  if  the 
State  or  the  community  comes  in  and 
says,  **  On  me  rests  the  responsibi- 
lity of  carrying  out  this  movement/' 
you  will  not  discourage  the  individual 
action  of  tho  landlords?  [*'No!"] 
That  may  be  a  matter  of  opinion ;  but, 
conscientiously  holding  it,  lam  bound  to 
believe  that  it  will  discourage  the  sense 
of  duty  and  responsibility  on  the  part  of 
the  landlords,  and  I  am  bound  to  express 
that  opinion  to  the  House.  Then,  if  the 
House  will  permit  me,  I  will  enter  for  a 
moment  upon  another  question — Are  we 
certain  that  this  machinery  would  suc- 
ceed ?  It  may  be  an  extremely  costly 
process.  We  have  had  to-night  a  curi- 
ous proposition  put  before  us — ^namely, 
that  the  small  freeholders  have  done 
worse  during  the  late  agricultural  de- 
pression than  the  other  farmers  of  small 
holdings.  Why  should  a  man  who  pays 
no  rent  fare  worse  than  the  man  who 
has  to  pay  rent?  Here  are  holdings 
farmed  by  individuals  who  have  no  rent 
to  pay,  and  yet  it  is  said  that  they  have 
not  done  so  well  as  those  who  pay  rent. 
Why  is  that  so?  I  can  imagine  one 
good  reason  for  it ;  and  it  is  that,  in  re- 
gard to  those  small  holdings,  the  re- 
pairs have  to  be  done  by  the  landlords, 
and  the  farm  buildings  have  to  bo  looked 
after,  and  that  all  those  various  items 
of  expenditure  the  landlord  has  to  bear, 
while  the  tenant  of  the  small  holding 
has  only  to  look  after  his  own  affairs  ; 
whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  the  small 
freeholder  has  to  pay  for  the  repairs 
himself.  What,  then,  is  the  result? 
On  the  small  holdings,  under  your  pro- 
posed system,  who  is  to  do  the  landlord's 
repairs  ?  Suppose  you  have  got  in  some 
neighbourhood  40  or  50  small  holdings,  I 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  who  is  to  do  the  land- 
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lord's  repairs  ?  I  cannot  get  an  answer 
from  my  hon.  Friend.  I  am  not  going 
to  be  so  discourteous  as  to  press  him  for 
an  answer;  but  I  will  repeat — who  is 
to  do  the  repairs  ?  I  will  tell  him  who 
would  have  to  do  them.  They  would 
have  to  be  done  by  the  landlord.  And 
who,  under  this  plan,  is  the  landlord  ? 
The  community — ^that  is,  the  ratepayers. 
Then,  I  ask,  in  those  small  holdings,  if 
there  are  to  bo  any  farm  buildings  on 
them  at  all  ?  Are  the  ratepayers,  com- 
posed of  all  classes  of  the  community, 
to  step  in  and  make  the  landlord's  re- 
pairs on  all  of  them  ?  And  are  the 
Local  Authorities  to  do  all  the  jobs  on 
the  farm  ?  Are  they  to  see  to  the  drain- 
age ?  Are  you  to  have  an  army  of  In- 
spectors and  officials  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rities who  are  to  do  all  these  jobs  ?  I 
say  it  is  a  far  more  serious  thing  for  the 
Local  Authorities  to  undertake  this  work 
than  the  hon.  Member  who  proposes  this 
abstract  Besolution  seems  to  imply  in 
the  Eesolution.  I  ask  mv  hon.  Friend, 
as  a  candid  man,  whether  I  am  not  en- 
titled to  put  to  him  this  question  ?  [Mr. 
Jesse  Colltngs  :  No !]  My  hon.  Fnend 
says  that  I  am  not  entitled  to  put  it. 
Then  I  must  say  that  he  has  the  courage 
of  his  opinions.  [Mr.  Jesse  CoLLmos  : 
Mere  rhetoric]  I  should  like,  however, 
to  press  this  matter,  and  to  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  for  an  answer.  My  point  is  this — 
the  repairs  must  be  done  by  somebody. 
You  tnay  say  that  the  tenant  can  do 
them  himself.  If  so,  then  he  will  be 
in  the  position  of  the  freeholder,  who 
has  not  succeeded.  The  answer  must 
be  either  that  the  tenants  must  un- 
dertake the  repairs  themselves,  or  tho 
Local  Authorities  are  to  do  them ;  and 
I  submit  the  point  of  my  argument 
to  the  House,  to  the  country,  and  to 
the  ratepayers  at  large — namely,  that 
any  system  under  which  the  ratepayers 
are  to  become  the  landlords  of  these 
small  holdings  will  involve  them  in  a 
very  considerable  expense  indeed — will 
involve  them — and  here  is  my  point — 
in  so  large  an  expenditure,  and  in  so 
much  liability,  that  I  doubt  whether 
much  will  come  of  the  proposals  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  have  argued  against 
the  substitution  of  the  community  for 
the  individual  for  the  performance  of 
a  duty  which  the  individual  ought  to 
perform  himself.  I  go  beyond  that, 
and  I  say  that  the  whole  business  of 
landowning,   if    you    put  it  into  the 
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hands  of  the  Local  Authorities,  is 
sarrounded  with  so  much  expense,  so 
much  danger,  so  much  liability  to  job- 
bing, so  much  liability  to  parish  squab- 
bling and  dispute,  that  I  fear  the  excel- 
lent intentions  of  my  hon.  Friend  will 
fail,  and  that  he  may  have  a  vast  ma- 
chinery raising  great  hopes  in  the  minds 
of  the  agricultural  population,  and  that 
those  hopes,  when  we  come  to  work 
them  out  in  a  Bill,  will  not  be  fulfilled. 
Those,  therefore,  are  just  as  much  the 
friends  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
who  say  that  they  are  against  this  pro- 
posal, and  do  not  believe  it  will  be 
effectual,  as  those  who  put  it  before  the 
House  with  a  light  heart.  But  there 
was  another  point  in  the  speech  of  my 
bon.  Friend  to  which  I  wish  to  be 
allowed  to  allude.  He  spoke  of  the 
right  of  the  labourers  to  the  land. 
Then,  are  the  Local  Authorities  to  have 
no  option  in  the  matter  ?  I  ask,  how  will 
-  it  be  if  the  Local  Authorities  do  not  give 
effect  to  the  notidn  that  the  labourers 
have  a  right  to  the  land  ?  If  they  are 
frightened  at  the  expense,  and  do  not 
give  effect  to  the  notion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  labourers  have  a  right 
to  the  land,  is  it  not  dangerous  to  use 
language  in  this  House,  and  to  endorse 
that  language  by  a  Besolution  passed  by 
a  majority  of  this  House,  which  will 
convey  the  impression  that  we  believe 
that  the  labourers  have  a  right  to  the 
land,  and  then  leave  it  to  the  Local  Au- 
thorities, who  may  give  effect  to  it,  or 
who  may  adopt  a  very  different  prin- 
ciple ?  I  am  as  anxious  as  anyone  that 
the  labourer  should  have  the  land  ;  but 
it  is  not  only  a  question  of  the  rights  of 
agricultural  labourers,  but  of  the  town 
artizans  that  is  concerned.  I  ask  the 
hon.  Member,  and  those  who  are  going 
to  support  his  Amendment,  whether  they 
hold  that  in  towns  all  the  artizans  have 
a  right  to  their  tenements  ?  The  agri- 
cultural labourer,  my  hon.  Friend  may 
contend,  cannot  live  without  the  land. 
He  is  depressed  in  his  condition,  and  the 
House  desires  to  raise  his  status;  and 
therefore  my  hon.  Friend  says  he  has  a 
right  to  the  land.  But  are  there  not 
tens  of  thousands  of  artizans  in  the  large 
towns  who  wish  to  have  their  tenements 
at  a  fair  and  equitable  rent  ?  And  then 
is  the  next  step  to  be,  when  we  pass 
from  the  fair  and  equitable  rent  for 
agricultural  land,  a  fair  and  equitable 
rent  for  house  property  for  the  artizans  ? 


I  notice  that  cheers  are  no  longer  general 
from  hon.  Members  around  me ;  and  I 
should  like  to  know  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  whether,  if  a  proposition 
had  been  made  that  the  artizans  in  the 
towns  were  entitled  to  a  fair  and  equi- 
table rent  for  their  tenements,  he  would 
have  endorsed  it  ?  But  see  the  danger 
we  are  incurring  when  we  embark  upon 
the  question  on  the  ground  of  right.  Is 
it  not  certain  that  the  artizans  in  the 
towns  would  follow  out  this  concession 
as  to  right,  and  would  say  you  must 
regulate  the  rents  of  our  tenements  for 
us  in  the  towns  on  the  same  principle  as 
you  regulate  those  of  the  agricultural 
labourer  ?  I  know  men  in  this  House 
who  are  perfectly  prepared  to  under- 
take a  measure  of  that  kind.  But  if 
that  is  not  the  view  of  the  majority,  I 
ask  is  it  wise — is  it  not  in  contraven- 
tion of  all  past  traditions  of  both  sides 
of  this  House  —  that  the  community 
should  undertake  this  great  task,  which 
my  right  hon. — my  triumphant  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  has  called  '*  restoring 
the  labourer  to  the  land?"  Are  we 
going  to  embark  upon  that  course  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
quoted  an  old  Statute  of  about  70  years 
ago  to  show  that  there  was  nothing  new 
in  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Statute  of  George  III.  had  for  its  object 
the  very  aim  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.  But  why  should 
this  old  Act  be  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  if  it  has  not 
been  successful  ?  I  am  opposed  to  the 
Hesolution  and  to  the  measures  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  because  I  believe  that 
past  legislation  in  that  direction  has 
failed.  [Mr.  Jessk  Collings  :  No;  it 
was  not  compulsory.]  Yes;  my  hon. 
Friend  says  it  was  not  compulsory. 
But  then  compulsion  is  the  very  point 
which  has  been  reserved  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  have  achieved  great 
things  already  in  introducing  the  articles 
of  their  unauthorized  programme  into 
our  discussions ;  but  they  have  not  yet 
succeeded  in  inducing  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  accept  the 

IFourth  Night.'] 


503 


Address  in 


{00MM0N8} 


Answer  to  Her 


504 


principle  of  compulsion ;  and  if  there  is 
no  compulsion,  then  the  proposals  of  my 
rig^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  "West 
Birming^hara  will  share  the  fate  of  the 
Act  of  Georp^e  III.  "With  the  experience 
of  that  Act  before  us,  I  ask  is  it  wise  to 
embark  afresh  upon  this  legislation? 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Make  it  compul- 
sory."] Yes;  with  compulsion  you  will 
do  much.  But  is  the  Liberal  Party  pro- 
pared  to  adopt  the  principle  of  compul- 
sion ?  [**  Yes  !  "]  That  is  not  a  general 
cheer.  Nor  do  I  observe  a  cheer  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  If  compulsion  is  intro- 
duced, well  and  good ;  you  may  run 
great  danger,  at  the  same  time  you  may 
give  some  effect  to  the  proposals  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich. '  \  But  if  there 
is  no  compulsion,  you  wilFbe  simply 
stopping  what  is  now  in  progress  in  the 
way  of  development,  without  having  the 
advantage  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posals. I  must  thank  the  House  for 
having  listened  to  what  I  have,  most 
reluctantly,  laid  before  them — namely, 
an  economical  argument  upon  a  night 
when  the'  fate  of  the  Government  is  at 
stake ;  but  I  wish  to  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  I  will  protest,  with  all  the  energy 
in  me,  against  any  charge  that  may  be 
made  against  me,  that  because  I  and 
those  who  think  with  me  may  vote 
against  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
we  are,  therefore,  wanting  in  sympathy 
with  the  objects  ho  has  at  heart,  or  at 
all  wanting  in  sympathy  with  Libe- 
ralism. I  want  to  know  since  when 
this  proposal  formed  part  of  the  creed 
of  the  general  Liberal  Party  ?  [**0h ! "] 
If  I  am  challenged  upon  this  point  I  am 
perfectly  prepared  to  take  up  the  chal- 
lenge. I  ask  what  was  the  date  of  the 
conversion — if  they  are  converted— -of 
the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  upon 
this  question  ?  If  this  proposal  is  to  be 
part  of  the  creed  of  the  Liberal  Party,  I 
ask  why  was  it  not  included  among  the 
points  of  the  Manifesto  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian? 
Why  were  there  not  five  points  instead 
of  four  in  that  Manifesto  ?  I  protest 
against  any  charge  that  may  be  made 
against  any  who,  like  myself,  pleaded 
before  our  constituencies  the  cause  of 
freedom  and  of  free  contract — the  cause 
of  individual  duty  against  the  duty  of 
the  State — that  because  we  cannot  go 
into  the  same  Lobby  on  this  question, 
after  three  days  of  the  Session;  we  are 
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wanting  in  allegiance  to  the  Liberal 
Party.  I  believe  that  everyone  on  this 
occasion  is  entitled  to  vote  precisely 
as  he  chooses.  It  is  not  included — it 
cannot  be  included — in  the  authorita- 
tive programme  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
because,  if  it  wore  so,  my  right  hon. 
Friends — those  of  them  who  have  been 
silent  on  this  point  during  the  late 
Elections — would  have  felt  it  their  duty 
to  plead  it  before  the  country  at  the 
time,  and  then  the  electors  who  went  to 
the  poll  and  who  returned  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  this  House  would  have  known 
whether  or  not  they  were  voting  for  a 
compulsory  system  of  allotments  and 
free  holdings,  and  adopting  practically 
the  programme  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  and  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings). 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin)  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  excessively  miserable  condi- 
tion of  5,000,000  or  6,000,000  of  the 
French  peasantry ;  but  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  ad- 
duce anything  in  the  shape  of  facts  to 
illustrate  that  misery.  There  is,  how- 
ever, this  fact  by  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  could 
illustrate  it  beyond  the  possibility  of  con- 
tradiction— namely,  that  in  1871,  when 
the  great  French  Loan  was  contracted,  it 
was  nearly  all  subscribed  for  in  France 
by  the  very  peasantry  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  to-night  pictured  as 
being  in  exceeding  misery  on  their  small 
holdings.  There  are  one  or  two  matters 
which  have  been  raised  this  evening 
which  seem  to  me  to  demand  a  little 
attention.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Spalding  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Finch-Hatton)  has  invited  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  not  to  proceed  to  a 
division  on  the  ground  that  tho  issue 
which  is  raised  is  not  what  he  calls  the 
main  issue.  Why,  in  every  election 
contest  in  the  country  this  very  question 
was  raised  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
and  by  many  candidates  who  are  not 
there  now,  in  the  hope  of  casting  ridicule 
upon  the  Liberal  Parky.  If,  then,  it  is 
not  the  main  issue,  I  know  not  what  is. 
What  is  the  main  issue  ?  Is  it  some- 
thing sprung  upon  us  because  the  Cabi- 
net has  collapsed,  and  desires  to  find  a 
new  issue  to  relieve  them  in  the  oonntxy 
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£rom  the  difficulties  of  their  present 
position  ?    Were  it  not  for  one  or  two 
words  which  have  been  spoken  with 
authority  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House,  and 
which  demand  some  reply,  I  would  leave 
the  matter  here.     But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  asked  whether  labourers 
have  rights  to  land,  and  whether  artizans 
in  towns  have  rights  ?    Surely  artizans 
in  towns  and  labourers  in  the  country 
have  a  right  to  life.  Life — not  all  endur- 
ance from  day  to  day ;  life  not  mere  suf- 
fering and  the  dragging  on  of  an  exist- 
ence from  week  to  week ;   but  life  with 
some  real  pleasure  an.d  comfort  in  it.  The 
country  must  be  poor  indeed  which  cannot 
give  that  life.     The  land  hitherto  has 
been  held  by  the  landlords  under  re- 
strictive laws,  which  have  given  the  la- 
bourers but  little  freedom  beyond  the  mere 
right  to  exist;  and  the  amount  of  misery 
produced  in   the  country  has  been   so 
terrible  that  a  Eeturn  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  in  1867  shows  such  a  state 
of  our  agricultural  population  as  would 
be  a  disgrace  to  any  civilized  country  in 
the  world.     A  lamented  Bishop  recently 
deceased — [^4  laugh'] — whom  1  honour, 
although  other  hon.  Members  may  not 
— placed  on  record  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  population  in  the  Eastern 
and  Southern  districts  of  England  in 
words  so  terrible  that  if  they  did  not 
come  from  a  high  authority  it  would  be 
impossible  to  believe  them.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  if  there  has  not 
been  some  improvement?    Yes;  there 
have  been  improvements  ;  but  to  whom 
are  thanks  due  ?   To  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers themselves  and  not  to  the  land- 
lords, who  remained  deaf  and  dumb  and 
motionless  until  the   ghost  of  a  vote 
frightened  them  in  their  sleep.     The 
improvements  never  came  until  the  agri- 
cultural  labourers    united  themselves, 
and  they  have  slowly  come  since  the 
agricultural  labourers  united  themselves. 
['*No!"]     Either  hon.  Members  who 
shout   **No!"  have  not  made  them- 
selves acquainted  with  the  facts,  or  they 
desire  to  ignore  them.     Unfortunately, 
the  facts  are  beyond  dispute,  and  we 
are  asked  now  whether  compulsion  is  to 
be  used  towards  the  owners  of  the  land  ? 
Why  not?    The  landlords  have  com- 
pelled the  labourers  as  long  as  they 
dare ;  they  have  held  them  down  by  law 
as  long  as  they  could ;  and  now  there  is 
an  endeavour,  on  the  part  of  those  who 


have  votes,  to  free  themselves.  And 
now  the  very  remedy  the  landlords  have 
employed  is  complained  of,  and  they 
resent  every  proposal  to  apply  the  lash 
they  have  so  remorselessly  used  them- 
selves. [-4  laugh."]  I  am  not  astonished 
that  hon.  Members  laugh  at  these  things, 
because  it  shows  one  of  two  things— 
either  that  they  have  not  made  them- 
selves acquainted  with  the  condition  of 
the  people  upon  whom  they  live,  or  that 
they  are  williDg,  for  the  sake  of  a  Party 
vote,  for  the  moment  to  ignore  it.  It 
is  my  intention  to  go  into  the  Lobby  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Oollings) ;  and  I  will  only  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  there  is  one  item  of  re- 
pairs neglected  by  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  and  that 
is  the  impossibility,  in  any  bill  of  re- 
pairs, of  rehabilitating  a  shattered 
Cabinet. 

Mr.  long  :  I  should  be  sorry  to 
detain  the  House  at  any  length,  and 
should  not  have  risen  only  that  I  desire 
to  say  a  word  in  answer  to  the  charge 
which  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh). 
The  hon.  Member  says  it  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  say  **  No  "  when  he  charges  the 
landlords  with  never  having  moved  hand 
or  foot  in  support  of  the  labourers.  I 
admit  that  shouting  ^*  No  I "  is  not  a 
sufficient  answer;  but  I  could  produce 
proof  that,  somewhat  more  than  40 
years  ago,  the  landlords  did  their  best 
to  help  their  labourers  by  providing 
suitable  allotments  at  fair  and  just 
rents.  I  feel  sure  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) 
will  himself  admit  that  the  charge  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
made  is,  in  the  case  of  many  landlords, 
most  unjust.  I  admit  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
action  of  the  hon.  Member  to-night; 
and,  for  my  own  part,  I  have  always 
been  a  cordial  supporter  of  the  system 
of  allotments,  and  even  of  small  hold- 
ings. I  should  not,  however,  have  risen 
at  this  late  hour  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  challenge  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  which  made  me  anxious 
to  express  my  regret  that  in  supporting 
a  Motion  like  this,  which  he  ought  to 
have  advocated  in  a  non-Party  spirit  for 
the  benefit  of  the  community  at  large, 
he  should  have  taken  advantage  of  the 
occasion,  under  the  pretence  of  ad- 
vancing the  labourers'  interests,  for  the 
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purpose  of  making  an  unjust  attack 
upon  landlords  who  have  always  done 
their  best  to  improve  the  condition  of 
their  agricultural  constituents. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  rose  after  a  pause,  during 
which  Mr.  Speaker  again  put  the  Ques- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Qentleman  said: 
I  waited,  Sir,  until  you  put  the  Ques- 
tion, because  I  certainly  supposed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
would,  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  have 
given  his  opinions  to  the  House ;  and  I 
more  especially  thought  so  after  the 
challenge  that  has  been  thrown  down, 
in  no  ambiguous  language,  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen),  who  sits  on 
the  same  Bench  with  himself,  and  who 
is  one  of  the  Members  of  the  same 
Party.  The  speech  of  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  one  of  the  most 
interesting  delivered  in  the  course  of  a 
most  interesting  debate.  I  shall  have 
something  to  say,  although  not  much,  in 
regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  later  on ;  but  the  chief  interest 
of  that  speech  to  those  who  sit  on  the 
Government  Benches  consists  in  the  fact 
that  it  was  the  concluding  scene  of  a 
drama  which  has  been  acted  during 
the  past  six  months,  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham have  been  struggling  together  over 
the  body  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). The  result  of  that  struggle  was 
long  ambiguous.  We  did  not  know 
which  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  pull 
the  hardest,  and  which  would  come 
triumphant  out  of  the  contest.  I  appre- 
hend that  the  doubt  has  this  evening 
been  settled  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Edinburgh 
admitting  himself  to  be  beaten.  He 
has  relinquished  the  last  hold  on  the 
body  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  he  has 
surrendered  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
body  and  soul,  to  the  care  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  Now,  Sir,  the  accusation 
levelled  against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  this  debate  is  that  we  have 
not,  in  the  course  of  the  Queen's  Speech, 
announced  to  the  House  that  we  were 

Mr.  L(mg 


going  to  bring  forward  measures  to 
relieve  that  agricultural  distress,  the 
gravity  of  which  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
has  acknowledged.  Sir,  what  founda- 
tion is  there  for  that  charge  ?  There 
are  no  fewer  than  four  measures  men- 
tioned in  the  Queen's  Speech  which 
have  a  direct  bearing  on  the  question 
before  the  House,  and  dealing  with  the 
tenure  of  land  in  this  country,  and  the 
condition  of  those  classes  who  depend  upon 
land.  We' have,  in  the  first  place,  made 
an  announcement  that  the  incidence  of 
rating  is  going  to  be  altered.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  boldly  assumes  that  any  mea- 
sure for  altering  the  incidence  of  rating 
proposed  from  this  side  of  the  House 
would  be  of  a  nature  to  take  the  rates 
off  the  land  and  throw  them  upon  la- 
bour. What  right  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  that  rash  assump- 
tion ?  Until  he  sees  the  measure  before 
the  House,  it  would  be  well  for  him  not 
to  assume  that  the  Government  mean 
to  carry  out  the  programme  which  he 
has  been  good  enough  to  lay  down  for 
them.  Then  there  is  the  Bill  dealing 
with  the  sale  of  glebe  lands;  the  Bill 
dealing  with  land  transfer,  which  is 
made  a  cardinal  point  in  the  Royal 
Speech ;  and  no  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
will,  I  presume,  have  tJie  hardihood  to 
say  that  a  Bill  for  facilitating  land  trans- 
fer is  not  likely  to  be  for  the  benefit  of 
the  agricultural  labourer.  Then,  finally, 
we  have  a  Bill  which,  more  than  any 
other,  bears  on  this  question — the  Local 
Government  Bill.  When  that  Bill 
comes  before  the  House,  if  ever  it  does 
come,  hon.  Gentlemen  will  be  in  a  better 
position  than  now  to  judge  how  far  the 
Government  mean  to  deal  with  this 
question.  As  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  in  his  admirable  speech  at  the 
beginning  of  this  debate,  pointed  out, 
there  are  two  questions  which  have  been 
brought  before  the  House  about  which 
absolute  confusion  seems  to  reign  in  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. There  is  the  question  of  allotments 
on  the  one  side,  and  on  the  other  that 
of  small  freeholds  and  small  tenancies. 
Not  only  are  those  questions  totally  dis- 
tinct, but  they  belong,  in  my  opinion, 
to  totally  different  provinces  of  legisla- 
tion. Allotments,  like  sanitary  ques- 
tions, are  connected  with  the  general 
comfort  and  well-being  of  the  j>opiila- 
tion.    Dealing  with  allotments  will  not 
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be  an  attempt  artificially  to  alter  the 
natural  channels  in  which  industry  is 
flowing.  But  to  substitute  small  free- 
holds for  large  freeholds,  and  small 
holdings  for  large  holdings,  though  I 
should  agree  with  those  who  have 
spoken  this  evening  that  thereby  great 
stability  might  be  given  to  our  institu- 
tions, and  great  solidity  to  the  bases  of 
our  society,  is  a  question  belonging  to 
an  entirely  different  province  of  legisla- 
tion, and  one  which  should  be  en- 
tered into  by  a  Government  with  the 
utmost  caution.  It  will  be  admitted, 
I  think,  that  any  effort  to  alter 
artificially  the  channels  in  which  a 
great  industry  should  flow  should  have 
in  its  favour  a  great  primd  facie  case.  Is 
there  a  great  primd  facie  case  for  the 
Qt>vemment  at  once  taking  in  hand  a 
measure  for  a  great  multiplication  of 
freeholds  and  small  farms?  We  have 
ample  means  of  making  a  comparative 
estimate  of  the  systems  of  tenure  by 
looking  on  the  Continent,  seeing  what 
is  going  on  there,  and  comparing  it  with 
what  is  going  on  here.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  spoke  of  the  labourer 
being  divorced  from  the  soil ;  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  brought  forward 
this  Motion  described  the  labourer  in 
the  present  circumstances  in  England  as 
being  in  a  state  of  dependence.  In  what 
way,  I  ask,  is  the  agricultural  labourer 
divorced  from  the  soil  any  more  than 
the  miner  is  divorced  from  his  colliery, 
or  the  cotton  spinner  from  the  mills  in 
which  he  works  ?  Is  it  degrading  for 
an  Englishman  to  work  for  weekly 
wages?  If  it  is  not  degrading,  then 
why  do  hon.  Members  apply  these 
depreciatory  epithets  to  that  great  mass 
of  our  fellow-countrymen  who,  like  the 
artizans  in  the  towns,  and  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  in  the  country,  are  work- 
ing for  weekly  wages  ?  I  quite  agree 
that  we  should  endeavour  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer ;  but  is  it  certain  that  their  con- 
dition would  be  improved  by  a  Bill 
which  would  produce  a  large  increase  of 
small  holdings  and  small  farms  ?  I  wish 
to  lay  before  the  House  one  or  two  facts 
which  ought  to  convince  hon.  Members 
that  they  should  pause  before  any  such 
legislation  is  imdertaken.  In  the  most 
prosperous  Provinces  of  France,  where 
these  small  tenements  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman speaks  so  highly  of  exist  in  large 
numbers,  I  find  that  ihe  weekly  wages 


amount,   in  some  cases,  to  8«.  bd.^   in 

others  to  8«.  ^d,  and  8«.  2(^.,  and  in  some 

districts  the  labourer  gets  Is,  per  day. 

When  I  heard  the   hon.  Member  for 

North- West  Norfolk   (Mr.  Arch),  who 

made    an    admirable    and    interesting 

speech,  describe  how  hard  it  is   for  a 

labourer  to  live  on  14«.  a-week,  I  was 

reminded  of  a   sentence    in  a   French 

treatise  relating  to  Normandy,  in  which 

the  writer  enthusiastically  says — 

'*In  these  districts  wages  are  13«.  a-week. 
Is  not  that  enough  to  produce  contentment  and 
harmony  between  the  labourer  and  farmer  ?  " 

Such,  Sir,  is  the  condition  of  the  la- 
bourer in  the  most  favoured  Provinces 
of  France,  where  these  small  holdings 
flourish.  As  I  am  on  this  subject,  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  while  it 
is  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  says,  that  there  are 
8,000,000  peasant  proprietors  in  France, 
it  is  also  true  that  3,000,000  of  them 
are  too  poor  to  pay  taxes.  On  the 
ground  of  indigence,  they  are  excused 
from  paying  taxes.  When  I  am  told 
that  the  English  labourer  is  ill-housed 
and  ill-lodged — a  proposition  which  may 
be  true  partially  of  certain  districts  in 
the  country,  but  which  emphatically  is 
not  true  as  a  general  proposition  dealing 
with  the  whole  country — ^I  am  reminded 
of  descriptions  of  the  average  peasant 
house  in  Normandy.  These  descriptions 
are  given  by  the  same  authority  I  have 
already  quoted — an  authority  not  an 
enemy  to  small  holdings — who  says 
that  the  peasants  live  in  houses  narrow, 
low,  inconvenient,  dirty,  and  unwhole- 
some. Then,  again,  let  me  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  a  Commis- 
sioner sent  out  in  connection  with  the 
Agricultural  Commission  describes  the 
system  of  small  holdings  in  Belgium  to 
be  one  of  high  rent  and  low  wages.  I 
am  not  saying  that,  on  general,  social 
grounds,  I  do  not  desire  to  see  a  large 
increase  in  small  freeholds  and  small 
tenures ;  but  I  am  trying  to  explaiu  to 
the  House  that  in  making  a  compara- 
tive survey  of  coimtries  where  these 
small  tenures  exist,  and  of  this  coun- 
try, there  is  nothing  to  convince  me 
that  the  one  is  so  superior  to  the  other 
as  to  induce  us  to  enter  upon  the 
difficult  and  almost  hopeless  task  of 
creating  such  tenures,  except  in  so  far 
as  this  result  would  naturally  follow  from 
increased  facilities  for  the  transfer  of 
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land.  So  much  for  tlie  first  part  of 
the  question.  I  now  como  to  what  is 
more  immediately  before  the  House — 
namely,  the  question  of  allotments ;  and 
I  have  here  to  supplement  the  statement 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  (Mr.  Chaplin).  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Grimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage)  boldly  assumed,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  that  there  has  been 
a  change  of  front  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  has  been  no 
change  of  front.  The  Government  pro- 
pose,  as  they  always  have  done,  that 
in  the  Bill  dealing  with  Local  Govern- 
ment power  should  be  given  to  the 
Local  Authority  to  be  constituted  by 
that  Bill  to  deal  with  this  question  of 
allotments.  It  is,  and  always  has  been, 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  give 
those  Local  Bodies  power  to  deal  with 
this  question.  I  feel  as  much  as  any 
man  in  the  House  the  force  of  the  criti- 
cisms passed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Goschen)  upon  any  attempt  to  give 
power  of  any  kind  to  the  Local  Authority 
to  deal  with  this  question.  But  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is 
nothing  new  in  English  legislation  to  give 
such  powers  to  Local  Bodies.  Powers  are 
already  given.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man alluded  to  the  Act  of  George  III. ; 
but  that  Act  is  not  the  only  one  relating 
to  this  point.  The  Act  of  George  III. 
was  amended  in  the  time  of  William  IV. ; 
but  the  Act  of  William  17.  is  not  the 
only  or  the  most  riecent  Act.  There  is 
still  another  Act,  which  was  passed  in 
1843,  which  gave  power  to  certain 
bodies  to  deal  with  parts  of  common 
lands,  and  let  them  out  as  allotments. 
If  there  is  any  fundamental  and  vital 
objection  to  the  possession  of  powers 
of  this  kind  by  a  public  authority,  that 
objection  clearly  would  apply  to  the 
case  of  those  authorities  who  have,  by 
the  Commons  Act,  power  to  deal  with 
these  questions.  The  Government  do 
not  conceive,  in  the  provision  which 
they  intend  to  submit,  that  they  have 
departed  from  the  sound  **  traditions 
of  English  legislation."  Now,  Sir, 
I  want  to  know  why  the  Government 
are  threatened  with  a  hostile  division 
because  they  have  not  mentioned  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  that  this  specific 
and  special  question  is  to  be  dealtj^with 
in  the  new  Local    Government   Bill? 

Mr.  A.  J.  Bal/our 


There  is  another  question  of  still  greater 
importance  than  the  question  of  allot- 
ments— the  question  of  temperance. 
Well,  this  has  not  been  mentioned  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  That  also  will  be 
dealt  with  by  the  new  Bill.  But  hon. 
Gentlemen  come  down  and  threatened 
the  Government  with  a  hostile  Motion, 
not  because  the  question  is  not  to  be 
dealt  with,  but  because  we  do  not 
catalogue  the  special  provisions,  in  detail, 
which  our  Bills  are  to  contain.  Is  that 
consistent  with  the  traditions  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone),  on  the  first 
night  of  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
used  these  words — 

"  I  wish  to  say  that,  so  far  as  is  possible, 
and  BO  far  as  I  may  venture  to  recommend  a 
practice  which  I  believe  to  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  House,  I  do  believe  it  is  best,  as  far  as 
we  can,  that  we  should  be  content  to  recognize 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  and  the  Address 
moved  in  consequence  of  it  as  presenting  to 
us  an  outline  of  what  we  have  to  do,  rather 
than  a  convenient  occasion  for  the  discussion 
of  the  several  parts  of  it  in  detail.*' 

I  wish  that  the  practice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  accordance  with  his 
theory.  The  Government  have  pre- 
sented in  outline,  as  recommended  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  measures  they 
wish  to  present  to  the  House  without 
giving  the  details;  and  because  we  have 
done  so  we  are  threatened  now  with  a 
hostile  vote.  Sir,  if  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  is 
simply  and  solely  to  benefit  the  agricul- 
tural labourer — if  he  has  nothing  in  view 
but  to  extend  the  system  of  allotments, 
would  not  his  best  course  have  been  to 
wait  until  the  time  comes  when  the  Go- 
vernment bring  in  their  measure,  and 
then  to  amend  it,  if  he  thought  it  re- 
quired amendment,  or  to  reject  it  if  he 
thought  it  deserved  rejection,  and  to 
substitute  something  else?  Can  any- 
thing, from  the  labourers'  point  of  view, 
be  gained  by  the  Amendment  now  be- 
fore us  ?  Absolutely  nothing.  Pass  this 
Amendment  to-night  by  what  majority 
you  choose,  and  not  a  single  labourer  in 
the  country  will  be  one  iota  nearer  to 
the  possession  of  his  allotment.  The 
fact  is  so  patent,  so  obvious,  that  I  am 
almost  tempted  to  conclude  that  those 
who  move  this  Amendment  and  those 
who  support  it  have  some  other  object 
in  view  than  that  which  lies  ostensibly 
on  the  face  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.     But  if  there  is  another 


613 


MqfMlyU  Mbit 


{  Jaiotaby  26, 1886} 


Gfraeious  8pe$ch.        514 


object  in  view,  as  may  be  inferred  from 
the  recent  conrereion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  the  doc- 
trines of  the  right  hon.    Member  for 
West    Birmingham    (Mr.    J.     Cham- 
berlain), that  object  is,  and  can  only 
be,   to  turn  out  the  Government  and 
come  in  themselves.    If    that    be  bo, 
would  it  not  have  been  more  simple — 
would  it  not  have  been  more  straight- 
forward, more  in  accordance  with  the 
traditions  of  the  House,  to  move  on  this 
Address  a  Vote  of  "  No  Confidence  "  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ?    The  Go- 
vernment tell  you  it  is  a  subject  with 
which  they  mean  to  deal  themselves. 
The  Government  tell  you  it  is  a  subject 
with  which    they  always  intended    to 
deal ;  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  are  deter- 
mined not  to  wait  to  see  their  proposals — 
if  their  object  is  to  hurl  the  Government 
from  their  places  and  come  in  them- 
selves, against  that  we  have  nothing 
to  say.     We  only  complain  of  the  means 
adopted  to  attain  that  end.    I  do  hope, 
in  order  to  preserve  intact  the  traditions 
of  the  House,  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
it  deals  with  the  Queen's  Speech,  it 
may  seem  good  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  to  withdraw  his  support 
to  the  Amendment,  and  to  bring  for- 
ward a  Yote,  at  a  later  stage  of  the 
debate,   which    would    raise    the  true 
issue  which  is  before  the  House.    Not 
the  issue  of  allotments,  but  the  issue 
of  Ireland — the  issue  of  Ireland,  which, 
while  you  have  the  agricultural    la- 
bourer and  his  fortunes  on  your  lips, 
during  the  whole  course  of  this  debate, 
I  doubt  not,  occupied  your  minds. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN: 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  opened  his  speech 
by  a  direct  challenge  to  myself,  and  an 
inquiry  as  to  why  I  had  not,  up  to  that 
moment,  addressed  the  House,  and 
favoured  hon.  Members  with  my  views 
on  this  subject.  Well,  Sir,  certainly 
I  thought  that  the  House,  and  all  who 
had  any  interest  in  this  matter,  were 
sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  opinions 
I  have  expressed  in  the  country  over 
and  over  again,  and  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  delay  the  House  from  a 
division  by  any  repetition  of  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  thinks 
that  I  was  called  on  to  do  so  after  the 

Seech  of  my  right  hon.   Friend  the 
ember    for    East    Edinburgh     (Mr. 
Goschen) ;  and  he  stated  that  my  right 
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hon.  Friend  made  a  direct  appeal  and 
challenge  to  me.    I  certainly  did  not 
understand  his  speech  in  that  light.     He 
ofifered  me  his  congratulations,  which  I 
accept  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  were 
offered;   and  he  repeated,  with   great 
eloquence  and  earnestness,   the  argu- 
ments against  the  proposals  I  have  sup- 
ported  in  the  country — arguments  to 
which  I  have  already,  again  and  again, 
replied  ;  and  the  only  new  point  in  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  the 
naive  and  ingenuous  expression  of  his 
disappointment  at    finding  that   three 
acres  and  a  cow  are  a  part  of  the  autho- 
rized programme.    My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  really  no  one  to  blame  but  himself 
for  the  disappointment  which  he  has 
experienced.    What  right    had   he  to 
say,  as  he  did  in  the  country,  that  the 
poposals  which  I  have  made  again  and 
again  in  favour  of  the  wider  distribution 
of  land,  and  for  increasing  the  facilities 
for  allotments  for  labourers — what  right 
had  he  ever  to  say  that  that  was  excluded 
from  the  authorized  programme  of  the 
Liberal  Party?    I  read  the  Manifesto 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  with  atleast 
the  same  attention  asmy  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Goschen) ;  and  I  found  in  it  a  statement 
that  the  Liberal  Party,  if  they  were  called 
into  Office,  would  be  prepared  to  bring  in 
a  great  scheme  of  Local  Government ; 
and  the  hope,  also,  that  it  might  be 
possible  to  extend    the  functions  and 
authority  of  those  Local  Bodies,  so  as 
to  secure  that  a  larger  number  of  per- 
sons should  be  placed  upon  the  land. 
Well,  Sir,  all  that  I  can  say  is  that, 
under   the    circumstances,    I    thought 
myself  justified  in  making  the  proposals 
which  I  have  made,  which  were  in  some 
sort  the  details  and  the  fringe  of  the 
great  programme  of  the  Liberal  Party ; 
and  if  it  was  not  included,  at  any  rate 
it  was  not  excluded ;  and  there  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  there  was  any 
other  Member  of   the  Liberal    Party 
except    my    right    hon.    Friend     (Mr. 
Goschen)   who  was  pledged  against  it. 
Well,  now.  Sir,  the  debate  has  shown 
that  I  was  right,   and  my  right  hon. 
Friend    was  wrong.    He  has  congra- 
tulated me,  and  I  sincerely  and  respect- 
fully condole  with  him.    And  if.  Sir,  I 
were  inclined  to  condole  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  when  he  made  his  own  con- 
fession, I  am  still  more  inclined  to  con- 
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dole  with  him  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour).  For  what  nas  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  ?  He  has  told 
us,  forsooth  !  that  it  was  always  the  in- 
tention of  the  Conservative  Government 
to  do  this  thing,  which  is,  in  the  eyes  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  greatest 
heresy  of  which  any  Government  can  be 
guilty — that  they  are  going  to  call  in 
the  aid  of  the  community  to  assist  indi- 
viduals in  doing  that  which  they  ought 
to  do  for  themselves.  They  are  going 
to  ask  the  community  to  undertake  the 
repairs  of  small  holdings,  and  they  are 
going  to  introduce  into  local  government 
jobbery  and  mismanagement.  And,  Sir, 
these  statements  have  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen)  has  promised 
to  vote  for  them.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
is  going  to  exchange  sides ;  but  I  do  not 
think  he  will  gain  much  by  the  exchange. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says 
this  has  always  been  the  intention  of  the 
Government.  Well,  Sir,  never  was  a 
secret  better  kept.  Why,  Sir,  what  hap- 
pened at  the  beginning  of  the  evening  ? 
We  listened  to  alengthy  and  most  earnest 
and  vigorous  speech  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
(Mr.  Chaplin) ;  and  not  one  suggestion, 
not  one  hint,  did  he  give  us  of  any  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Goyemment 
to  produce  this  great  scheme  for  faci- 
litating allotments  in  connection  with 
their  Local  Government  Bill.  Not  a  bit 
of  it.  Not  only  so ;  but  after  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) 
proposed  the  Amendment,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wound  up  his  eloquent  ora- 
tion by  saying — **  I  shall  meet,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  with  a  bold  and  uncompro- 
mising *  No.'  " 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
is  not  present ;  but  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  wish  to  mis- 
represent my  right  hon.  Friend.  What 
he  said  he  shomd  meet  with  an  uncom- 
promising "No"  was  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBEELAIN: 
Quite  80 ;  but  all  I  can  say  is  that  our 
ideas  of  what  constitutes  a  bold  and  un- 
compromising '*No"  must  di£fer  very 
considerably.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  going  to  meet 
the  Ajnendment  with  a  bold  and  uncom- 
promising "No!"  But  how  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  meet  it  ? 
He  meets  it  by  the  statement  which  I 
am  bound  to  say  no  Member  on  the 
other  side  ever  heard  a  word  of  before, 
that  the  Goyemment  are  going  to  deal 
with  this  subject  by  giving  large  facili- 
ties for  the  increase  of  allotments  in 
connection  with  their  Local  Government 
Bill.  That  is  not  a  bold  and  uncompro- 
mising "No;"  but  I  should  rather, 
under  the  circumstances,  say  that  it  is  a 
compromising  *  *  No."  It  is  a  very  curious 
thing,  Sir,  that  this  kind  of  compro- 
mising negative  has  come  before  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  for 
I  remember  a  discussion  we  had  across 
the  Table  in  this  House  at  the  end  of 
the  last  Session  of  the  last  Parliament 
about  the  Bill  for  medical  relief.  Then, 
also,  the  proposal  was  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings) — whom  I  must  congra- 
tulate on  his  success  in  converting  the 
Goyemment  Bench — and  then,  also,  the 
answer  given  was,  in  the  first  place,  a 
bold  and  uncompromising  '^  No ;  "  and, 
in  the  last  place,  complete  and  humi- 
liating surrender.  But  the  surrender 
did  not  carry  the  counties,  and  the  sur- 
render in  the  present  Parliament  will 
not  saye  the  Government.  I  am  sorry 
that  it  should  have  fallen  to  the  lot  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gt>yemment 
Board  to  be  the  channel  for  these  two 
confessions  on  the  part  of  his  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
why  it  is  that  we  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  support  an  Amendment  hostile 
to  the  Government,  and  why  we  have 
not  waited  for  the  proposals  which  he 
intends  to  make  ?  I  can  only  reply  that 
we  could  only  judge  the  nature  of  those 
proposals,  before  the  astounding  state- 
ment which  we  have  just  listened  to,  by 
the  description  of  them  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  ;  and  there  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  were  described  as  a  trans- 
fer of  the  functions  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  and  other  county  authorities 
to  a  new  Local  Authority.  We  were 
not  told  how  this  new  authority  was 
to  be  constituted  ;  and  I  have  some 
difficulty  in  believing  that  the  constitu- 
tion of  suchajbody  according  to  the 
view  of  U|(^>resent  (Government  would 
^ve  J|fgen  satisfactory  to  the  House. 
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Earther,  what  we  were  told  as  to  the 
intention  of  the  Goyemment  to  effect  a 
transfer  of  functions,  in  our  opinion, 
dearly  precluded  them  from  making  such 
a  proposal  as  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  now  says  they  always 
had  in  their  minds.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment, the  Quarter  Sessions  cannot  pur- 
chase land  for  allotment.  If,  therefore, 
the  Local  Gbyemment  Bill  is  to  be  a  Bill 
for  the  mere  transfer  of  functions,  how 
can  it  contain  the  provisions  which  we 
favour?  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour:  The 
Guardians.]  Oh,  then,  it  is  to  the  old, 
unused,  unsuccessful  powers  which  were 
committed  to  the  Quardians  by  an  Act 
of  George  III.,  70  years  ago,  that  the 
Government  intend  to  revert— an  Act 
which  has  been  ridiculed  already  in  the 
course  of  this  debate.  This  is  the  valu- 
able power  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  prepared,  and  which  he  and  bis 
Government  always  intended,  to  transfer 
to  the  new  authority  whom  they  will 
create  if  this  House  permits  them  to  do 
so.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  tbink  tbat  it  is 
upon  promises  of  tbis  kind  that  the 
Souse  can  rely.  We  support  a  hostile 
Amendment,  in  the  first  place,  because 
the  condition  and  claims  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  being  one  of  the  great 
questions  raised  at  the  last  Election,  it 
is  our  bounden  duty,  at  the  first  oppor- 
tunity, to  raise  their  claim,  and  call 
upon  the  Government  to  do  them  justice ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  because  we 
have  no  confidence  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  either  do  justice  to  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  or  to  any  other  ques- 
tion with  which  they  may  be  called  upon 
to  deal. 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  Michael  Hioks -Beach)  : 
Sir,  I  am  glad  that  at  last,  after 
a  long  and  interesting  debate,  we 
have  a  clear  statement  from  the  Bench 
opposite  as  to  the  real  intention  and 
meaning  of  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
We  do  not  wonder  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  feels  it 
incumbent  upon  him  to  attempt  to 
redeem  all  those  wild  and  astounding 
promises  that  were  made  at  the  General 
Mection  to  the  deluded  agricultural  la- 
bourer. But  it  is  even  more  of  a  piece 
with  the  political  history  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should  take  up 
a  Motion  which,  I  believe,  has  been 
brought  forward  in  all  sincerity  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings),  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Arch),  whom 
I  am  sure  all  of  us  are  glad  to  wel- 
come in  this  House,  whatever  we  may 
think  of  his  opinions  —it  is  even  more 
of  a  piece  with  the  past  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should 
use  this  Motion  as  what,  to  the  great 
bulk  of  those  who  will  vote  for  it,  it  really 
is — namely,  a  Party  move  to  turn  the 
Government  out  of  Office.  Sir,  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  we  have  had  a 
speech  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Goschen),  who  is  still  a  Member  of  the 
great  Liberal  Party ;  and  we  have  had 
that  speech  replied  to,  but  not  ade- 
quately, by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham.  Sir, 
I  think  the  House  will  await  with  some 
curiosity  the  reply  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  which  I  anticipate 
will  be  made  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  the  Eossendale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton).  I  am  surprised  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
say  that  he  had  no  reason  to  believe  that 
any  other  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
except  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Edinburgh,  objected  to 
the  inclusion  of  these  proposals  of  his  in 
the  authorized  programme  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  What  was  it,  then,  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  re- 
ferred when  he  spoke  of  proposals  of  a 
Socialistic  tendency  which,  in  his  opinion, 
were  not  included  in  that  programme  ? 
I  should  like  to  hear  this  evening  from 
the  noble  Marquess  what  is  his  opi- 
nion of  the  scheme  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  now  triumphantly  en- 
forced upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Memoer  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone)— whether  he  still  maintains  his 
opinion  that  it  does  not  form  part  of  the 
authorized  programme  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  that  it  is  of  a  Socialistic 
tendency?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  was 
very  hard  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  because  ho  said  that 
he  had  made  a  disclosure  never  heard 
before,  to  the  eflPect  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intended  to  propose  that 
the  Local  Authorities  in  the  counties 
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should  be  in  vested  with  powers  to  facili- 
tate the  acquisition  of  allotments  by  the 
labouring  classes.     I  can  only  say  that, 
so  far  from  that  being  a  new  principle, 
as  has  been  said  in  this  debate,  it  is 
a  principle    which  has  been  accepted 
and   adopted  in  legislation   for  many 
years    past;    and    although   there  are 
points  connected  with  the  question  of 
compulsion  to  which  I  cannot  hold  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
be  able  to  adhere,  yet,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  attach  any  importance 
to  the  statement  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  that  the  Local  Authorities  will  be 
inrested  with  these  important  powers,  in- 
stead of  supporting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich,  he  ought  to  have  invited  him  to 
withdraw  his  Motion,  in  order  that  we 
might  have  an  opportunity  for  laying  our 
proposals  before  the  House.     The  hon. 
Member     for    Ipswich    has    taken    a 
long  and,   as  I  believe,  a  sincere  in- 
terest in    this  question.    He  took  up 
the  case  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
before  the  agpricultural  labourer  had  a 
vote.    I  cannot  say  as  much  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham.    I  believe  that  in 
all  guilelessness,  in  all  earnestness,  and, 
I  may  say,  in  all  impatience,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  has  placed  this  Mo- 
tion on  the  Notice  Paper ;  but  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  some  one  craftier 
than  himself  has  since  that,  so  to  speak, 
*  *  got  at "  the  hon.  Member ;  for  I  believe 
that  otherwise  he  would   either,  after 
discussion  of  that  which  is,  after  all,  a 
mere  detail  in  the  great  programme  of 
legislation,  have  withdrawn  his  Amend- 
ment, in  order  that  he  might  put  for- 
ward to  the  House  his  own  proposals  in 
the  shape  of  a  Bill  or  a  Motion,  or  that 
he  would  have  endeavoured  to  engraft 
Amendments  on  the  Government  scheme 
rather  than    press  to  a  division  this 
evening    a  proposition  vague  and  in- 
oonolusive  in  itself,    and   one    which, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  already 
said,   could    not,   even  if  carried,   ad- 
vance the    cause   of    the    agricultural 
labourer  one  inch  in  the  direction  in 
which  he  desires  to  go.    No,  Sir ;  as  we 
now  know,  this  is  not  a  move  for  the 
benefit  of  the  agricultural  labourer.    It 
is  a  move  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition, 
made  for  two  reasons — ^in  the  first  place, 
to  turn  the  present  Government  out  of 
Office.  Well,  I  can  assure  hon.  and  right 
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hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  if  the 
suit  of  the  division  to-night  should  be 
unfavourable  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment we  shall  accept  the  decision  with- 
out regret.    We  assumed  Office  reluct- 
antly; and  we  shall  leave  it  willingly 
as  soon  as  we  are  assured  that  we  do  not 
possess  the  support  of  this  House.    But, 
Sir,  the  success  of  this  Motion  will  have 
another  and  graver  result  than  the  defeat 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  and  that 
is  very  well  known  to  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  tho  Gangway  who  took 
so  novel  and  remarkable  an    interest 
earlier     this      evening     in     securing 
a  division  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  before  Thursday 
next.    Those  hon.  Gentlemen  know  well 
that  the  success  of  this  Motion  will  not 
only  defeat  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
but  that  it  will  also  defeat  the  policy 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
announced  that  they  believe  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  pursue  with  reference  to 
Ireland.    That  result  may  be  grateful 
to  them ;  but  will  it  be  equally  grateful 
to  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site ?  ["  Hear,  hear ! "]    Then  let  them 
undertake    the   difficulties    which    we 
have  had    to   face.     But   this   I   will 
say — if  the  probable  result  of  this  Mo- 
tion be,  as  hon.  Members  in  that  quarter 
of  the  House  desire,  to  place  in  Office  a 
right    hon.    Gentleman    who    only    on 
Thursday  last  made  a  speech  in  this 
House  full  of  the  vaguest  possibilities 
with  reference  to  the  future  connection 
of  the  two  Kingdoms,  then  I  do  earn- 
estly and  sincerely  press  on  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  value  the  Legislative  Union 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  as 
much  as  we  do  to  think  once,  twice,  and 
thrice  before  they  allow  their  sincere 
desire  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  to  induce  them, 
through  this  vague,  unnecessary,  and 
untimely  Motion,  to  commit  the  future 
of  their  country  to  the  gravest  dangers 
that  ever  awaited  the  people  of  &g- 
land. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  called  upon  me  to 
state  my  opinion,  and  the  course  I  shall 
take  on  this  Amendment,  before  the 
House  goes  to  a  division;  and  I  most 
admit  that,  considering  the  large  amount 
of  attention  which  I  have  been  called 
upon  to  devote  to  the  subject  in  the 
course  of  speeohes  to  my  oonstitaenta 
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some  short  time  ago,  it  is  not  unreason- 
able that  I  should  state,  in  the  fewest 
possible  words,  what  course  I  feel  bound 
to  take.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  going 
into  a  discussion  on  the  merits  of  this 
question  at  this  hour  of  the  night.  I 
might  have  been  prepared  to  do  so  at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  eveoiDg,  or  I 
may  be  prepared  to  do  so  on  a  future 
occasion.  All  that  I  think  I  need  say  is 
this — that  I  agree  to  a  very  great  extent 
with  much  that  has  fallen  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Goschen) ;  and  I  feel  bound, 
in  consistency  with  the  language  which 
I  used  to  my  constituents  at  the  Election, 
to  oppose  the  Amend inent  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Oollings). 
Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) has  made  some  observations,  which 
I  think  he  was  perfectly  justified  in 
making,  upon  the  want  of  consistency 
which  has  characterized  the  statements 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  this  and 
other  matters.  Certainly,  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  recognize  the  statement  which 
has  just  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
with  the  statement  made  in  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  df  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin).  I 
can  well  understand  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Edinburgh 
can  have  very  little  more  satisfaction  in 
supporting  Her  Majesty's  Government 
than  he  would  have  in  supporting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich. 
But  while  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  the  course  he  is  going  to  take, 
I  may  say  that  if  there  had  been  time  I 
should  have  put  my  opposition  on  a 
somewhat  lower  and  somewhat  different 

f  round  from  that  which  he  has  taken, 
have  never  said  that  I  was  opposed  to 
legislation  on  this  subject.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  have  always  said  that  provision 
for  allotments  and  possible  provision  for 
small  holdings  to  be  occupied  by  the 
labouring  classes,  or  by  a  small  class  of 
tenant  farmers,  was  an  object  which 
was  very  much  to  be  desired.  I  have 
said  that  I  desired  that  object  to  be  ac- 
complished by  natural  and  self-acting 
means,  and  that  it  was  through  the  ope- 
ration of  those  natural  causes,  freed 
from  all  restraint,  that  I  looked  forward 
with  80  much  hope  to  a  better  distribution 


of  the  land  of  this  country.  But  I  have 
never  proposed  or  said  that  the  operation 
of  the  public  authorities  must  necessarily 
be  excluded  from  this  question.  I  have 
admitted  that  the  compulsory  acquisition 
of  land  for  various  public  purposes  has 
been  sanctioned  by  variouB  enactments  ; 
and  that,  therefore,  I  was  totally  unable 
to  join  in  the  cry  of  confiscation  which 
has  been  raised  in  reference  to  this 
question ;  and,  further,  that  if  I  were 
satisfied  as  to  the  details  and  the  proper 
constitution  of  the  authorities  to  whom 
such  powers  might  be  safely  entrusted, 
I  was  not  going  to  commit  myself  against 
the  consideration  of  such  questions. 
Therefore,  I  entirely  agree  with  what 
was  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  when  he 
stated  that  thisquestion  wasnot  excluded 
from  the  policy  which  was  laid  before 
the  country  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). Certainly,  I  have  never  treated 
it  as  excluded,  and  I  have  never  con- 
sidered it  as  excluded.  But  what  I  have 
never  understood  until  this  evening  is 
that  it  was  intended  that  the  Liberal 
Party  should  be  invited,  at  the  first 
assembling  of  Parliament,  to  lay  down 
a  vague  and  wide  declaration  establish- 
ing a  principle  without  having  under 
consideration  the  details  of  the  measure 
by  which  that  principle  is  to  be  carried 
out,  or  the  character  of  the  authorities  to 
whom  its  execution  is  to  be  entrusted. 
That,  Sir,  is  the  reason  why  I  find  my- 
self unable  to  support,  and  on  the  con- 
trary obliged  to  oppose,  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  which 
appears  to  lay  down  a  principle  novel  in 
itself,  and  of  very  wide  extent,  without 
taking  any  security  from  the  House  that 
that  principle  will  bo  carried  out  in  a 
satisfactory  manner.  The  objection  that 
I  have  always  taken  Mnce  this  subject 
has  boon  boforo  the  country  is  that  it 
has. been  given  a  far  wider  importance 
than  that  which  belongs  to  it.  I  thought 
that  it  raised  too  great  hopes — ^I  trust 
not  false  hopes — in  the  minds  of  the 
agricultural  labourers  of  the  country. 
I  thought  that  it  led  them  to  think  that 
by  the  operation  of  Parliament,  acting 
through  some  Local  Authorities  not  de- 
fined and  not  yet  created,  the  prospect 
was  being  held  out  to  them  that  their 
position  was  to  be  definitely  and  per- 
manently improved ;  whereas,  I  believe, 
all  great  or  permanent  improvement  in 
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their  position  is  only  to  be  effected  in 
the  same  way  as  that  of  other  classes  in 
this  country  has  been  accomplished — 
through  their  own  exertions,  and  through 
the  increased  and  increasing  prosperity 
of  the  whole  country.  Sir,  I  trust  that 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes 
has  within  recent  years — I  am  not  speak- 
ing of  the  last  year  or  two — ^been  greatly 
improved.  I  believe  that  the  wages  of 
the  agricultural  labourers  have  been  in- 
creased ;  I  believe  that  their  standard 
of  living  has  improved,  and  that  their 
houses  have  also  been  improved.  To 
what  has  all  this  improvement  been 
due  ?  It  has  been  due  to  the  increased 
spirit  of  independence,  to  the  increased 
intelligence  and  power  of  combination 
which  has  been  exercised  by  those  agri- 
cultural labourers,  in  the  same  way  as 
the  other  labouring  classes  throughout 
the  country  have  been  able  to  im- 
prove their  condition.  But  if  you  are 
to  tell  them  that  they  are  to  look 
forward  to  some  other  agency  —  not 
to  their  own  exertions,  or  to  their 
own  power  of  combination,  but  that 
they  are  to  look  to  something  which, 
if  it  is  not  charity,  very  closely  re- 
sembles charity — then.  Sir,  I  am  afraid 
you  will  take  away  from  them  one  of 
the  greatest  inducements  and  one  of  the 
greatest  stimulants  to  exertion  which 
have,  to  a  great  extent,  already  im- 
proved their  condition,  and  which,  I 
believe,  will,  if  left  to  their  fidl  opera- 
tion, still  further  improve  their  con- 
dition. Well,  Sir,  I  also  attach  great 
importance  to  the  consideration— much 
dwelt  upon  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Goschen)  to-night — that  the  hopes 
which  were  thus  raised  might  be  doomed 
to  disappointment  of  another  character. 
These  benefits  are  to  be  conferred  on 
the  agricultural  labourers  by  Local 
Authorities  at  the  expense  of  the  rates, 
or,  if  not  at  the  expense  of  the  rates, 
by  the  investment  of  money  raised  on 
the  security  of  the  rates.  What  gua- 
rantee have  we  at  present  that  even 
if  legislation  of  this  sort  be  car- 
ried into  effect  the  representatives  of 
the  ratepayers  will  be  inclined  to  give 
it  any  very  extended  operation?  We 
have  already,  in  our  great  intelligent 
manufacturing  towns,  some  experience 
upon  this  point.  The  representatives  of 
the  ratepayers  have  already  the  power 
of  expending  the  rates  for  various  pur- 
poses of  public  improvement ;  but  they 
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have  shown  themselves  extremely  slow 
to  exercise  it.  They  have  shown  them- 
selves generally  far  more  careful  of  the 
ratepayers'  pockets  than  anxious  to 
embark  in  new  and  untried  schemes 
for  the  benefit  of  those  for  whose  interest 
powers  were  granted.  Well,  Sir,  what 
reason  is  there  to  believe  that  very 
similar  results  will  not  happen  in  rund 
communities,  and  that  the  representa- 
tives of  the  ratepayers,  however  they 
may  be  elected,  will  not  be  very  alow 
in  risking  the  money  of  the  ratepayers, 
which  it  is  their  duty  to  administer  in 
schemes  of  this  sort?  Therefore,  Sir, 
I  think  that  great  disappointment  is 
likely  to  ensue  from  the  comparatively 
limited  operation  which  I  anticipate  any 
scheme  in  this  direction  is  likely  for 
a  very  considerable  number  of  years 
to  have.  I  am  extremely  anxious  not 
to  delay  the  House  upon  this  question — 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything 
further  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
I  should  refer  to.  The  House  will  easily 
understand  that  it  is  not  an  agreeable 
duty,  but  that  it  is,  indeed,  a  painful 
duty  on  my  part,  to  separate  myself 
in  any  degree  from  those  with  whom 
I  have  so  long  acted,  and  with  whom 
I  hope  to  be  able  still  generally  to  act. 
I  can  entirely  bear  out  what  has  been 
said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  to-night — 
that  I  have  never  understood  that  the 
advocacy  of  these  measures  was  in  any 
degree  excluded  from  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  I  have  always  recog- 
nized that  any  Member  of  the  Liberal 
Party  was  free  to  advocate  those  mea- 
sures, and  to  advocate  them  to  the  very 
fullest  extent ;  but  also,  in  justice  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Qoschen),  I  must 
admit  that  I  had  never  until  to-day 
understood  that  the  laying  down  of  a 
wide,  a  far-reaching  principle  of  the 
kind  embodied  in  this  Amendment  was 
to  be  adopted  as  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
whole  Liberal  Party.  I  am  anxious  to 
say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  whole  of 
this  question  depends  upon  the  details  of 
the  proposed  measure.  I  am  anxious  to 
see  the  details  of  the  measure,  whether 
it  bo  brought  in  by  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government  or  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings).  To  any  measure  dealing  with 
this  question,  from  whatever  quarter  in 
the  House  it  may  be  introduced,  I  am 
willing  to  give  a  candid  and,  I  hope^  a 
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fair  consideration.  But  certainly,  Sir,  I 
feel  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  every- 
thing which  I  have  said  upon  this  sub- 
ject during  the  last  few  months  if  I  were 
to  take  this,  the  earliest  and  the  strongest 
opportunity  of  which  I  can  avail  myself, 
of  placing  in  the  Address  in  reply  to  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  a  paragraph 
pledging  myself  and  pledging  the  House 
to  the  adoption  of  a  principle  without 
having  any  conception  whatever  of  the 
authorities  by  whom  that  principle  is  to 
be  carried  out,  or  of  the  details  by  which 
it  is  to  be  administered. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  329 ;  Noes 
250:  Majority  79. 

AYES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Glam )     Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Abraham,  "W.  (Lime-    Carew,  J.  L. 


rick,  W.) 
Acland,  ^.  H.  D. 
Agnew,  W. 
AllisoD,  H.  A. 
Arch,  J. 
Armitage,  B. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashton,  T.  G. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Baker,  L.  J. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 


Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cobbold.  F.  T. 
Cohen,  A. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Colman,  J.  J. 


BalfooT,  rt.  hon.  J.  B.    Commins,  A. 


Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barry,  J. 
BasB,  Sir  A. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beith,  G. 
Bennett,  J. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blades,  J.  H. 
Blaine,  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bolton,  T.  H. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunaer,  J.  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  B. 
Buckley,  A. 
Burt,  T. 
Buxton,  £.  N. 
Byrne,  G. 
Cameron,  C. 
Cameron,  J .  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  H. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 


Compton,  Lord  W.  G. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cook,  E.  R. 
Cook,W. 
Coote,  T. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 

Cozens-Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Crompton,  C. 
Crossley,  E. 
CroBsman,  Gen.  Sir  "W. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Davies,  R. 

DUke,rt.hn,SirC.W. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  G. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duckham,  T. 
DufF,  R.  W. 
Duncan,  D. 
Durant,  J.  C. 


Campbell -Bannerman,    Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
ri^hon.H.  Ellis,  J. 


EUis,  J.  E. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Fai*quhar8on,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  0. 
Finlay,  R. 
Finlayson,  J. 
Finucane,  J. 
Fletcher,  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  Dr.  B. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fox,  F. 
Fry,  L. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gibb,  T.  E. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 

Gladstone,  rt.bn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
GljTi,  hon.  P.  C. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  G.  G.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Green,  H. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grosyenor,  right  hon. 

Lord  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,rt.hn.  SirW. 

G.  V.  V. 
Harker,  W. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 
Havelock  -  AUan,   Sir 

H.  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henrv,  M. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hingley,  B. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoylo,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Ince,  H,  B. 
Ingram,  "W".  J. 
Jacks,  W. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  C.  H. 
Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J . 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johns,  J.  W. 
Johnson-Ferguson,  J. 

E. 
Joioey,  J. 


Jordan,  J. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir 

U.J. 
Kelly,  B. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kenrick,  "W. 
Kilcoursie,  Viscount 
Kinnear,  J.  B. 
Kitching,  A.  G. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lacaita,  C.  C. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  "W.  J. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Leamy,  E. 
Leicester,  J. 
Macfarlane,  D.  H. 
Maclnnes,  M. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
McCarthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M'Culloch,  J. 
M*Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M*Iver,  L. 
M*Kenria,  Sir^J.  N. 
M* Lagan,  P. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  hon.  E. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Mason,  S. 
Mather,  W. 
Mayne,  T. 
Mellor.  J.  W. 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
Milbank,  Sir  F,  A. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  J. 
Moulton,  J.  F. 
Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Newnes,  G. 
Noel,  E. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Otter,  F. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Parnell,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Peacock,  R. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  £. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
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PickewgiU,  E.  H. 
PictoD,  J.  A. 
FilkingtoD,  G.  A. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  SirL. 
Portmao,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestly,  B. 
Pugh,  b. 
PuUey,  J. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quilter,  W,  C. 
Eathbono,  "W. 
Kedmond,  J.  E. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Heed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  H.  G. 
Rendel,  S. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Rigby,  J. 

Roberts,  J.  (Cmvn.Er) 
Roberts,  J.  (Fit.  Bghfl.) 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
Robson,  W.  S. 
Roe,  T. 

Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Russell,  0. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Ruston,  J. 
Rylands,  P. 
Salis-Schwabe,  CoL  G. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Saunders,  W. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Shell,  E. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Small,  J.  F. 
Smith,  W.  B. 
Spencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Spensley,  hon.  H. 
Spicer,  H. 


Stack,  J. 

Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stansf  eld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Storey,  S. 
Strong,  R. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sturg^s,  K.  P. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner.  C.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Tennant,  Sir  0. 
Thomas,  A. 
Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Trevelyan,  rt.  hn.  G.O. 
Tuite  J. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Wardle,  H. 
Warmington,  0.  M. 
Wason,  E. 
Watson,  T. 
Watt,  H. 
AVa3rman,  T. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
West,  H.  W. 
Weston,  J.  D. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williams,  J.  0. 
Williams,  P. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Wilson,  J.  (Durham) 
Wilson,  J.  (Edinburgh) 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  C. 
Yeo,  F. 

TELLEKS. 

Ceilings,  J. 

Verney,  Captain  E.  H. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  S. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Baily,  L.  R. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Barnes,  A. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  moks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 


Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Peer 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blaine,  R.  S. 
BlundeU,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bourke,  right  hon.  R. 
Bridgeman,   Col.  hon. 

F.  0. 
Bristowd,  T.  L. 
Brodrick.  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brooks,  J. 


Bullard,  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

AsTi.  -B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
ChurchiU,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Clarke,  E. 
Coddington,  W. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Commerell,  AdmL  Sir 

J. 
Compton,  F. 
C/Ooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbett,  J . 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Bavies,  D. 
Davies,  W. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
Dawson,  R. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
Denison,  E.  W. 
Denison,  W.  B. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dixon-Hartland,F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Duncan,  Ck)lonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 

H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwardes-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  Admind  hon. 

F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Egerton,  hn.  A.  J.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  O. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,  Lt-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fergusson,rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Field,  Captain  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finch-Hatton,  hon.  M. 

KG. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz-Wygram.  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  Visoonnt 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  B.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Gardner,  R.  Riebard- 
son- 


Gkithome-Hardy,  h<m. 

J.  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 
Goldsworthy,    Major* 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
G^schen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Green,  E. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grey,  A. 

Grimston,  Viscount 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Hall,  C. 
Hallett.  Colonel  F.  0. 

Hughes- 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Lord  F.  S. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  CoL  0.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir£.B. 
Hanbury,  B,  W. 
Hankey,  £*.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Haslett,  J.  H. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hickman,  A. 
Hill,  Iiord  A.  W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Holland,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hope,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

B.  B. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Hubbard,  rt.  hn.  J.  G. 
Hughes,  Colonel  £. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Hutton,  J.  F. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H* 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Jones,  P. 

Eennaway,  Sir  J.  U. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
Eing-Harman.  GoloB^ 

E.  R, 
Knatchbull  -Hugeasen, 

hon.  H.  T. 
Lawrance,  J.  0. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lechmere,  8ir£.  A.  H. 
Loighton,  8. 
Lethbridgo,  &r  R. 
Lewisham,  Yitoovttfc 
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UeweQyn,  £.  H. 
Uoyd,  W. 
Long,  W.  H. 
liowther,  hon.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hon.  Lord 

J.J.  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Marton,  Maj.  G.  B.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £. 
MillmC.  W. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mount,  W.  Q. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Munts,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Yiflcount 
Norria,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pearoe,  W. 
Peel,  right  hn.  Sir  R. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 
Plnnket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 


RoMy  A.  H« 
Round,  J. 
Ruasell,  Sir  G. 
St  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Sandys,  Lieut. -CoL  T. 

H. 
Saunderson,  Maj.  E.  J. 
Sdater.Booth,rtJin.G. 
Seely,  C. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,   ri. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Seton-Earr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sitwell,  Sir  G.  R. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  D. 

Stanhope,  rt.  h<m.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.hn.  Col.  F. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M. 
Sturrock,  P. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tipping,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  £.  M. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Valentine,  G.  J. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Westlake,  J. 
White,  J.  B. 
WhiUey,  E. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehuuse,  E.  R. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Main  Question,  as  amended,  pro- 
posed. 

ThbCHANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER  :  Of  course,  Sir,  we  quite  appre- 
ciate the  nature  of  the  vote  at  which  the 
House  has  arrived ;  and  I  think  that  the 
proper  course  for  me  to  take,  remember- 
ing that  the  ordinary  meeting  of  the 
House  to-morrow  would  be  at  an  early 
hour,  is  to  move  that  the  House,  at 
its  rising,  do  adjourn  until  Thursday 
next. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
Ueman  has  not  yet  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

The  OHANOELLORofthbEXOHE- 
QUBR :  Then,  Sir,  I  first  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress. 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  adjourned  till  Ukurtd^f,'* 
— (Jfr.  CJuineeUor  of  ih$  Jixckequsr,)— 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  beg  to  move  that  the  House, 
at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until  Thursday 
next. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
this  House,  at  the  rising  of  the  House 
this  day,  do  adjourn  tiU  Thurtdmy"^ 
{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^)-— i^vXj 
and  agreed  to. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  afraid  I  am  again  in  fault 
on  a  matter  of  form.  My  intention  was 
to  move  the  immediate  adjournment  of 
the  House.  I  beg  to  move — **  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  ExchcqHor.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
do  not  see  why  the  House  should  not  go 
on  and  get  through  with  its  ordinary 
Business.  As  we  have  beaten  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  once  this  evening,  I 
hope  he  will  not  put  us  to  the  trouble 
of  beating  him  again  on  this  question 
of  adjournment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  appears  to 
me,  Mr.  Speaker,  from  my  recollection 
of  many  critical  votes  in  this  House, 
that  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken  by 
the*right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  ^s  in  accordance  with  the 
usual  custom  and  the  precedents.  There- 
fore, if  the  Government  feel  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  vote  that  has  been 
arrived  at  by  the  House  it  is  desirable 
that  they  should  examine  their  position, 
it  is  the  uniform  custom  of  the  House 
to  suspend  the  immediate  prosecution 
of  Business ;  and  I  think  that  the  adop- 
tion of  any  other  course  would  be  incon- 
venient, and  would  probably  lead  to 
confusion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

One  o'dock. 


iFourth  Night.'] 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS 
Thursday,  2Uh  January y  1886. 


{COMMONS} 

by  the  Qoyemment  to  Her  Majesty.  My 
noblo  Friend  has  now  gone  to  Osborne, 
and  has  requested  me  to  moYe  that 
this  House  adjourn  to  Monday  next. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


ROLL  OF   THE  LORDS. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table  :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  he  printed,   (No.  8.) 

Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord  Houghton,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

QUEEN'S    SPEECH  — HER    AlAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Mount- 
Edqcitmbe),  in  reporting  Her  Majeaty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  said  :  My  Ix^rds, 
I  am  commanded  by  the  Queen  to  de- 
liver to  this  House  the  Gracious  Answer 
which  Her  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to 
Bend  by  me  in  response  to  the  loyal 
Address  unanimously  passed  by  your 
Lordships  in  acknowledgment  of  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne.  The 
reply  is  as  follows : — 

Mt  Lords, 

**  I  THANK  you  sincerely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address. 

**  I  rely  with  confidence  upon  your  hearty  co- 
operation and  assistance  in  My  endeavours  to 
advance  the  best  interests  of  My  Empire,  and 
to  promote  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  all 
classes  of  My  people.*' 

I  have  to  move  that  this  Gracious  Mes- 
sage from  Her  Majesty  bo  printed  and 
circulated  among  your  Lordships. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Address  and  Answer  ordered  to  be 
printed  and  published, 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION OF  THE  MINISTRY. 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :  My 
Lords,  in  the  absence  of  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  I  have  to 
inform  your  Lordships  that  in  conse- 
quence of  what  has  happened  **  else- 
where ''  a  communication  has  been  made 


House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2Sth  January,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— New    Member    Sworn  —  The 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert, /or  Croydon. 

Several  other  Members  took  and  sub- 
scribed the  Oath. 

PARLIAMENT — PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  have  leave  to 
seek  a  Conference  with  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Lords,  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  (under  Standing  Order  79),  in 
which  House  of  Parliament  the  respective 
Private  Bills  should  be  first  considerod,  and  to 
report  the  same  to  the  House. — (^<>  John  Mow- 
bray.) 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION OF  THE  MINISTRY. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  to  inform  the  House 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  vote  at  which 
this  House  arrived  on  Tuesday,  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  at  their  meeting 
yesterday,  have  deemed  it  their  duty  to 
address  a  communication  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, of  the  precise  nature  of  which,  it 
is  not  at  present  proper  for  me  to  in- 
form the  House ;  but,  as  the  result  of 
that  communication,  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  has  re- 
ceived Her  Majesty's  commands  tD 
attend  at  Osborne,  and  he  has  gone 
there  to-day.  It  is  not  possible  for  me 
to  make,  at  present,  any  more  definite 
announcement;  and  it  is  not  likely 
that  I  shall  be  able  to  do  so  to- 
morrow. Therefore,  I  shall  conclude 
with  a  Motion  that  this  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  until  Monday.  Of 
course,  Sir,  in  circumstances  euph  as 
those  in  which  we  are  now  placed,  it 
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has  been,  I  believe,  almost  the  invariable 
custom  that  ordinary  Business  should 
not  be  proceeded  with.  I  think  it  will 
be  obvious  to  the  House  that  we  are 
not  at  present  in  a  position  either  to  be 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  that  Busi- 
ness, or  to  give  any  satisfactory  or  suffi- 
dent  answers  to  questions  that  might 
be  asked  as  to  the  views  or  intentions  of 
the  Government.  And  therefore,  Sir, 
although  this  is  a  matter  purely  for  the 
consideration  and  determination  of  the 
House,  if  the  House  should  accept  the 
Motion  which  I  shall  make,  I  shall 
afterwards  propose  that  the  House  do 
immediately  adjourn.  I  beg  to  move 
that  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn 
until  Monday  next. 

^  Question,  ''That  this  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  till  Monday  next," — 
{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^)— i^ni^ 
and  agreed  to. 

The  CHANOELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  beg  to  move  that  this  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Question,  "  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn," — {Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer^)— ^put,  and  agreed  to, 

Hotue  adjourned  accordingly  at 

half  after  Four  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Monday,   Ut  Felruary,   1886. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT—  RE- 
SIGNATION OF  THE  MINISTRY  — 
STATEMENT  OF  THE  MARQUESS 
OF  SALISBURY. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
My  Lords,  I  have  simply  to  state  to  the 
House  what  is  already  very  well  known 
to  you — namely,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— the  late  Government— I  do 
not  know  what  to  call  it — have  resigned, 
and  that  Her  Majesty  has  heen  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  accept  their  resigna- 
tion. I  understand  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
has  gone  down  to  Oshome,  and  has 
undertaken  the  task  of  forming  a  Go- 


vernment; and,  under  the  circumstances, 
I  have  now  to  move  that  your  Lordships 
do  adjourn  until  Thursday. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  let  Fehrttary,  1886. 


NEW  WRITS. 

For  Galway,  v.  Thomas  P.  O'Connor, 
esquire,  who,  having  been  returned  as  a 
Member  for  the  said  Borough  of  Galway, 
and  also  for  the  Borough  of  Liverpool 
(Scotland  Division),  has  elected  to  sit 
for  the  Borough  of  Liverpool  (Scotland 
Division). 

For  Queen's  County  (Ossory  Division), 
V,  Arthur  O'Connor,  esquire,  who,  having 
been  returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said 
Queen's  County  (Ossory  Division),  and 
also  for  the  County  of  Donegal  (Eastern 
Division),  has  elected  to  sit  for  the 
County  of  Donegal  (Eastern  Division). 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

The  Right  honble.  Hugh  Culling 
Eardley  Ohilders,  for  the  Burgh  of 
Edinburgh  (South  Division). 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION  OF  THE  MINISTRY  — 
STATEMENT  OF  THE  CHANCELLOR 
OF  THE  EXCHEQUER. 

The  CH ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
Sir,  I  have  now  to  state  to  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty  has  been  gpraciously 
pleased  to  accept  the  resignation  of  Her 
Ministers;  and,  consequently,  we  only 
hold  Office  until  our  Successors  are  ap- 
pointed. I  have  further  to  inform  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty  has  been  pleased 
to  require  the  attendance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  at  Osborne,  and 
that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
kissed  hands  on  receiving  Her  Majesty's 
commands  to  form  an  Administration. 
At  his  request,  I  beg  to  move  that  this 
House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until 
Thursday  next. 


' 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS 
Thursday,  2Uh  January,  1886. 


BOLL  OF   THE  LORDS. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table  :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  he  printed.   (No.  8.) 

Seyeral  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord  Houghton,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

QUEEITS    SPEECH  — HER    MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Mount- 
Edgoombb),  in  reporting  Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  said  :  My  Lords, 
I  am  commanded  by  the  Queen  to  de- 
liver to  this  House  the  Gracious  Answer 
which  Her  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to 
send  by  me  in  response  to  the  loyal 
Address  unanimously  passed  by  your 
Lordships  in  acknowledgment  of  the 
Qracious  Speech  from  the  Throne.  The 
reply  is  as  follows : — 

Mt  Lords, 

"  I  THANK  you  Bincorely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address. 

**  I  roly  with  confidence  upon  your  hearty  co- 
operation and  assistance  in  My  endeavours  to 
advance  the  best  interests  of  My  Empire,  and 
to  promote  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  all 
classes  of  My  people." 

I  have  to  move  that  this  Gracious  Mes- 
sage from  Her  Majesty  be  printed  and 
circulated  among  your  Lordships. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Address  and  Answer  ordered  to  be 
printed  and  puhliehed, 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION OF  THE  MINISTRY. 

The  LOED  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cbanbrook)  :  My 
Lords,  in  the  absence  of  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  I  have  to 
inform  your  Lordships  that  in  conse- 
quence of  what  has  happened  ''  else- 
where ''  a  communication  has  been  made 


by  the  Government  to  Her  Majesty.  My 
noble  Friend  has  now  gone  to  Osborne, 
and  has  requested  me  to  move  tliat 
this  House  adjourn  to  Monday  next. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o^dock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2%th  January,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— New    Member    Sworn  —  The 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert, /or  Croydon. 

Several  other  Members  took  and  sub- 
scribed the  Oath. 

PARLIAMENT — PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Orderedy  That  the  Chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  have  leave  to 
seek  a  Conference  with  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Lords,  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  (under  Standing  Order  79),  in 
which  House  of  Parliament  the  respective 
Private  Bills  should  be  first  considered,  and  to 
report  the  same  to  the  House. — (Sir  John  Mow- 
bray,) 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION OF  THE  MINISTRY. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  to  inform  the  House 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  vote  at  which 
this  House  arrived  on  Tuesday,  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  at  their  meeting 
yesterday,  have  deemed  it  their  duty  to 
address  a  communication  to  Her  Ma* 
jesty,  of  the  precise  nature  of  which,  it 
is  not  at  present  proper  for  me  to  in- 
form the  House ;  but,  as  the  result  of 
that  communication,  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  has  re- 
ceived Her  Majesty's  commands  t> 
attend  at  Osborne,  and  he  has  gone 
there  to-day.  It  is  not  possible  for  me 
to  make,  at  present,  any  more  definite 
announcement;  and  it  is  not  likely 
that  I  shall  be  able  to  do  so  to- 
morrow. Therefore,  I  shall  conclude 
with  a  Motion  that  this  House,  at  ita 
rising,  do  adjourn  until  Monday.  Of 
course,  Sir,  in  oiroumstanoes  such  as 
those  in  which  we  are  now  placed,  it 
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has  been,  I  believe,  almost  the  invariable 
custom  that  ordinary  Business  should 
not  be  proceeded  with.  I  think  it  will 
be  obvious  to  the  House  that  we  are 
not  at  present  in  a  position  either  to  be 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  that  Busi- 
ness, or  to  give  any  satisfactory  or  suffi- 
cient answers  to  questions  that  might 
be  asked  as  to  the  views  or  intentions  of 
the  Government.  And  therefore,  Sir, 
although  this  is  a  matter  purely  for  the 
consideration  and  determination  of  the 
House,  if  the  House  should  accept  the 
Motion  which  I  shall  make,  I  shall 
afterwards  propose  that  the  House  do 
immediately  adjourn.  I  beg  to  move 
that  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn 
until  Monday  next. 

Question,  "That  this  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  till  Monday  next," — 
{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  JSxchequ&r^) — put, 
and  agreed  to. 

The  OH  ANOELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE :  I  beg  to  move  that  this  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Question,  "  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn,"— (l/r.  Chancellor  of  the  Fxche- 
quer^) — ^put,  and  agreed  to, 

Hoose  adjourned  acoordinf^ly  at 

half  after  Four  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 


'  *»^»^»^^^^>^ 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday^   let  Fehruary,  1886. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT—  RE- 
SIGNATION OF  THE  MINISTRY  — 
STATEMENT  OF  THE  MARQUESS 
OF  SALISBURY. 

The  Mabqxjess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  have  simply  to  state  to  the 
House  what  is  already  very  well  known 
to  you — namely,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— the  late  Government— I  do 
not  know  what  to  call  it — have  resigned, 
and  that  Her  Majesty  has  been  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  accept  their  resigna- 
tion. I  understand  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
has  gone  down  to  Osborne,  and  has 
undertaken  the  task  of  forming  a  Go- 


vernment; and,  under  the  circumstances, 
I  have  now  to  move  that  your  Lordships 
do  adjourn  until  Thursday. 

House  adjoumcd  at  half  past  Four 
o'clock,  tiU  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  let  Fehruary,  1886. 


NEW  WRITS. 

For  Galway,  v.  Thomas  P.  O'Connor, 
esquire,  who,  having  been  returned  as  a 
Member  for  ^e  said  Borough  of  Galway, 
and  also  for  the  Borough  of  Liverpool 
(Scotland  Division),  has  elected  to  sit 
for  the  Borough  of  Liverpool  (Scotland 
Division). 

For  Queen's  County  (Ossory  Division), 
V.  Arthur  O'Connor,  esquire,  who,  having 
been  returned  as  a  Member  for  the  said 
Queen's  County  (Ossory  Division),  and 
also  for  the  County  of  Donegal  (Eastern 
Division),  has  elected  to  sit  for  the 
County  of  Donegal  (Eastern  Division). 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

The  Bight  honble.  Hugh  Culling 
Eardley  Childers,  for  the  Burgh  of 
Edinburgh  (South  Division). 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION  OF  THE  MINISTRY  — 
STATEMENT  OF  THE  CHANCELLOR 
OF  THE  EXCHEQUER. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  : 
Sir,  I  have  now  to  state  to  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty  has  been  gpraciously 
pleased  to  accept  the  resignation  of  Her 
Mioisters;  and,  consequently,  we  only 
hold  Office  until  our  Successors  are  ap- 
pointed. I  have  further  to  inform  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty  has  been  pleased 
to  require  the  attendance  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  at  Osborne,  and 
that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
kissed  hands  on  receiving  HerlSlajesty's 
commands  to  form  an  Administration. 
At  his  request,  I  beg  to  move  that  this 
House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until 
Thursday  next. 
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Question,  "  That  tliis  House  will,  at 
the  rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Thursday^^^—{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer y) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  **  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,)— put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  Four 
o'clock  till  Thursday. 


•■"^i  ~W«-|  i<~w>iii^^ 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  2nd  February ,  1886. 


Their    Lordships    met    for    Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  4th  February,  1886. 


Sereral  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  understand  that  it  is  the  wish 
of  the  House  to  adjourn  until  Monday ; 
but  there  is  Judicial  Business  which 
makes  it  necessary  to  meet  to-morrow  for 
that  purpose.  I  therefore  move  that 
your  tioraships  now  adjourn. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o* clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Four  o'clock. 


^^«^««N^^«^#N#^^^^^^«^«^«M 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  ith  February,  1886. 


A  Member  took  and  subsoribed  the 
Oath. 


NEW  WRITS. 

For— 

Edinburgh  County,  v.  Bight  honble. 
William  Ewart  Gladstone,  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury. 

Derby  Borough,  v.  Bight  honble.  Sir 
William  Vernon  Harcourt,  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Edinburgh  (Southern  Division),  r. 
Right  honble.  Hugh  Culling  Eardley 
Childers,  Secretary  of  State. 

Stirling  District  of  Burghs,  v.  Eight 
honble.  Henry  Campbell-BannermaOy 
Secretary  of  State. 

Birmingham  (Western  Division),  r. 
Right  honble.  Joseph  Chamberlain,  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  G-ovemment  Board. 

Hawick  District  of  Burghs,  v.  Right 
honble.  George  Otto  Trevelyan,  Secretary 
for  Scotland. 

Sheffield  Borough  (Brightside  Divi- 
sion), V.  Right  honble.  Anthony  John 
Mundella,  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Hackney  Borough  (South  Division) 
V.  Charles  Russell,  esquire.  Attorney 
General. 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Arnold  Morlet)  :  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  House,  at  its  rising, 
do  adjourn  until  Saturday  next  at  3 
o^clock. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  Sir, 
I  only  rise  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
a  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will,  on  Satur- 
day, be  able,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  to  inform  the  House  on  what 
day  the  Government  anticipate  that  they 
will  be  ready  to  proceed  with  Business. 
I  do  not  ask  that  question  now,  because 
I  expect  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
hardly  in  a  position  to  answer  it. 

Question,  "  That  this  House  will,  at 
the  rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Saturday,  at  Three  of  the  clock," — 
{Mr.  Arnold  Morley,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn," — (Jfr. 
Arnold  Morley,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quari«r 

before  Five  o'clock 

tiUBatoiday. 
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HOUSE     OP     LOEDS, 
Friday  J  5th  February,  1886. 


Their    Lordships    met    for    Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Two 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Saturday,  Uh  February,  1886, 


The  House  met  at  Three  of  the  clock. 

A  Member  took  and  subscribed  the 
Oath. 

NEW  WRITS. 

Newcastle  upon  Tyne,  t^.  John  Morley, 
esquire,  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

Leeds  (Southern  Division),  v.  Right 
honble.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council. 

Great  Grimsby,  r.  Edward  Heneage, 
esquire,  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster. 

Berwick  County,  r.  Honble.  Edward 
Marjoribanks,  Controller  of  the  House- 
hold. 

Bedford  County  (Southern  Division), 
V.  Cyril  Flower,  esquire,  Commissioner 
of  the  Treasury. 

Stafford  County  (North  Western  Divi- 
sion), r.  George  Granville  Leveson 
Oower,  esquire,  Commissioner  of  the 
Treasury. 

Clackmannan  and  Kinross,  r.  Eight 
honble.  John  Blair  Balfour,  Lord  Advo- 
cate of  Scotland. 

Elgin  District  of  Burghs,  i;.  Alexander 
Asher,  esquire.  Her  Majesty's  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland. 

Banff  County,  v.  Robert  William  Duff, 
esquire.  Commissioner  of  the  Admiralty. 

Northampton  County,  v.  Honble. 
Charles  Robert  Spencer,  Groom  in 
Waiting. 


PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT. 

Resohed,  That  this  House,  at  the  rising 
of  the  House  this  day,  do  adjourn  tiU 
Thursday  18th  February. — {Mr,  Arnold 
Morley,) 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  before 

Four  o'clock  till  Thursday 

18th  February. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Monday,  Sth  February,  1886. 


The  Lord  Halsbuby — Chosen  Speaker 
in  the  absence  of  the  Lobd  Chanoellob 
and  the  Lobds  Commissioners. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure  ; 
and  resumed  by  the  Lobd  Chakoellob. 

LORD  CHANCELLOE. 

The  Earl  Granville  acquainted  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty  had  been 
pleased  to  create  the  Right  Honourable 
Sir  Farrer  Herschell,  Knight,  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  a  Peer  of 
this  Realm,  by  the  title  of  Baron  Her- 
schell of  the  city  of  Durham,  and  his 
Lordship,  having  retii*ed  to  robe,  was 
introduced  in  the  usual  manner. 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  House,  at  its  rising, 
do  adjourn  until  Thursday,  the  18th 
instant ;  but,  as  there  is  some  Judicial 
Business  to  be  disposed  of,  it  will  meet 
for  that  purpose  in  the  meantime. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Four 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  9th  February,  1886. 


Their    Lordships   met   for    Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock,  to 
Thursday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF    LORD  S, 
Thursday,  llth  February,  1886. 


Their   Lordships    met    for    Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Four  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


mm^^*^09^^ 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  I5th  February,  1886. 


Their    Lordships    met    for  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  I2th  February,  1886. 


Their    Lordships   met    for   Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  \Uh  February,  1886. 


The  Lord  Bishop  of  Truro— Took  the 
Oath. 

Their    Lordships    met    for    Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Two  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


THE  MINISTET 

Op  thb  Eight  Honotoable  WILLIAM   EWART  GLADSTONE, 

As   FOKMED    ON   AOOEPTANCE    OF    OfFIOE   IN   FeBHUABY,    1886. 

THE  CABINET. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Prime  Minister)  Right  Hon.  "William  Ewart  Gladstonk. 

liOrd  Chancellor .        .        .        ^       .        .  Kight  Hon.  Lord  Herschell. 

liord  Pre^dent  of  the  Council     .        .  Kight  Hon.  Earl  Spencer,  K.G. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer       .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Sir  William  V.  Habcourt. 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department     .  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  Cuilders. 

Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Department      .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Rosebery. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  Granville,  K.G. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War         .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Henry  Campbell-Bannbrman. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India     .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kimberley. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty       .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Marquess  of  Ripon,  K.G. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade      .        .  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  Mundella. 

President  of  the  Local  Grovemment  Board  .  Right  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

^r^s'c^ltt^'iiti^nVei'.St'!'''}  «:«''»  Hon.  Gbohob  Otto  Tn^r^. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant     .    Right  Hon.  John  Morlet. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief  .        •    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridoe,  E.G. 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland    .        .        .        Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Aberdeen. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and^ 

Vice   President    of    the  Committee    of  >  Right  Hon.  Edward  Hbneaob. 

Council  for  Agriculture  ...         J 

""'S  o^^Sftil!^*  ''!"^""  "!  ^'!"-}  K'8"  Hon.  Sir  Ltok  Plxtpme.  K.C.B. 

^^to^°°".  °*  ^°''"  ""!  ^'''!""'}  ^'K^*  Hon.  Earl  of  Morlby. 
Postmaster  G^eral Right  Hon.  Lord  Woltbrton. 

(^Sir  E.  J.  Reed,  K.C.B. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury     •        •        •        •     }  Cyril  Flower,  Esq. 

Q  G.  G.  Leveson  Goweh,  Esq. 

/  Admiral  Lord  John  Hay,  Vice  Admiral  Sir  An- 
T^«j-«*+i.«  AA^:^^^^  '  I      thony  Hilby  Hoskins,  Vice  Admiral  Wilson 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty.        .        .        .        I     Graham,    Rear   Admiiil   James   Elphinstonb 

\     Erskine,  and  Robert  W.  Duff,  Esq. 

Joint  Secretari^  to  the  Tr^^anry       .         {^^.Tn  MoiSB^^.I^"' ^^ 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty      .        .        .  John  Tomlinson  Hibbert,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  .        .  C.  T.  D.  Acland,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Goyemment  Board  Jesse  Collinos,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department       .  Henry  Broadhurst,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department        .  James  Bryce,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies  .        .        .  Bight  Hon.  George  Osborne  Mouoan. 

Under  Secretary  for  War  .        .        .        •  Lord  Sandhurst. 

Under  Secretary*  for  India       .        .        .  Sir  U.  Kay-Shxjttlbwobth,  Bt. 

Paymaster  General     .        .        .        •        . 

Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance       .        .  W.  Woodall,  Esq. 
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State.  When  we  see  the  extraordi* 
nary  phenomenon  of  this  Gentleman 
responsible  now  for  the  government  of 
Ireland,  sitting  in  the  same  Cabinet 
with  the  late  Viceroy  of  Ireland,  who 
was  supposed  to  represent  specially  the 
support  of  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries — when  you  see  such  a  pheno- 
menon as  that,  surely  we  are  entitled  to 
ask  for  some  better  satisfaction  than  to 
be  referred  to  the  1st  of  April  for  the 
explanation  of  the  extraordinary  cir- 
cumstance. Somebody  must  have  re- 
nounced the  opinions  of  his  life.  We 
wish  to  know  who  it  is  ?  We  wish  to 
know  whether  we  are  to  look  to  the  former 
opinions  of  Mr.  Morley,  or  to  the  former 
opinions  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer), 
as  indicating  the  path  along  which  the 
Qovemment  mean  to  go?  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  referred  to  the  precedent 
of  Sir  Eobert  Feel.  In  the  £rst  place, 
the  alteration  of  the  Oom  Laws  in  1842 
is  scarcely  to  be  treated  as  a  matter  of 
the  same  intense  and  vital  moment  as 
the  Union  which  insures  the  integrity  of 
the  British  Empire.  But  we  must  say 
something  more.  Sir  Bobert  Feel  had 
been  for  years  in  Opposition.  He  had  had 
no  opportunity  of  studying  the  circum- 
stances and  the  facts  on  which  a  finan- 
cial policy  must  be  founded.  Those 
noble  Lords  opposite  have,  on  the  other 
hand,  been  for  years  in  Office.  They 
have  not  been  absent  from  Office  except 
for  a  brief  period  of  repose.  They  come 
back  after  seven  months,  and  they  tell 
us  that  this  subject  is  to  be  put  off  till 
the  1  st  of  April.  It  is  one  which  has  occu- 
pied their  days  and  their  nights  in  medi- 
tation. Will  they  not  lift  up  a  corner 
of  the  veil ;  will  they  not  give  us  a  hint 
of  the  direction  in  which  their  medita- 
tions tend  ?  My  Lords,  they  are  treating 
Parliament  with  singular  levity;  they 
are  treating  the  public  interests  with 
singular  levity,  if,  instead  of  deter- 
mining in  the  formation  of  a  Govern- 
ment what  shall  be  the  great  main  lines 
of  their  policy,  they  put  into  one  room 
men  di£Eering  in  every  possible  direction 
on  the  main  subject  of  the  day,  and 
trust  to  the  chances  of  discussion  to 
furnish  them  with  a  policy.  I  will  only 
say,  in  conclusion,  that  not  only  is  it 
Parliament  that  is  treated  badly,  but 
this  is  a  matter  of  life  and  death  to  Ire- 
land. While  you  are  putting  off  matters 
to  the  1st  pf  April,  every  social  interest 
is  jeopardized  m  Ireland.    Property  has 
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become  unsaleable,  business  cannot  be 
conducted,  men  will  not  trust  men,  and 
no  one  knows  what  the  future  is  to  be. 
In  spite  of  this,  and  while  all  this  ia 
going  on,  the  Government,  simply  be- 
cause they  have  chosen  to  assume  Office 
without  an  agreement  on  the  elementary 
lines  of  the  policy  they  are  to  pursue, 
bid  us  wait  to  see  what  chance  will  give 
us  in  six  weeks  for  the  policy  of  the 
Empire. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMFEEDOWN  said, 
that  he  could  not  help  stating  that  the 
remarks  made  upon  his  side  of  the 
House  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) were  unsatisfactory.  He  did  not 
expect  that  the  noble  Earl  would  come 
down  and  make  a  comprehensive  state- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  their  policy ;  but  he 
had  thought  it  likely  that  in  refer- 
ence to  the  great  question  of  Ireland 
— the  one  question,  indeed,  that  was 
before  the  country  —  something  more 
would  have  been  said.  He  had  expected 
that  time  would  be  asked  for  presenting' 
a  measure ;  but  he  did  not  expect  that 
the  subject  would  be  passed  over  so 
lightly  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  that  they 
would  be  told  it  could  not  be  brought 
before  their  Lordships  for  such  a  long 
time  as  the  1st  of  April.  They  mast 
consider  what  had  happened  since  1880, 
during  which  period  the  present  Minis- 
ters had  been  in  Office,  with  one  interval 
of  six  months.  Mr.  Gladstone  had  made 
statements  that  he  had  given  Ireland  the 
most  anxious  and  earnest  attention — 
that  he  had  been  considering  the  state 
of  that  country  night  and  day — and  now 
the  Government  asked  to  postpone  all 
questions  in  reference  to  Ireland  till  the 
1st  of  April,  and,  perhaps,  for  a  much 
longer  period.  Let  them  but  consider 
the  position  as  it  affected  Ireland,  this 
country,  and  Parliament.  Business  in 
Ireland  was  entirely  at  a  standstill,  and 
would  remain  so  until  some  measure  was 
brought  forward  dealing  with  the  mat- 
ter. Administration  was  at  a  standstill, 
and  it  must  be  until  it  was  known  what 
was  to  be  the  plan  of  future  administra- 
tion. Parliament  was  in  a  state  of 
anxious  suspense  and  expectation,  and 
it  must  be  until  they  knew  the  plans  of 
the  Government.  This  anxiety  on  their 
part  was  the  veiy  reverse  of  unreason- 
able. It  was  only  natural  and  right; 
it  was  their  duty  to  be  anxious.  He 
would  not  enter  into  detaUs;  bat  the 
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statements  wluoh  had  been  made  by 
Mr.  Oladstone  were  of  a  yery  yag^e 
character,  and  they  would  comprehend 
almoBt  any  change  in  the  administration  of 
Ireland  from  an  independent  Parliament 
down  to  some  lesser  measure  of  Home 
Hule.  Then  it  was  notorious  from  the 
statements  of  the  Press  that  the  other 
Ministers  did  not  know  what  the  in- 
tentions of  Mr.  Qladstone  were.  There 
were  discrepancies  between  the  state- 
ments of  Mr.  Gladstone  and  those  of 
other  Ministers.  It  was  said—  and  it 
might  be  admitted — that  inquiry  was 
necessary  with  regard  to  what  was  to  be 
done  in  Ireland;  but  Mr.  Morley,  a 
personal  Mend  of  his,  for  whom  he  had 
the  highest  personal  respect,  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  the  virtual  Buler  of  Ire- 
land, had  most  decided  opinions  about 
which  there  was  no  mistake  whatever, 
and  this  inquiry  would  be  conducted,  in 
a  great  measure,  under  his  guidance. 
Did  not  that  fact  seem  to  prejudge  the 
inquiry?  Then  Mr.  Parnell  and  his 
Party  had  made  no  concealment  of  what 
they  expected  to  be  the  outcome  of  this 
movement;  they  had  stated  distinctly, 
within  the  last  few  days,  that  they  ex- 
pected a  Parliament  to  be  set  up  in 
Dublin.  In  these  circumstances,  was  it 
unreasonable  that  they  were  in  a  state 
of  great  anxiety  and  suspense,  and  that 
they  were  most  anxious  to  hear  the  Mi- 
nisterial statement  ?  All  would  hope  that 
they  would  see  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
make  it  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
for  every  day  of  delay  would  increase 
the  difficulties  of  the  position  of  that 
country. 

LoBD  ASHBOURNE :  I  waited  after 
the  noble  Earl  resumed  his  seat  in  the 
hope  that  the  noble  Earl  who  not  long 
ago  was  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Queen 
in  Ireland  (Earl  Spencer)  would  rise  and 
state  what  his  views  were  in  regard  to 
Ireland.  No  doubt  it  is  true  that  a 
new  Government  is  entitled  to  considera- 
tion ;  but  there  are  others  who  are  en- 
titled to  consideration  as  well,  including 
this  House  and  the  public  opinion  of  the 
country.  When  we  are  referred  to  the 
Election  addresses  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  other  Ministers  for  an  indi- 
cation of  their  policy,  it  is  forgotten  that 
many  things  have  happened  since  those 
addresses  were  delivered ;  and  there  are 
many  things  contained  in  those  addresses 
which  imperatively  require  explanation 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment.    The 


Prime  Minister  indicated,  in  his  Election 
address,  that  Ireland  required  the  con- 
sideration of  three  most  important  ques- 
tions— namely,  social  order,  the  Land 
Laws,  and  local  government.  I  know 
full  well,  as  an  Irishman  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  Ireland,  that  land  diffi- 
culties lie  at  the  root  of  much  of  the 
discontent  and  disorder  of  Ireland ;  and 
therefore  I  would  welcome  any  sugges- 
tion which  would  indicate  something  like 
a  resolute  intention  on  the  part  of  any 
Government  to  grapple  with  that  diffi- 
culty, so  a<i  to  settle  it  on  the  lines  of  jus- 
tice and  of  fairness.  The  Gt>vemment,  in- 
deed, might  well  have  asked  for  some 
time  before  they  should  be  caUed  upon 
to  submit  a  measure  for  its  solution.  I 
would  make  the  same  admission  with 
reference  to  local  government.  But  I 
note  this  extraordinary  fact — ^that  in  the 
statement  of  what  we  are  to  be  told  on 
the  1st  of  April  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  did  not  intimate  that  any 
statement  would  be  made  then,  or  at  any 
other  time,  on  the  part  of  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  with  reference  to  local  government. 
He  intimated  that  on  the  1st  of  April 
we  were  to  be  told  something  of  what 
the  Government  intended  in  refer- 
ence to  social  order,  to  crime,  intimi- 
dation, and  personal  liberty.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  omission  was 
intentional  or  accidental  on  the  part 
of  the  noble  Earl ;  but  it  is  extra- 
ordinaiy  that  he  used  the  expression 
more  than  once  that  the  questions  re- 
lating to  Ireland  are  burning  questions, 
and  there  are  no  questions  more  burning 
at  this  time  than  those  he  omitted.  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  some  explana- 
tion how  it  is  that  a  Cabinet  constituted 
like  the  present,  and  having,  I  assume, 
some  point  of  agreement,  will  apply  them- 
selves to  the  work  of  embodying  their 
point  of  agreement  in  a  Bill.  I  have 
read  the  speeches  of  public  men  on  both 
sides  in  this  question,  and  those  who 
have  had  to  deal  with  the  government 
of  Ireland  are  entitled  to  have  their 
words  keenly  and  jealously  scrutinized. 
Mr.  Trevelyan  has  been  Oluef  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  now  occu- 
pies a  high  position  in  the  present  Go- 
vernment. He  is  a  trained  literary 
man;  and,  speaking  with  much  and 
avowed  deliberation,  and  with  all  the 
weight  of  his  experience,  he  used  these 
remarkable  words  on  the  3 1st  of  De- 
cember last^- 

T  2 


551 


FoUiy  ofEer 


{LOEDS} 


Maje9ty*9  Oovemmmt,        552 


'*  There  is  one  point  which,  in  the  coming 
controTeniefl,  paolio  men  ought  to  fix  quite 
clearly  in  their  minds ;  and  that  is  that,  as  far 
as  law  and  order  and  the  peace  of  the  country 
are  concerned,  there  is  no  half-way  house  he- 
tween  entire  separation  and  absolute  Imperial 
oonbrol." 

NoW|  ihiB  Btatement  comes  not  only  from 
a  late  Ohief  Secretary,  but  from  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  existing  Oabinet.  It  is  the 
statement  of  the  trusted  Friend  and  poli- 
tical Colleague  of  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Spencer).  I  think,  at  all 
events,  we  are  entitled  to  ask  this  ques- 
tion— Does  that  statement,  made  so  de- 
liberately, represent  the  views  of  the 
Government,  or  only  those  of  Mr.  Tre- 
yelyan,  which  he  is  at  liberty  to  act 
upon  when  he  thinks  proper  by  with- 
drawing from  the  Government  at  his 
own  convenience  ?  Mr.  Trevelyan  also 
said — 

<'  But  to  keep  up  the  name  and  outward 
semblance  of  a  Union  and,  at  the  same  time, 
to  put  into  the  hands  of  the  enemies  of  that 
Union  full  licence  to  keep  Ireland  in  disorder 
is  a  policy  which  I  do  not  think  wiU  com- 
mend itself  to  those  who  best  know  the  coun- 
try." 

This  is  the  last  quotation  I  will  make 
from  the  speeches  to  which  we  have 
been  referred  by  the  noble  Earl  as 
being  an  explanation  of  the  views  of 
the  Government  sufficient  to  exonerate 
him  from  the  necessity  of  making 
any  further  statement  on  the  subject. 
I  put  this  question  before  your  Lord- 
ships and  the  country.  Do  these  words 
now  represent  the  settled  convictions  of 
the  present  Government?  If  they  do 
not,  in  what  respect  do  they  fall  short 
of  them;  and  in  what  respect  do  the 
present  Government  reserve  to  them- 
selves the  right  of  a  partial  examina- 
tion ?  My  own  belief  on  these  subjects 
is  known  to  your  Lordships.  I  believe 
that  to  satisfy  the  Famellite  demands 
would  be  fatal  to  the  best  interests  of 
this  country,  and  destructive  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  loyal  minority  in  Lreland. 
This  would  be  to  the  Empire  a  lasting 
disgrace  and  a  permanent  dishonour. 
Assuming  that  on  the  land  and  local 
government  questions  the  Government 
were  entitled  to  ask  for  time  to  formu- 
late their  i)ropo6als,  does  the  same 
excuse  apply  to  that  great,  living, 
anxious  question  now  really  so  acute  in 
Ireland — the  question  of  social  order? 
The  criticisms  made  by  noble  Lords  op- 
posite on  the  paragraph  of  Her  Gracious 
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Majesty's  Speech  framed  by  the  late 
Government  dealing  with  the  position 
of  Lreland,  was  that  it  did  not  go  far 
enough— that  it  was  not  sufficiently  dear 
and  precise.  That  was  the  point  of  the 
criticism  of  the  present  Government, 
who  were  then  in  Opposition.  My  noble 
Friend  the  then  Prime  Minister,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,  the  then  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  a  few  days  after,  in  the  clearest 
and  plainest  way  indicated  what  was  the 
intention  of  the  late  Government  with 
reference  to  this  urgent  and  pressing 
question  of  the  restoration  of  social  order. 
The  present  Government  knowing  the 
exact  position  of  affairs,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
joined  by  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  followers, 
promptly  turned  out  the  Government. 
The  responsibility  of  the  present  Gk>- 
vernment,  having  elected  to  turn  out  the 
late  Government  directly  on  the  state- 
ment as  to  the  actual,  immediate  neces- 
sity of  prompt  action  being  taken  to  put 
down  crime,  check  intimidation,  and  re- 
store social  order,  is  a  responsibility  that 
cannot  be  deferred  five  or  six  weeks. 
The  question  is  acute;  it  is  one  that 
must  be  settled  and  met  by  something 
like  an  adequate  statement.  I  read  this 
morning  a  speech  which  was  quite  re- 
cently made  on  the  occasion  of  the  debate 
on  the  Address  by  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Earl 
Spencer).  How  did  the  noble  Earl  then 
describe  the  position  of  Lreland?  He 
said — 

**  I  greatly  fear  that  the  condition  of  Irelaad 
with  regard  to  intimidation  and  '  Boycotting '  is 
more  eerioos  than  it  has  ever  been  before ;  and 
if  this  be  so,  I  maintain  that  it  has  increased 
ten-fold  or  a  hundred-fold  since  I  had  the 
responsibility  of  the  Irish  Government." 

Those  were  grave  and  weighty  words ; 
they  were  the  words  of  a  Minister  en- 
titled to  speak  with  great  authority  on 
the  subject.  I  ask  this  question  now, 
and  I  am  entitled  to  an  answer.  Can  it 
be  said  that  the  condition  of  Ireland  baa 
improved  since  the  noble  Earl,  less  than 
a  fortnight  ago,  uttered  those  words? 
Is  that  a  state  of  facts  which  is  argent — 
acutely  tirgent — which  must  fill  every- 
one desirous  of  seeing  Ireland  tranquil 
and  calm  with  great  and  increasing 
anxiety;  and  is  that  a  state  of  facts 
which  can  be  put  aside  until  the  1st  of 
April,  and  until  the  Government  have 
made  up  their  mind  as  to  how,  if  at  all, 
they   would    deal  with  the  question? 
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There  ^as  no  mistake  as  to  the  attitude 
of  the  late  Govemineiitonthis  question. 
They  found  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
that  &e  law  of  the  National  League, 
▼hieh sanctioned  intimidation  and  "Boy- 
cotting/' was  so  powerful  that  unless  it 
was  checked — and  promptly  checked — it 
would  become  in  those  districts  more 
powerful  than  the  Goyemment  of  the 
Queen .  The  late  Ministers  decided  that 
the  Gk>¥emment  of  the  Queen  should  pre- 
TaiL  What  is  the  position  of  the  pre- 
sent Government?  They  say  they  will 
keep  in  suspense  the  decision  as  to  whe- 
ther the  GK>Yemment  of  the  Queen  is  to 
prevail  or  not.  That  is  a  very  serious 
matter.  Is  there  any  possibility  of  a 
doubt  that  intimidation  does  prevail  so 
widely  that  it  has  become  a  scandal  and 
a  disgrace  to  the  country?  The  noble 
Earl  said  that  the  intimidation  is  greater 
than  ever  it  was  before.  If  he  knows 
that,  does'not  his  own  Cabinet  believe 
him  ?  If  they  did,  why  is  it  that  they 
are  to  wait  five  or  six  weeks  to  find  out 
what  is  the  state  of  the  case?  The 
statement  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) has  left  us  not  in  the  dark,  but 
in  an  acute  fog.  The  only  light  I 
have  been  able  to  get  is  from  the 
remarkable  document  addressed  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  to  "My  dear  Lord  De  Vesci" 
— ^ne  of  the  most  singular  transac- 
tions that  ever  occurred  in  a  civilized 
country.  Has  any  of  your  Lordships 
read  that  remarkable  production  with 
a  clear  understanding  as  to  what  it 
is  intended  to  convey?  What  is  its 
meaning  ?  As  a  specimen  of  elaborate 
construction  and  never-ending  sentences 
it  is  a  marveL  It  is  a  general  invita- 
tion to  all,  whether  well-informed  or  ill- 
informed,  to  write  letters  to  the  Prime 
Minister  for  all  time.  I  venture  to  ask 
your  Lordships  was  there  ever,  since  Con- 
stitutional Government  was  established 
in  this  country,  such  a  method  adopted 
by  a  Premier  for  obtaining  information 
to  guide  the  deliberations  of  the  respon- 
sible Ministers  of  the  Crown?  The 
Prime  Minister  invites  communications ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
uses  a  substantive  without  a  qualifying 
adjective,  and  he  therefore  invites  free 
communications  of  views.  But  he  in- 
vites free  communication  of  views  with 
this  qualification — that  he  would  like 
tiiiem  to  be  views  which  would  be  most 
likely  to  supply  full  and  authentic  know- 
ledge as  to  what  is  the  wish  of  the  Irish 


people.  Where  has  the  Prime  Minister 
been  for  the  last  five  or  six  years,  and 
where  have  his  Oolleaguee  been?  The 
Prime  Minister,  having  invited  these 
letters,  saying  that  he  would  like  to 
have  these  views  and  authentic  informa- 
tion, says  that  much  as  he  would  like 
the  views  he  would  highly  value  indica- 
tions. Now,  "  indications  "  is  a  curious 
word.  They  may  mean  anything,  and  I 
am  tempted  to  suggest  tliat  they  may 
mean  nothing.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  goes  on  again  to  give  some 
kind  of  clue  to  the  kind  of  indications 
which  he  would  value.  He  says, 
''especially  if  they  go  to  the  heart  of 
the  question  before  us."  Now,  can  any 
of  your  Lordships  suggest  what  is  the 
meaning  of  this  ?  I  have  read  it  with 
ever-increasing  admiration  and  wonder ; 
and,  I  would  ask,  have  the  present  Go- 
vernment no  knowledge,  have  they  never 
considered  this  question  for  themselves  ? 
I  see  upon  the  Government  Bench  two 
noble  Lords  who  have  been  Lord  Lieu- 
tenants of  Ireland  ;  and  there  are  also  in 
the  Cabinet  two  Ministers  of  ability  and 
experience  who  have  occupied  the  posi- 
tion of  Chief  Secretary ;  and  it  is  simply 
trifling  with  the  nation  at  this  time  of 
day,  with  these  means  of  knowledge  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government,  to  write 
such  a  document  as  that  written  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  What  were  the  present 
Government  in  Office  five  years  for  if,  at 
this  moment,  they  are  to  oe  considered 
as  tyros  who  know  nothing,  who  are 
incapable  of  learning  anything  from 
one  another,  and  who  appeal  to  some- 
body for  ''indications  wkich  go  to  the 
heart  of  the  question  ?  "  There  is  some 
method,  after  all,  in  this  procedure  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  Does  it  not  look  very 
like  the  "  old  hand  sparring  for  time  ?  " 
Under  ordinary  circumstances  I  would 
make  no  objection  to  time  being  taken ; 
but  this  is  not  a  juncture  when  you  can 
play  fast  and  loose  with  the  position  of 
affairs  in  Ireland.  If  I  were  a  suspicious 
man  I  would  hazard  the  suggestion  that 
the  caution  and  reticence  of  the  noble 
Earl  on  this  subject  are  those  of  a  man 
who  was  not  sure  that  he  had  anything 
to  disclose,  or  whether,  if  he  said  any- 
thing, he  would  not  offend  one-half  of 
his  Colleagues. 

Eael  GEANVILLE  :  I  rise  to  give 
an  explanation.  I  will  only  say  that  I 
feel  bound  to  resist  the  temptation  given 
by  the  noble  Marquess,  and  still  more  by 
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the  noble  and  learned  ZiOrd.  What  I 
wish  to  do  is  to  remove  an  impression 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
seemed  to  gather  from  the  words  which 
I  used.  I  do  not  know  exactly  what 
those  words  were ;  but  what  I  wished  to 
convej  was  that  the  Goyernment  did  not 
concentrate  their  attention  on  the  ques- 
tion of  repression  or  coercion  in  Ireland. 
What  I  stated  was  that  the  Government 
were  dealing  with  the  whole  Irish  Ques- 
tion ;  and  on  the  whole  Irish  Question 
they  intended  to  make  a  statement  in 
what  appeared  to  them  to  be  a  very 
short  time,  considering  the  gravity  and 
importance  of  the  subject. 

The  Eakl  OF  MILLTOWN :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether 
''HomeEule"  will  come  within  "the 
whole  Irish  Question  ? '' 

[No  reply.] 
DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS. 

QUESTIONS.      OBSBKVATIONS. 

The  Earl  op  LIMERICK,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  unprotected  state 
of  the  streets  on  Monday,  8th  February, 
although  it  was  well  known  that  dis- 
turbances bad  been  threatened ;  and  to 
ask  what  instructions,  if  any,  had  been 
given  to  the  police ;  and,  further,  whe- 
ther any  proceedings  have  been  or  will 
be  taken  against  persons  who  incited  to 
disturbance,  and  who  threaten  further 
and  revolutionary  disturbances  in  the 
future  when  they  are  better  prepared  ? 
said,  that  the  events  which  disgraced 
the  Metropolis  on  Monday  were  so 
well  known  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
lay  them  at  any  length  before  their 
Ix)rdehips.  It  would  not  be  proper  for 
him  to  go  into  the  incitements  to  dis- 
turbance which  were  made  use  of  by 
certain  persons,  as  that  matter  was  now 
being  investigated  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
Their  Lordships  were  all  aware  that  a 
meeting  was  held  in  Trafalgar  Square 
on  the  8th  instant ;  and  in  alluding  to 
that  meeting  he  would  express  an 
opinion,  which  was  probably  shared  by 
their  Lordships,  that  those  who  con- 
vened that  meeting,  and  the  great  propor- 
tion of  those  who  took  part  in  it,  were 
altogether  innocent  of  the  offences  which 
were  afterwards  committed.  It  was 
evident,  too,  from  the  fact  that  the  sub- 
scriptions for  the  relief  of  the  unem- 
ployed still  continued  to  pour  in,  that 
the  public  were  able  to  discriminate  be- 
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tween  genuine  working  men  and  those 
agitators  who,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
criminal  classes,  worked  so  much  mis- 
chief in  the  West  End  on  Monday  week. 
Previous  to  then,  there  had  been  meet- 
ings of  Social  and  Democratic  Olubs, 
at  which  the  announcement  had  been 
made  of  the  intention  of  making  a  de- 
monstration ;  and  he  should  imagine 
that  those  facts  must  have  been  known 
to  the  police.  He  was  informed  on  good 
authority  that  on  the  Thursday  previooB 
the  police  were  assured  that  certain 
persons  were  getting  up  a  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square;  that  they  expected 
to  be  able  to  maintain  peace  at  that 
meeting ;  but  that  they  anticipated  dis- 
turbances on  the  part  of  certain  persons 
who  were  going  to  interrupt  it ;  and 
that,  although  they  thought  there  would 
be  peace  at  the  meeting  itself,  they 
could  not  be  answerable  for  disturb- 
ances in  the  streets.  The  meeting,  when 
it  took  place,  promptly  divided  itself 
into  two  parts,  and  one  of  the  sections 
of  the  crowd  was  addressed  in  violent 
language  by  several  agitators,  and  was 
asked  to  prepare  themselves  for  a  orusado 
against  the  rich.  Excited  by  this  lan- 
guage, they  proceeded  to  parade  through 
the  streets.  At  first,  little  damage  was 
done;  but,  gaining  courage  from  im- 
punity, they  broke  windows,  rifled 
shops,  and  attacked  carriages,  not 
sparing  even  ladies,  and  one  lady  at 
least,  he  regretted  to  hear,  was  seriously 
injured.  For  two  hours,  apparently, 
there  was  no  interference  on  Uie  part  of 
the  police,  nor  any  attempt  to  put  this 
violent  conduct  down.  Now,  he  put  it 
to  their  Lordships — and  he  had  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  the  crowd  in  the 
early  part  of  its  career — whether  at  the 
first  start  from  60  to  100  police  might 
not  have  prevented  any  damage  what- 
ever? Why,  then,  when  this  crowd 
was  seen  leaving  Trafalgar  Square,  was 
it  not  stopped  ?  Why,  during  its  pro- 
gross  through  the  streets  for  two  hours, 
was  there  nothing  done  ?  Surely  it  did 
not  take  all  that  time  for  the  Metro- 
politan Police  to  get  together  100  or 
200  men.  Why,  again,  was  it  that  the 
first  check  given  to  the  mob  was  in  Ox- 
ford Street,  that  check,  too,  being  ad- 
ministered by  a  few  police  who  were 
got  together  on  the  spot,  and  who  were 
not  collected  through  any  central  order 
from  Scotland  Yard?  After  all  that 
had  happened  one  was  bound  to  oon« 
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sidor  the  consequences.  There  was  con- 
siderable destruction  of  property ;  but 
that  was  not  the  worst  feature.  By  far 
the  worst  feature  was  the  disturbance  of 
trade  and  business  which  occurred,  and 
the  belief  which  the  mob  might  entertain 
that,  having  had  that  impunity,  they 
would  have  impunity  also  on  future 
occasions.  It  remained  to  be  considered 
who  was  to  blame.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  Parliament  looked  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  as 
the  man  who  had  the  control  of  the 
police.  It  was  his  duty  to  see  that  the 
police  did  their  duty.  They  were  in- 
lormed,  on  good  authority,  that  a  De- 
partmented  Committee  had  been  formed 
to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  those 
riots,  and  that  the  head  of  that  Com- 
mittee was  the  Home  Secretary  himself. 
Well,  it  could  scarcely  be  supposed  that 
the  Committee  would  inquire  into  the 
conduct  of  the  Home  Secretary  himself; 
nor  was  it  to  be  expected  that  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  convict  himself 
before  the  Committee  over  which  he  was 
called  upon  to  preside.  The  Commit- 
tee would  merely  come  to  a  decision 
whether  his  subordinates  had  properly 
discharged  their  duty.  But  that  was 
not  sufficient,  nor  could  it  relieve  the 
Home  Office  of  responsibility  for  pre- 
serving the  peace  and  security  of  the 
Metropolis.  He  trusted  they  would  not 
be  referred  to  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  a  complete  answer,  but  would 
be  told  whether  any  instructions  to  the 
police  had  emanated  from  the  Home 
Office ;  and,  if  so,  what  those  instruc- 
tions were  ? 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  who  had  a 
Notice  to  the  same  eifect  on  the  Paper, 
and  asking  what  precautions  would  be 
taken  in  future  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  similar  outrages,  said,  he  wanted  to 
have  a  clear  statement  whether  any  in- 
formation from  the  police  reached  the 
Home  Office  as  to  the  probable  charac- 
ter and  outcome  of  the  demonstration  ? 
He  ventured  to  think  that  no  satisfactory 
answer  could  be  given  by  any  such  Com- 
mittee as  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Home  Office.  What  was  wanted  was 
an  independent  inquiry  as  to  how  the 
Home  Office  acted  in  the  matter.  They 
all  knew  the  peculiar  views  entertained 
by  the  present  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Childers)  as  to  the  cletss  of  persons  to 
whom  the  police  should  be  entrusted  in 
the  Sister  Isle.    He  believed  that  had 


it  not  been  for  the  lawlessness  which 
prevailed  on  the  other  side  of  St.  George's 
Channel  there  would  have  been  little 
disturbance  in  the  Metropolis.  He 
should  like  to  know — and  the  House 
had  a  right  to  the  information — whether 
the  police  authorities  had  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Home  Office  what  were 
the  dangers  and  perils  of  allowing  these 
demonstrations  to  take  place  in  the 
middle  of  so  crowded  a  city  as  the  Me- 
tropolis ?  Sir  Bichard  Mayne,  he  knew, 
entertained  very  strong  opinions  upon 
the  subject ;  and  he  should  like  to  hear 
whether  the  Government  had  arrived  at 
any  very  distinct  conclusion  as  to  per- 
mitting them  in  the  future  ?  The  fact 
that  it  was  possible  for  men  to  be  hustled 
and  robbed,  for  women  to  be  insulted, 
little  children  stoned,  and  shops  sacked 
within  a  couple  of  hours  in  some  of  the 
most  crowded  and  busiest  thoroughfares 
of  the  greatest  city  in  the  world  would 
scarcely  be  considered  satisfactory  by 
reasonable  men,  or  properly  accounted 
for  by  those  responsible  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  public  order.  It  had  been  said 
that  such  gatherings  afforded  a  safety- 
valve  to  the  feelings  of  the  people  hj 
enabling  them  to  express  their  opinions 
freely ;  but  since  the  Eef orm  Bill,  and 
now  that  London  abounded  with  large 
halle,  where  the  utmost  freedom  of 
speech  could  be  indulged  in,  there  was 
really  no  occasion  for  out-door  demon- 
strations. The  only  two  purposes  which 
they  could  possibly  serve  were  intimida- 
tion and  obstruction.  This  latter  was 
most  undoubted ;  for  hours  before  and 
after  such  demonstrations  had  taken 
place  the  thoroughfares  were  thronged 
by  an  excited  and  sometimes  angry 
crowd,  business  was  oftentimes  sus- 
pended, perforce,  representing  a  very 
serious  money  loss  to  many  wo  could 
ill  afford  to  submit  to  it,  and  those  per- 
sons who  were  in  the  habit  of  using  the 
streets  for  legitimate  purposes  were  com- 
pelled to  travel  by  another  route.  He 
entirely  agreed  that  the  outrages  of 
Monday  week  last  were  not  the  work  of 
the  honest  working  man,  but  were  per- 
petrated mainly  by  the  criminal  class. 
He,  for  one,  was  not  sorry  that  these 
things  had  happened.  Sooner  or  later, 
he  was  certain  that  the  weakness  of  the 
Home  Office  on  this  particular  subject 
would  meet  with  some  severe  lesson ; 
and  his  only  wonder  was  that  it  had  not 
been  more  severe.    He  hoped  that  now 
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the  Government  would  not  only  be  wise, 
but  wise  in  time,  and  would  give  assur- 
ances to  the  House  that  they  considered 
themselves  responsible  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  law  and  order  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  that  they  would  use  such  means 
and  measures  as  would  prevent  for  the 
future  such  things  as  occurred  to  the 
disgrace  of  London  last  Monday  week. 

Lord  DORCHESTER  said,  he  wished 
to  give  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
some  information  which,  even  if  they 
were  in  possession  of  it,  they  might, 
perhaps,  be  reluctant  themselves  to  give 
to  their  Lordships.  He  had  that  very 
day  seen  a  letter  from  the  country,  dated 
January  29,  in  which  it  was  positively 
stated  that  riots  would  occur  on  Febru- 
ary 8,  and  that  the  intention  of  the  mob 
was,  in  the  words  of  the  letter,  "to 
plunder  the  squares  and  pull  down  the 
Clubs."  He  thought  that  that  prophecy 
had  been  pretty  well  fulfilled,  for  a 
more  melancholy  spectacle  he  had  never 
seen  in  any  country  than  the  West  End 
presented  last  week.  He  believed  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  there  was  a 
large  force  of  police  in  a  garden  not 
very  far  from  Stafford  House,  and 
another  body  in  a  courtyard  near 
Arlington  Street,  though  for  what 
special  purpose  was  best  known  to  them- 
selves; and  the  Inspector  in  charge  of 
the  latter  body,  when  appealed  to, 
simply  said  "  he  knew  his  duty  and  had 
received  his  instructions."  What  the 
latter  were  he  did  not  say ;  but  they 
certainly  appeared  not  to  be  to  protect 
the    public    streets.      There    was    one 

foliceman  at  Mr.  Childers's  residence  in 
iccadilly,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  other  Ministers  were  equally  well 
guarded — and  that  that  solitary  con- 
stable was  instrumental  in  prevent- 
ing a  lady  being  turned  out  of  her 
brougham  by  some  sharp  practitioner. 
There  was  hardly  a  place  which  af- 
forded such  facilities  for  putting  away 
large  bodies  of  men  as  did  the  vici- 
nity of  Trafalgar  Square ;  but  with 
the  exception  of  the  policeman  he 
had  referred  to,  and  two  sentries  at  the 
War  Office,  who  effectually  protected 
the  glass  of  that  establisnment,  not 
one  single  attempt  at  protection  ap- 
peared to  have  been  made.  The  mis- 
chief done  their  Lordships  had  probably 
seen  ;  but  it  was  a  mere  trifle  compared 
to  the  moral  humiliation  that  came 
from  the  fact  that   such   proceedings 
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should  be  possible  in  a  country  like 
this.  The  Home  Secretary,  he  thought, 
could  hardly  have  been  less  instructed 
upon  the  matter  than  the  lady  who 
wrote  the  letter  on  the  29th  of  January. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  say  on  whom 
should  rest  the  blame  for  the  inaction  of 
the  police;  but  he  wished  to  observe, 
with  reference  to  the  position  which  the 
Home  Secretary  filled  in  the  Court  of 
Inquiry,  that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  censure 
himself.  It  was  like  a  court  martial,  of 
which  the  President  was  trying  himself, 
and  might  end  in  the  engineer  being 
**  hoist  with  his  own  petard." 

Viscount  CEANBROOK  observed, 
that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Dorchester)  raised  a  ques- 
tion  which  was  very  important,  and 
that  was  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Childers  himself  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  authorities.  Against  that 
he  must  protest  as  being  opposed  to 
precedent  and  reason  and  justice.  He 
did  not  at  all  impugn  Mr.  Childers's 
Committee ;  but  it  was  obvious  that  the 
"first  question  which  would  be  asked  of 
any  person  coming  before  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  whether  orders  were  or 
were  not  sent  from  the  Home  Office  ? 
At  any  rate,  the  conduct  of  the  Home 
Office  might  immediately  come  into 
question.  It  might  be  a  proper  pro- 
ceeding for  the  Home  Secretary  to  in- 
quire, as  between  himself  and  the  police, 
whether  they  had  fulfilled  his  orders, 
and  if  not  why  not  ?  That  was  properly 
a  departmental  inquiry ;  but  what 
the  public  really  wanted  to  know 
was,  whether  it  was  possible  that  the 
streets  could  again  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  a  riotous  mob  as  upon  that 
and  other  occasions?  He  trusted  that 
the  noble  Lord  who  represented  the 
Home  Office  (Lord  Thurlow)  would  be 
able  to  say  that  there  would  in  this,  as 
in  former  instances,  be  an  independent 
Commission  appointed  to  investigate  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  case.  An 
investigation  of  that  kind  should  be 
held  in  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes  themselves,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  cleared  of  all  complicity  in  the 
outrages  that  were  committed.  He  be- 
lieved most  earnestly,  from  having  seen 
the  mob  when  it  began  its  outrages  at 
the  Carlton  Club,  that  it  did  not  repre- 
sent in  any  sense  the  unemployed  people 
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of  the  Metropolis.  Its  character  was 
quite  different,  and  it  was  swelled  by 
some  of  the  worst  characters  in  London. 
In  justice  to  those  who  had  been  in- 
jured, to  the  working  men  who  had 
been  misrepresented,  and  to  the  public 
at  large,  an  independent  Commission 
ought  undoubtedlyto  be  appointed. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  if  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  would  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  police  orders  making 
necessary  arrangements  with  regard  to 
the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  on 
Monday  the  8th  instant;  also,  if  such 
orders  were  submitted  in  the  first  in- 
stance for  approval  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, or  issued  on  the  sole  responsibility 
of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police? 
He  believed  that  much  unmerited 
obloquy  had  been  heaped  upon  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson,  and  that.  Scotland 
Yard  had  been  made  a  scapegoat  for  the 
Home  Office.  Although  by  a  Statute  of 
George  IV.  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police  was  uuder  the  orders  of  the  Home 
Office,  yet  during  his  long  tenure  of 
that  Office  Sir  Bichard  Mayne  had  been 
virtuallyindependentof  the  Home  Office, 
and  responsible  for  the  tranquillity  of  the 
Metropolis ;  but  since  his  death,  and  espe- 
cially since  Sir  William  Harcourt  had 
been  Home  Secretary,  the  Home  Office 
had  been  encroaching  continuously  upon 
the  province  of  the  chief  police  authori- 
ties, and  had  instituted  a  new  depart- 
ment in  the  Home  Office  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  police.  Not  very  long  ago, 
in  Westminster  Hall,  on  the  occasion  of 
the  presentation  of  awards  to  the  con- 
stables who  were  injured  by  the  dyna- 
mite explosion,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
publicly  declared  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  was  the 
head  of  the  police.  The  Chief  Com- 
missioner had  thus  been  taught  to  ex- 
pect instructions  on  all  critical  occasions 
from  the  Home  Office,  and  this  paralyzed 
the  action  of  the  Chief  Commissioner. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  to  be  made 
aware  that  they  lay  under  suspicion  of 
connivance  with  the  riots ;  one  of  their 
Colleagues  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  used 
language  which  was  as  much  an  incite- 
ment to  riot  as  the  language  used  by 
the  leaders  of  the  mob  in  Trafalgar 
Square ;  an  evening  newspaper  had  an- 
nounced, four  days  before  the  event,  that 
an  attack  would  be  made  on  the  Gubs ; 
and  similar  information  had  been  con- 


veyed through  other  channels  to  the 
Home  Office  some  hours  before  the  riot. 
There  was  another  public  expectation, 
which  had  been  disappointed — namely, 
the  resignation  of  the  Home  Secretary 
after  the  calamities  of  Monday  the  8th, 
and  that  of  some  others  of  the  Ministers. 
Lord  Hartington  had  set  a  high  example, 
and  Sir  Hen^  James  had  set  a  still 
higher  one.  The  next  best  thing  to  de- 
clining to  join  an  unsound  Administra- 
tion would  be  to  retire  from  it  now  that 
they  had  seen  their  Colleagues'  words 
translated  into  deeds.  The  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  was  bearing  out 
a  saying  of  Tacitus — **  Contemni  famam 
despiei  virtutee^''^  which  meant  that  if 
they  had  so  little  regard  for  their  repu- 
tation as  to  associate  with  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain, they  must  be  expected  to  despise 
the  virtues  which  were  the  outcome  of 
obedience  to  the  Ten  Commandments. 

Lord  FITZGEEALD  said,  he  also 
wished  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  a 
very  practical  question — namely,  were 
they  prepared  to  compensate  those  suf- 
ferers whose  property  had  been  stolen 
or  injured  by  the  rioters,  inasmuch  as 
those  losses  were  the  consequence  of  the 
default  of  one  or  other  of  the  public 
Departments?  A  century  and  a-half 
ago  the  Boyal  Guards  successfully 
quelled  the  riot  in  Salisbury  Court  be- 
tween the  Tories  and  the  Whigs;  and 
their  success  on  that  occasion  might 
have  induced  the  authorities  to  have  re- 
course to  their  services  on  the  8th  instant. 
It  would  be  well,  if  the  police  did  not 
interfere  on  such  occasions,  that  there 
should  be  some  interference  by  the 
military  authorities.  If  the  people 
whose  property  had  been  damaged  were 
not  compensated  by  the  Government 
they  would  get  no  redress  at  all,  for  it 
was  a  delusion  to  suppose  that  legal 
action  would  assist  them.  In  the  exist- 
ing condition  of  the  law  he  was  con- 
fident that  if  £1,000  could  be  recovered 
from  the  Hundred  it  would  be  done  at 
the  cost  of  £3,000  or  £4,000  in  law  ex- 
penses. He  believed  that,  in  this  case, 
nine-tenths  of  the  property  in  question 
had  been  stolen ;  and  although  the  re- 
maining tenth  might  possibly  be  re- 
covered, it  would  only  be  recovered 
under  circumstances  that  would  make 
the  proceeding  insufferably  unjust,  and 
at  a  cost  of  four  times  the  amount  ob- 
tained. When  the  practice  of  holding 
the  Hundred  liable  for  damage  of  that 
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kind  first  originated  there  was  no  police, 
no  police  tax,  no  standing  Army,  and 
no  Home  Secretary ;  and  in  those  days 
it  might  have  been  just  to  call  on  the 
Hundreds  to  be  their  own  police  and  to 
protect  themselves.  But  the  circum- 
stances now  were  wholly  changed,  and 
an  action  against  the  Hundred  in  such 
a  case  would  be  as  unfruitful  and  un- 
wise as  it  would  be  entirely  unjust. 
The  police  tax  was  now  represented  not 
by  thousands  or  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds,  but  by  millions  of  money; 
and,  he  asked,  should  a  law  which  was 
made  at  a  time  when  there  were  no 
police,  and  when  the  policy  of  the  law 
was  to  make  the  Hundred  police  itself, 
be  allowed  to  continue  at  a  period  when 
every  householder  paid  his  quota  to  the 
great  police  and  military  forces  kept  up 
for  the  public  protection?  If  the  law 
was  sound,  and  maintainable  on  sound 
principles,  he  would  suggest  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack that  it  ought  to  be  made  simpler. 
But  if  it  was  unjust  and  unsound,  and 
could  not  be  maintained  on  principle,  it 
should  be  swept  from  the  Statute  Book ; 
and  if  compensation  was  given,  it  ought 
to  be  given,  not  at  the  expense  of  the 
Hundred,  but  from  the  public  finances. 
LoBD  THUELO  W  said,  that  he  would 
endeavour  to  place  before  their  Lord- 
ships as  succinctly  and  as  dearly  as  he 
could,  on  behalf  of  the  Home  Office,  the 
statement  of  facts  as  they  stood  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  Home  Department. 
At  the  outset,  he  desired  to  say  that  he 
was  extremely  glad  that  those  Questions 
had  been  put  by  noble  Lords  that  even- 
ing. It  was  difficult,  he  thought,  to 
imagine  any  question  that  could  be  more 
worthy  of  the  careful  consideration  of 
Parliament  than  the  scenes  which  oc- 
curred in  the  streets  of  that  Metropolis 
last  Monday  week.  It  was  impossible 
to  imagine  a  subject  into  which  it  was 
more  important  to  have  a  careful,  minute, 
and  searching  inquiry,  and  on  which  it 
was  more  important  to  re-assure  the 
public  mind.  That,  at  any  rate,  was 
the  view  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion ;  and  he  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  Mr.  Ghilders  had  not 
onlpr  courted  and  challenged,  but  would 
insist  on  the  most  searching  inquiry  into 
all  the  circumstances  which  had  been 
referred  to,  and  which  had  resulted  in 
BOoh  grievous  loss  to  innocent  and  peace- 
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ful  citizens.  He  (Lord  ThurlowJ  did  not 
complain  of  the  terms  in  which  the  Ques- 
tions had  been  put  by  noble  Lords  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  In  his  humble 
opinion,  if  there  ever  was  a  subject  on 
which  it  was  fitting  to  use  strong  lan- 
guage, and  to  express  just  indignation, 
it  was  with  reference  to  circumstances 
such  as  those  that  they  were  now  deal- 
ing with.  Their  Lordjships  were  aware 
that  it  was  not  till  Saturday,  the  6th  of 
February,  Mr.  Childers  received  from 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  at  Osborne  the 
Seals  of  the  Home  Office.  Mr.  Childers 
did  not  return  to  London  that  day  until 
past  7  o'clock,  and  he  did  not  on  that 
evening  visit  the  Home  Office.  On 
Sunday  he  did  not  go  to  the  Home  Office; 
it  was  not  customary  for  the  Home  Se- 
cretary to  do  so.  The  permanent  offi- 
cials would  not  have  been  there;  and 
the  usual  practice  was  followed  on  that 
occasion  as  to  forwarding  to  the  Home 
Secretary's  residence  the  Home  Office 
and  other  Oabinet  boxes  containing  de- 
spatches on  matters  of  urgency.  Tliose 
boxes  were  received  at  the  Home  Secre- 
tary's private  residence  on  Sunday  morn- 
ing, and  his  right  hon.  Friend  examined 
their  contents.  They  contained  no  allu- 
sion or  reference  whatever  to  the  meet- 
ing which  was  anticipated  to  take  place 
on  the  following  day.  On  Monday,  the 
day  of  the  riots,  Mr.  Ohilders  went  to 
the  Home  Office  and  got  there  at  II 
o'clock.  It  was  his  first  appearance  at 
the  new  Office  that  had  been  entrusted 
to  his  care ;  and  it  was  his  first  duty  to 
make  himself  personally  acquainted,  not 
only  with  the  current  business  of  the 
Department,  but  with  the  various  offi- 
cials representing  the  heads  of  that  De- 
partment. He  accordingly  conferred  with 
those  Gentlemen,  and  examined  into  the 
current  business  of  the  Home  Office. 
The  Chief  Oommissioner  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  (Sir  Edmund  Henderson) 
called  upon  him  at  1  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon.  The  first  inquiry  which  Mr. 
Childers  made  of  Sir  Edmund  Henderson 
was  whether  he  had  taken  ample  pre- 
cautions in  reference  to  the  meeting  that 
was  then  about  to  take  place  in  Trafalgar 
Square?  That  gentleman  replied  that 
he  had  taken  ample  precautions,  and 
more  than  he  would  otherwise  have 
done  had  it  not  been  that  at  that  mo- 
ment the  Govemmenthad  changed  hands. 
Mr.  Ohilders  further  asked  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  whether  he  had  tokm  into 
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oonaideratioii  the  dangerous  oharaoter 
of  the  mob  that  might  be  gathered 
together?  The  latter  replied  that  the 
matter  had  been  carefully  considered 
both  by  Sir  E.  Assheton  Gross,  the  out- 
going Home  Secretary,  and  himself, 
and  that  ample  provision  had  been 
made ;  that  the  police  on  duty  had  been 
doubled  in  the  Square  itself  and  in  the 
surrounding  streets ;  and  that  a  body  of 
560  constables  would  be  held  in  reserre 
in  Scotland  Yard.  In  addition  to  that, 
the  Chief  Oommissioner  of  Police  in- 
formed Mr.  Childers  that  the  Office  of 
Works  had  made  an  examination  of  the 
hustings  which  had  been  prepared  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  from  which  the  orators 
were  to  address  the  mob.  The  erections 
had  been  found  substantially  constructed, 
and  were  not  likely  to  prove  a  source  of 
danger  in  any  way,  by  removal  or  other- 
wise. He  therefore  ventured  to  say  that 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  at  that  time — 
half-past  1  o'clock  in  the  afternoon — 
Mr.  Ohilders  had  certainly  ample  reasons 
to  feel  convinced  that  all  proper  pre- 
cautions had  been  taken.  Mr.  Ohilders 
remained  at  the  Home  Office  the  whole 
of  that  day,  with  the  exception  of  one 
brief  interval  of  about  an  hour  in  the 
middle  of  the  day.  It  was  not  until  a 
quarter  before  7  o'clock  in  the  evening 
that  the  first  official  intimation  reached 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  riots 
had  taken  place.  [Laughter,']  It  was 
quite  true,  as  had  oeen  stated  in  The 
Ttmee  by  a  writer  signing  himself  *^  One 
who  knows,"  that  Mr.  Ohilders  did  re- 
ceive aletter  about  6  o'clock  from af  riend, 
stating  that  disturbances  had  taken  place. 
Immediately  after  receiving  that  letter, 
Mr.  Ohilders,  of  course,  communicated 
with  the  police  in  Scotland  Yard ;  but  it 
was  not  until  a  quarter  to  7  o'clock  that 
special  information  reached  him  as  to 
the  character  of  the  riots  which  had 
occurred.  The  moment  that  information 
was  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  he  communicated  with 
the  War  Office,  with  the  Adjutant 
General  of  the  Army,  and  instructions 
were  at  once  given  to  the  various  com- 
manders of  troops  in  London  in  the 
different  barracks  to  have  the  men  in 
readiness  to  turn  out.  Instructions  were 
also  given  to  provide  for  the  attendance 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  at  the  barracks, 
if  their  services  were  required.  Hav- 
ing taken  those  precautions,  the  next 
matter  which  called  for  the  attention 


of  the  Home  Secretary  was  the  question 
of  taking  proceedings  against  the  prin- 
cipal persons  who  had  incited  the  mob 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  and  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  disastrous  consequences 
which  followed.  Mr.  Ohilders  lost  no 
time  in  consulting  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Orown  and  other  high  officials  on 
that  point.  Their  Lordships  were  aware 
that  this  was  a  question  which  was  by 
no  means  so  simple  or  so  easy  of  solu- 
tion as  was  generally  supposed  by  the 
uninitiated.  It  was  a  question  which 
required  c£iref  ul  weighing  and  considera- 
tion before  a  Minister  could  arrive  at  a 
knowledge  whether  the  evidence  that 
might  be  brought  forward  would  be 
sufficient  to  secure  a  conviction.  The 
delay  which  occurred  before  the  legal 
steps  were  taken  could  not  be  held  to 
be  otherwise  than  beneficial.  The  re- 
sult of  the  consultation  with  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Orown  was  that  sum- 
monses were  issued  for  sedition  against 
four  of  the  principal  speakers — Hynd- 
man.  Bums,  Williams,  and  Ohampion. 
The  summonses  were  issued  on  Satur- 
day night,  and  made  returnable  on 
Wednesday  morning.  On  Wednesday 
morning  those  persons  submitted  to 
their  summonses  at  Bow  Street;  and, 
as  their  Lordships  were  aware,  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  the  law  was  now  being 
proceeded  with,  and  they  must  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  proper 
legal  authorities.  Their  Lordships  also 
knew  that  the  Home  Secretary  imme- 
diately afterwards  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee to  examine  most  carefully  into 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case ;  and 
in  connection  with  that  point  he  (Lord 
Thurlow)  could  not  agree  with  what 
had  been  said  by  the  noble  Viscount 
opposite  (Viscount  Oranbrook),  that  it 
was  an  extraordinaiy  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  Home  Secretary  to  preside 
over  that  Oommittee.  Taking  into  con- 
sideration the  circumstance  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  only  then  assumed  Office, 
and  the  assurance  of  the  Chief  Oommis- 
sioner of  Police  that  ample  precautions 
had  been  taken  after  consultation  with 
the  late  Home  Secretary,  he  could  not  see 
that  Mr.  Ohilders  was  implicated  in  any 
way  in  the  matter ;  and  it  was  only  right 
and  proper  that  he  should  undertake  the 
arduous  duty  of  presiding  over  the  busi- 
ness of  that  Oommittee.  He  called  to  his 
aid  four  Gentlemen  in  whom  he  believed 
the  country  would  place  confidence-— 
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Lord  Wolseley,  Lord  Edward  Caven- 
dish, Sir  Henry  Holland,  and  Mr. 
Bitohie.  These  Gentlemen  had  been 
attending  from  three  to  four  hours  at 
the  Home  OiG&ce  from  day  to  day  ever 
since.  They  had  taken  a  great  deal  of 
evidence,  and  had  examined  a  great 
many  witnesses,  and  had  not  yet  arrived 
at  the  close  of  their  examination.  It 
was,  however,  anticipated  that  they 
would  arrive  at  the  conclusion  of  their 
labours  before  many  days  were  over. 
Their  Report  would  contain  recommen- 
dations which  would  be  those  not  of  the 
Home  Secretary  himself,  but  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee,  the  responsi- 
bility of  acting  on  the  recommendations 
resting  on  the  shoulders  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  The  Committee  would  re- 
port to  Parliament  in  a  few  days ;  and 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  agree 
with  him  in  thinking  that,  pending  the 
result  of  the  Eeport,  it  would  be  pre- 
mature to  pursue  the  discussion  further. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  recognized 
that  it  was  the  first  and  essential  duty 
of  a  Government  to  protect  life  and  pro- 
perty, and  maintain  order  in  the  streets 
of  the  Metropolis.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  taken  ample  precautions, 
in  their  opinion,  to  insure  the  fulfilment 
of  that  requirement,  and  they  would  not 
relax  their  endeavours  in  that  direction. 
The  peace  of  London  was  in  the  hands 
primarily,  no  doubt,  of  the  Metropolitan 
J^olice,  a  force  which  was  second  to  none 
in  the  world  for  efficiency.  It  was  a 
force  which  was  admirably  officered  by 
able  and  gallant  men.  It  was  also  suffi- 
ciently larcre  in  numbers  for  the  per- 
formance of  any  duty  it  was  likely  to  be 
called  upon  to  discharge.  The  Police 
Force  had  at  its  back  the  armed  Forces 
of  the  Crown,  which  could  be  called  out 
at  a  moment's  notice.  The  police,  more- 
over—as did  npt  appear  to  be  generally 
recognized — had  perfect  independence  of 
action,  and  could  act,  and  would  act  if 
required,  with  vigour  and  rapidity,  with- 
out any  previous  consultation  with  the 
Home  Department.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary for  the  police  to  get  instructions 
from  the  Home  Office.  The  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  the  Police,  in  cases  of 
urgencyi  acted  on  his  own  authority, 
and  reported  afterwards.  In  conclusion, 
he  (Lord  Thurlow)  wished  to  re-assure 
their  Lordships  and  the  country  gene- 
rally that  the  Government  haa  no 
anxiety  as  to  the  future ;  but  they  would 
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not  relax  their  endeavours  to  prevent 
any  recurrence  of  those  lamentable  and 
lawless  events  to  which  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships  had  so  properly  been 
called. 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  Jsaid,  that   the 
speech  they  had  just  listened  to  was  of 
an  unsatisfactory  nature.    As  a  former 
Representative  in  two  Parliaments  of 
one  of  the  largest  Metropolitan  consti- 
tuencies,   and   as    a   member   of   the 
Metropolitan  Commission  of  Sewers,  he 
(Earl  Fortesoue)  had  had  opportunities 
of    learning    from    tradesmen   of    the 
Metropolis  how  serious  was  the  loss  of 
custom  to  many  classes  of  shops  even 
from  a  temporary  interruption  of  traffic, 
and  still  more  fh)m  any  diversion  of  it 
by   breaking   up    the    surface  of   the 
thoroughfare  in  front  of  their  premises. 
The  plunder  and  the  destruction  of  glass 
in  shops  were  by  no  means  the  only 
losses  sustained  by  the  shopkeepers  on 
that  long  line  of  march  through  which 
the  mob  ranged  unchecked.     Tfa*  riots 
did  not  affect  those  thoroughfares  alone. 
Trading  throughout  the  greater  part  of 
the  Metropolis  was  checked  and  impeded 
by  want  of  confidence  and  the  alarm 
which  was  spread  abroad.    Many  shop- 
keepers would  be  able  to  date  their  day 
of  ruin  in  these  times  of  depression 
from  the  disturbances  which  had  taken 
place.     Besides    injury    to    shopping, 
there  had  been  a  loss  of  work,  an  ab- 
sence of  orders,   and  a  reluctance  to 
embark  in  fresh  undertakings,  conse- 
quent on  the  removal  of  capital  ^m  this 
country.    Mr.  Froude  had  stated,  in  his 
last  instructive  and  interesting  book, 
that  the  novel  legislation  of  the  last  few 
years,   and   the   novel    doctrines   pro- 
pounded   by    Cabinet    Ministers,    nad 
driven  much  capital  out  of  England* 
thus  confirming  publicly  what  he  (Earl 
Fortescue^  had  been  told  confidentiallj 
by  several  friends  they  had  been  doing 
latterly.  The  bad  example  of  London  had 
been  already  more  or  lessfoUowedin  other 
towns.    Was  it  nothing  that,  in  times  of 
great  depression,  the  departure  of  capital 
should  be  thus   accelerated  and   aug* 
mented    to  go  elsewhere  to  give  em- 
ployment to  foreign  workmen,    while 
thousands  of  our  own  workmen  required 
it?    He  had  reason  to  believe  that  this 
was  one  of  the  oonsequences   of   the 
events  of  last  week.    It  appeared  that 
Mr.  Childers  was  well  aware  that  a 
meeting  of  this  sort  was  about  to  be 
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held ;  but  he  never  took  the  preoantion 
of  inmBting  that  information  should 
be  regularly  sent  to  him  of  the  course  of 
proceedings.  He  sat  apart,  unmoved 
and  indifferent,  like  the  gods  described 
by  Lucretius.  Apart  from  the  force  of 
police  in  King  Street  and  Scotland  Yard, 
the  Home  Secretary  had  at  the  Horse 
Guards,  St.  James  s  Palace,  and  else- 
irhere  Life  Guards  and  Foot  Guards, 
available  at  a  moment's  notice,  to  check 
the  rioters.  The  fact  that  the  riot  should 
liave  been  allowed  by  the  authorities 
to  go  on  for  something  like  two  hours 
in  some  of  the  principal  West  End 
thoroughfares  seemed  to  imply  an 
amount  of  apathy  and  want  of  capacity 
on  the  part  of  the  Home  Secretary  which 
was  almost  incredible.  He,  at  least, 
whatever  others  might  have  been,  was 
in  fault ;  and  instead  of  occupying  the 
Ohair  on  a  Committee  appointed  to 
examine  into  the  misconduct  of  others, 
Mr.  Ghilders  ought  to  have  his  own 
helplessness  and  incapacity  inquired 
into.  By  law,  eveiy  Secretary  of  State 
was  competent  to  perform  the  duties  of 
a  Secretary  of  State ;  and  it  was  strange 
that  no  Minister  should  have  realized  the 
situation  and  taken  action,  setting  aside 
ceremony  as  one  would  do  in  the  case 
of  a  fire.  It  was  amazing  that  no  one 
had  the  moral  courage  and  the  energy 
to  see  that  the  rioting  was  checked,  as 
it  might  easily  have  been,  at  its  com- 
mencement. 

Thb  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  GnANVUXB):  My 
Lords,  I  think  that,  in  the  whole  course 
of  his  speech,  the  noble  Earl  has  care- 
fully avoided  referring  to  a  single  word 
in  the  statement  made  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Thurlow)  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  As  to  the  alarming  state- 
ment that  it  has  already  come  to  his 
knowledge  that,  in  the  case  of  a  friend 
of  his,  capital  is  leaving  this  country  in 
consequence  of  what  has  occurred,  he 
did  not  make  that  information  complete, 
and  inform  your  Lordships — what  it 
would  be  exceedingly  interesting  to 
know — ^to  what  particular  country  it  is 
that  English  capital  is  going  in  order  to 
be  perfectly  safe,  or  even  more  safe  than 
it  is  in  tms  country.  When  the  noble 
Earl  talks  about  the  lamentable  apathy 
and  the  incapacity  of  Mr.  Childers,  or 
what  might  have  been  done  by  him,  or 
by  any  l^dcretary  of  State,  I  really  can- 
not conceive  that  any  of  your  Lordships 


can  see  what  is  the  drift  of  the  noble 
Earl.  I  am  really  astonished  at  it  after 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend,  and  I 
can  only  think  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
not  heard  that  statement.  His  conten- 
tion seems  to  be  that  it  was  apathy  for 
Mr.  Childers  not  to  have  called  upon  the 
40  life  Guardsmen  who  were  at  the 
Horse  Guards,  and  possibly  put  himself 
at  their  head.  Now,  I  should  have 
thought  it  would  not  have  been  wise 
in  a  Minister  just  come  into  Office  to 
set  aside  the  police  at  a  time  of  this 
sort.  The  whole  thiog  turns  upon  this 
— that  it  happened  without  Mr.  Childers 
being  aware  of  it. 

Eael  FOETESCUE  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  Your  Lord- 
ships have  heard — and  if  the  noble  Earl 
refers  to  the  statement  he  will  find — 
that  Mr.  Childers  went  to  the  Home 
Office  for  the  first  time  at  11  o'clock  in 
the  morning ;  that  a  communication  had 
been  made  by  Colonel  Henderson  to  the 
late  Secretaiy  of  State,  a  statesman  of 
experience ;  and  that  Colonel  Henderson 
had  received  orders  to  take  additional 
measures  for  the  public  security;  and 
that  he  had,  therefore,  taken  precautions 
which  he  otherwise  would  not  have 
taken  to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  dis- 
order. I  say  it  is  unfair  to  make  the 
attack  the  noble  Earl  has  made.  If  the 
police  authorities  were  of  opinion  that 
all  necessary  precautions  had  been 
taken,  would  it  not  have  been,  in  the 
highest  degree,  imprudent  in  the  Home 
Secretary,  quite  new  to  his  Office,  to  in- 
terfere with  the  experienced  Commis- 
sioner at  the  head  of  the  police,  or  to 
have  altered  the  arrangements  ?  Whe- 
ther it  was  desirable  that  a  large  body 
of  police  should  have  been  required  for 
the  protection  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess  

Thb  Mabqxtess  of  SAUSBUEY: 
No;  it  was  not  my  house  they  were 
watching — it  was  a  different  house  alto- 
gether.   

Earl  GEANVILLE :  However  that 
may  be,  everyone  is  agreed  that  this 
was  a  most  lamentable  event,  and  that 
there  were  g^eat  laches  on  the  part  of 
the  police  or  someone ;  but  every  means 
have  been  taken  to  discover  who  was 
responsible,  and  to  take  qU  precautions 
as  will  make  it  perfectly  impossible  that 
such  a  thing  can  happen  again.  Not- 
withstanding the  statement  which  has 
been  made,  it  seems  strange,  if  he  heard 
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it,  for  the  noble  Earl  to  try  to  bring  a 
personal  charge  against  Mr.  Childers, 
and  to  fasten  on  him  a  charge  which 
appears  to  me  absolutely  without  founda- 
tion. 

Eabl  FOETESOUE  :  I  must  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that,  owing  to  an  unfor- 
tunate imperfection  in  my  hearing,  I  did 
not  hear  all  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Thurlow)  said ;  but  I  heard  quite  enough 
to  justify  all  that  I  said.  I  have  shown 
that,  quite  apart  from  the  police,  the 
Home  Secretary  was  not  by  any  means 
helpless  if  he  had  taken  prompt  mea- 
sures, as  he  ought. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
regret  to  say,  my  Lords,  that  I  am  one 
who  was  not  convinced  of  the  entire 
innocence  of  Mr.  Ohilders  by  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Thurlow).  Your  arrangements 
for  defending  the  Metropolis  and  main- 
taining order  have  lamentably,  disas- 
trously, and  contemptibly  broken  down. 
It  is  impossible  to  use  words  too  strong 
to  express  the  nature  of  the  breakdown 
which  has  taken  place.  The  noble  Lord 
talks  of  other  capitals  being  insecure. 
That  is  very  possible ;  but  they  are  in* 
secure  for  good  reasons,  because  there 
is  a  very  dangerous  revolt  against  the 
Civil  powers  ;  and  then  there  is,  no 
doubt,  a  struggle,  and  a  considerable 
amount  of  insecurity  may  result.  But 
here  there  is  nothing  of  the  kind ;  there 
was  no  real  danger  whatever ;  and  it  is 
simply  because  of  an  absolute  break- 
down of  the  machinery  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  order  that  all  this  terrible 
disorder  occurs.  What  did  Mr.  Ghilders 
do  ?  I  see  an  illustrious  Admiral  (the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh)  sitting  on  the 
Bench  near  me.  I  would  submit  to  him 
what  he  would  think  if  a  captain 
wrecked  his  ship,  and  came  home  and 
said  it  was  a  very  disgraceful  thing ;  that 
there  had  been  great  laches  somewhere ; 
and  that  he  was  going  to  appoint  a 
court  martial,  on  which  he  would  him- 
self sit,  to  examine  into  the  conduct  of 
the  first  lieutenant  and  the  crew.  What 
would  his  opinion  have  been  of  such 
proceedings  ?  The  noble  Lord  seems  to 
have  the  idea  that  the  blame  may  be 
conveniently  distributed  among  three 
different  persons,  with  the  result  of 
leaving  Mr.  Ohilders  entirely  innocent. 
The  first  jpersons  who  were  to  blame 
were  the  Home  Office  officials,  who  did 
not  convey  to  Mr.  Ohilders  on  Sunday 
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information  as  to  the  approaching  riot. 
The  second  person  to  blame  was  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson,  with  whom  Mr. 
Ohilders  had  an  interview  at  1  o'dock 
on  Monday;  and  the  third  person  was 
the  unfortunate  Sir  E.  Assheton  Oross, 
who  had  an  interview  with  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  on  the  Friday  before,  and 
who,  apparently,  was  going  to  set  on  foot 
— ^but  did  not  do  so — so  perfect  a  system 
of  precaution  that  it  should  go  uke  a 
clock,  which,  having  been  once  wound 
up,  should  continue  to  operate  without 
anyone  looking  at  it  any  more.  Mr. 
Olulders  seems  to  have  lived  in  a  species 
of  conventional  seclusion.  He  was  abso- 
lutely  ignorant  of  what  everybody  else 
in  London  knew.  Everybody  knew  that 
there  was  going  to  be  an  attempt  at 
disturbance. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  No,  no ! 

The  Mabqxjess  of  SALISBURY: 
Well,  I  have  met  many  people  who  had 
told  the  ladies  of  their  families  to  keep 
out  of  the  way,  as  a  riot  was  appre- 
hended ;  and  it  was  announced  in  the 
newspapers  some  days  before.  But  not 
only  that ;  besides  living  in  a  state  of 
conventional  seclusion,  Mr.  Ohilders 
shows  an  entire  absence  of  curiosity, 
and,  having  heard  from  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  that  the  arrangements  were 
satisfactoiy,  he  appears  to  have  asked 
no  questions,  nor  informed  himself  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  arrangements,  nor  re- 
quired any  report  from  any  officer  as  to 
how  matters  were  going  on;  but  to  have 
allowed  the  thing  to  go  on  as  if  it  was  one 
not  interesting  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
until  he  casu wy  heard  of  it  by  means  of 
a  lady's  letter  about  half-past  5  o'dook. 
I  should  have  thought,  from  the  mere 
noise  made  by  these  men,  that,  seeing 
how  near  it  was,  somebody  in  the  Home 
Office  would  have  found  out  that  everj- 
thing  was  not  right.  I  heard  with  regret 
that  the  Government  are  not  goingto 
give  an  independent  Oommission.  The 
fact  that  Mr.  Ohilders  has  thrown  the 
blame  right  and  left  on  one  and  anoth^ 
makes  it  very  important  that  we  should 
have  some  inquiry  not  under  the  oon- 
duct  of  Mr.  Ohilders  himself.  The  nofale 
Lord  has  given  us  a  very  able  aocoonti 
in  which,  no  doubt,  all  the  circumstances 
favourable  to  Mr.  Ohilders  have  been 
brought  forward  with  great  skill ;  but  it 
is  only  one  account  of  the  transaction, 
and  luis  not  been  subject  to  oross-eza-> 
mination.    All  the  other  defendants'  de- 
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f  encefl  have  been  rigidly  inquired  into, 
and  cross-examined  by  i^kilfiu  men.  Mr. 
Childers's  defence  is  simj^y  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  across  the  Table,  and  no 
means  have  been  taken  to  ascertain  how 
far  this  freedom  from  responsibility 
veally  extends,  and  how  far  it  covers  the 
injury  that  has  been  done.  We  must 
regard  the  man  who  was  in  charge  at  the 
time  as  primarily  responsible  for  the 
breakdown  that  took  place.  There  may 
be  circumstances  of  defence  in  the  case 
in  Mr.  Childers's  favour;  but  they  are  cir- 
cumstances that  he  must  plead.  He  ie 
on  his  trial.  He  must  show  that  he  was 
exonerated  by  the  circumstances  he 
pleads,  and  must  show  it  by  producing 
them  before  some  tribunal  more  inde- 
pendent than  the  one  of  which  he  him- 
self is  the  Chairman.  It  is  impossible 
to  overrate  the  evil  which  this  lament- 
able occurrence  has  caused.  It  is  not 
only  that  it  has  injured  our  reputation, 
and  exposed  us  to  the  ridicule  and  con- 
tempt which  we  deserved;  but  it  has 
created  a  great  danger  in  London  in  the 
future.  It  has  been  the  habit — I  do  not 
say  or  think  it  is  a  good  one — for  many 
years  past  for  various  sects  of  people  who 
have  particular  causes  or  opinions  to  re- 
present to  go  in  procession  through  the 
streets ;  and,  confiding  in  the  guardian- 
ship of  the  police,  people  have  always 
looked  upon  them  as  innocent,  and 
they  have  created  no  apprehension  on 
the  part  of  the  population  and  no 
interruption  of  trade.  All  that  immu- 
nity is  now  at  an  end.  Whenever 
there  is  a  procession  in  future  there  will 
be  a  panic  among  the  shopkeepers  along 
the  line  which  it  takes,  and  all  the  pro- 
gress of  commerce  and  transactions  of 
business  will  be  put  a  stop  to.  I  do  not 
think  the  evil  is  at  all  the  less  for  what 
has  taken  place  since.  We  have  had, 
unfortunately  in  one  sense,  and  most 
fortunately  in  another,  a  very  laree  sub- 
scription for  the  unemployed  following 
immediatelv  on  this  riot.  I  should  be 
very  sorry  mdeed  that  the  subscriptions 
for  the  unemployed  should  drop  off;  but 
it  is  an  unfortunate  and  imhappy  ex- 
aggeration of  the  evil  resulting  from 
tms  unfortimate  neglect  of  the  Home 
Office  and  the  police  that  people  must 
form  the  conclusion  that  it  is  solely  on 
account  of  what  took  place,  and  to  the 
violent  meastires  that  were  pursued,  that 
this  succour  was  brought  forward  by 
the  dassee  at  the  West  End.    These  are 


most  lamentable  results,  and  I  think  the 
Government  have  acted  most  unwisely 
in  attempting  to  screen  the  Office  which 
is  primarily  responsible  from  full  and 
independent  inquiry;  and,  unless  they 
reverse  their  decision  in  that  respect, 
no  measures  they  may  hereafter  take 
against  the  police  by  way  of  punishment 
for  what  has  taken  place  will  receive 
the  sanction  and  approval  of  the  public 
or  of  Parliament. 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Kimbeblby)  said, 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  as  to  the  lU  effects 
of  this  unfortimate  riot ;  but  he  would 
appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess  as  to 
whether  it  was  a  fair,  or  even  a  generous, 
thing  to  endeavour  to  fix  the  blame  upon 
Mr.  Ghilders  ?  Under  ordinary  circimi- 
stances,  the  Home  Secretary  was  the 
responsible  person  in  these  matters  ; 
bu^  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
present  case,  it  was  absolutely  prepos- 
terous to  bring  a  charge  against  the 
present  occupant  of  that  post,  Mr. 
Ohilders.  He  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
had  had  some  experience  of  the  sup- 
pression of  riots  and  dealing  with  large 
bodies  of  men  in  Ireland ;  and  if  he  had 
found  himself  in  the  position  of  Mr. 
Ghilders,  and  had  been  informed  that 
measures  had  been  taken  by  the  Ohief 
Oommissioner  of  Police,  which  that  offi- 
cial considered  to  be  sufficient  to  cope 
with  a  disturbance,  he  should  have  con- 
sidered himself  in  the  last  degree  im- 
prudent, and  wanting  in  that  discretion 
which  ought  to  belong  to  a  man  in  his 
situation,  if  he  interfered  with  the  de- 
tails of  the  arrangements,  and  took  upon 
himself  responsibility  which  he  could  not 
under  the  circumstances  discharge.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  noble  Marquess 
himself,  or  any  man  placed  in  Mr. 
Childers's  position,  would  have  acted  so 
rashly  as  to  interfere  with  the  police  in 
these  matters.  Had  the  Home  Secretary 
done  so,  it  would  have  been  likely  to 
have  brought  about  results  for  which  he 
would  have  been  personally  and  most 
gravely  responsible.  The  suggestion 
that  Mr.  Ohilders  did  his  best  to  shift 
the  responsibiliiy  from  his  own  shoulders 
was  not  fair,  nor  was  it  at  all  likely  to 
promote  harmonious  action,  or  to  aid  the 
Government  in  their  determination  to 
restore  confidence.  To  turn  the  matter 
into  an  attack  on  Mr.  Ghilders  would 
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NEW  MEMBBES  SWORN. 

John  Aloysius  Blake,  esquire,  for 
Oarlow  County. 

The  Honble.  Edward  Marjoribanks, 
for  Berwick  County. 

The  Eight  honble.  Sir  William  George 
Granville  Yenables  Yemon  Haroourt, 
knight,  for  Derby  Borough. 

Alexander  Asher,  esquire,  for  Elgin 
District  of  Burghs. 

The  Bight  honble.  Anthony  John 
Mundella,  for  Sheffield  (Brightside 
Division). 

Cyril  Flower,  esquire,  for  Bedford 
County  (Luton  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  John  Morley,  for 
Newcastle  upon  Tyne. 

The  Eighthonble.  John  Blair  Balfour, 
for  Combined  Counties  of  Clackmannan 
and  Kinross. 

The  Honble.  Charles  Eobert  Spencer, 
for  Northampton  County  (Mid  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  Edward  Heneage, 
for  Great  Grimsby. 

Charles  Eussell,  esquire,  for  Hackney 
(South  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  George  Otto  Tre- 
velyan,/or  Hawick  District  of  Burghs. 

The  Eight  honble.  Joseph  Chamber- 
lain, for  Birmingham  (West  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  Sir  Lyon  Flayfair, 
K.C.B.,  for  Leeds  (South  Division). 

Eobert  William  Duff,  esquire,  for 
Banff  County. 

The  Eifi^ht  honble.  Hugh  Culling 
Eardley  Childers,  *for  Burgh  of  Edin- 
burgh (South  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  Henry  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  for  Stirling  District  of 
Burghs. 

George  Granville  Leveson  Gt>wer, 
esquire,  for  Stafford  Coimty  (North 
Western  Division). 

Sir  James  Porter  Corry,  baronet,  for 
Armagh  County  (Mid  Division). 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

Flintshire,  v.  The  Eight  honble. 
Bichard  de  Aguila  Ghrosvenor,  com- 
monly oalled  Lord  Eichard  (Jrosvenor, 
Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Somerset  County  (Southern  Division), 
V.  The  Eight  honble.  Frederick  Edward 
Gould  Lambart,  commonly  called  Vis- 
count Kilcoursie,  Vice  Chamberlain  of 
the  Household. 


Cardiff  Borough,  v.  Sir  Edward  James 
Eeed,  K.C.B.,  Commissioner  of  the 
Treasury. 

Borouffh  of  Ghrantham,  v,  John  Wil* 
Ham  Md[lor,  esquire.  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

The  Eight  honble.  William  Ewart 
Gladstone,  for  Edinburgh  County. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Speakeb  informed  the  House  that 
he  had  received  the  following  Oommuni* 
cation  from  the  Judges  selected,  in  pur- 
suance of  The  Farliamentary  Elections 
Act,  1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Feti- 
tions : — 

St.  Andrews  Election. 
The  Farliamentary  Elections  Act,  1B68. 

Unto  the  Right  Honourable  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  Andrew  Rutherford  Clark,  Lord  Ruther- 
ford Clark,  and  Robert  Lee,  Lord  Lee,  two  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  in  Sootiand, 
and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time  being  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  Scotland,  piir> 
Buant  to  **The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act» 
1868,"  and  "The  Parliamentary  and  Corropft 
Practices  Act,  1879,"  do  hereby  certify.  That, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  trial  of  an  Mection 
Petition,  at  the  instance  of  Sir  Robert  Anstni- 
ther,  of  Balcaskie,  Fife,  baronet,  a  candidate  at 
the  Election  for  the  St.  Andrews  District  of 
Burghs  in  December  1885,  praying  to  hare  it 
determined  that  the  double  Return  made  at  tho 
said  Election  was  an  undue  Return  within  tho 
meaning  of  the  said  first-mentioned  Act,  and 
that  the  Petitioner  was  duly  elected,  and  oogfat 
to  have  been  returned  as  Member  for  the  aaid 
District  of  Burghs,  which  trial  was  on  the 
15th  instant,  and  on  this  day,  holden  before  us 
in  Edinburgh,  we  did  find  and  determine  that 
the  said  Return  was  an  undue  Return  within 
the  meaning  of  the  said  Act,  and  that  the  Peti* 
tioner,  the  said  Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  baroaot, 
was  duly  elected,  and  ought  to  have  been  re- 
turned  as  Member  for  the  said  St.  Andrews 
District  of  Burghs. 

Given  tmder  our  hands  at  Edinburgh,  Hiis 
16th  day  of  February  1886. 

Akd.  R.  Clabk. 

Robert  Lbb. 

The  evidence  taken  at  the  trial,  under  tho 
authority  of  the  Shorthand  Writer  of  the  Honso 
of  Commons,  is  transmitted  with  the  foregoing 
Certificate.  A.  R.  C. 

R.L. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  do 
attend  this  House  forthwith  with  the  last  Bo- 
tum  for  the  St.  Andrews  District  of  Burgh% 
and  amend  the  same  by  striking  out  the  nama 
of  Stephen  Williamson,  eequire. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  attending,  amended 
the  Return  accordingly. 
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formed  him  that  he  had  been  so 
cautioned. 

The  Eabl  of  LIMEKIOK  said,  the 
order  might  not  have  been  issued  from 
head-quarters ;  but  there  appeared  little 
doubt  that  it  was  circulated. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
unless  the  public  were  informed  of  the 
steps  taken  by  the  Oovemment,  those 
measures  were  absolutely  useless  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  confidence. 

LoM)  THUELOW  said,  that  noble 
Lords  would  probably  not  have  to  wait 
many  days  before  they  would  obtain 
fidl  information  upon  the  points  re- 
ferred to. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE— POLICY  OF 
HER  MAJESTY'S  GOVERNMENT. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY: 
Before  the  House  adjourns,  I  wish  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 
can  give  us  any  information  with  regard 
tothepolicy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  South-Eastern  Europe  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (The 
Earl  of  Eosebbry)  :  I  am  extremely  in- 
debted to  the  noble  Marquess  for  the  Ques- 
lion  which  he  has  just  put.  I  should,  but 
for  the  discussion  in  the  early  part  of 
the  eyening,  have  intervened  with  a 
statement  which  I  have  prepared  on  the 
very  subject  to  which  the  noble  Marquess 
has  referred ;  but,  the  attention  of  the 
House  having  been  directed  to  Ireland, 
I  had  no  opportunity  of  doing  so.  Even 
at  this  late  hour,  however,  I  think  it 
most  desirable  that  some  such  statement 
should  be  made,  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  extremely  anxious  that 
there  should  be  no  doubt  or  ambiguity 
with  regard  to  their  policy  in  Eastern 
Europe.  At  this  moment  any  such  doubt 
or  ambiguity  might  lead  to  results  of 
extreme  g^vity.  No  one  is  better  aware 
than  the  noble  Marquess  of  the  critical 
state  ofaffairs  in  Eastern  Europe.  Servia 
and  Bulgaria  are  by  no  means  disarmed ; 
while,  further  South,  Ghreece  and  Turkey 
are  face  to  face  and  armed  to  the  teeth. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  is  this  conso- 
latory reflection —  that  the  Ghreat  Powers 
of  Europe  are,  I  believe  without  a  single 
exception,  resolved  upon  the  main- 
tenance of  peace.  If,  therefore,  on  one 
side  we  have  the  elements  of  local  dis- 
turbance, which,  if  kindled,  might  at 
any  moment  raise  a  conflagration  in 
Europe  of  which  it  mi^t  be  difficult  to 
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see  the  limits  or  the  end,  on  the  other 
we  have  the  firm  determination  of  the 
Great  Powers  of  Europe  that  peace  shall 
not  be  disturbed.  That  object  appears 
to  us  to  be  extremely  desirable  in  itself ; 
while  as  to  the  means  by  which  it  is  to 
be  secured  there  is  a  general  agreement 
among  the  Great  Powers.  Wi3i  regard 
to  Greece,  we  find  engagements  entered 
into  involving,  if  necessary,  measures  to 
prevent  a  rupture  of  the  peace  by  that 
country.  It  would  not  be  possible,  in 
my  opinion,  to  set  those  engagements 
aside,  even  if  it  were  desirable  to  do  so, 
and  we  shall  certainly  act  upon  them  ; 
but  I  think  they  are  judicious  in  their 
spirit  and  their  nature.  We  desire  not 
merely  to  preserve  the  peace  of  Europe, 
but  to  protect  Greece  against  herself. 
We  can  only  view  with  apprehension,  in 
the  interests  of  the  Hellenic  Kingdom, 
the  result  of  a  single-handed  conflict  be- 
tween that  country  and  Turkey ;  and  if 
there  were  any  fear —  of  which  happily 
there  is  none —  of  its  ceasing  to  be  single- 
handed,  it  might  involve  the  imminent 
risk  of  a  European  war.  We  are,  there- 
fore, determined  to  maintain  these  en- 
gagements, and  to  act  upon  them  with 
firmness,  if  necessary. 

women's  suffrage  bill  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  for  extending  the  right  of  voting  at 
Parliamentary  elections  to  duly  qualified  women 
— ^BA prc99nted\iy  The  Lord  Denman;  read  1*. 

(No.  10.) 

MARRIAGES  VALIDITY  BILL.    [h.L."] 

A  Bill  to  remove  doubts  as  to  the  validity  of 
certain  marriages— Was  pretented  by  The  Lord 
Bishop  of  Carlisle ;  read  1*.  (No.  11.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 

Thwraday^  \^th  February^  1886. 


A  Member  took  and  subscribed  the 
Oath,  and  another  Member  made  the 
Affirmation. 

MINUTES.]— Public  'BvLLB—Seoond  Reading 
—  Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  •  [70]. 

Second  Reading  ^Referred  to  Select  Committee^ 
Shop  Hours  Hegulation  [56]. 
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NEW  MEMBBES  SWORN. 

John  Aloysius  Blake,  esquire,  for 
Oarlow  County. 

The  Honble.  Edward  Marjoribanks, 
for  Berwick  County. 

The  Eight  honble.  Sir  William  Q^orge 
Granville  Venables  Vernon  Haroou^, 
knight,  for  Derby  Borough. 

Alexander  Asher,  esquire,  for  Elgin 
District  of  Burghs. 

The  Bight  honble.  Anthony  John 
Mundella,  for  Sheffield  (Brightside 
Division). 

Cyril  Flower,  esquire,  for  Bedford 
County  (Luton  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  John  Morley,  for 
Newcastle  upon  Tyne. 

The  Bighthonble.  John  Blair  Balfour, 
for  Combined  Counties  of  Clackmannan 
and  Kinross. 

The  Honble.  Charles  Bobert  Spencer, 
for  Northampton  County  (Mid  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  Edward  Heneage, 
for  Great  Grimsby. 

Charles  Bussell,  esquire,  for  Hackney 
(South  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  George  Otto  Tre- 
velyan,  for  Hawick  District  of  Burghs. 

The  Bight  honble.  Joseph  Chamber- 
Iain,  for  Birmingham  (West  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair, 
K.C.B.,  for  Leeds  (South  Division). 

Bobert  William  Duff,  esquire,  for 
Banff  County. 

The  Bifi^ht  honble.  Hugh  Culling 
Eardley  Childers,  *for  Burgh  of  Edin- 
burgh (South  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  Henry  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  for  Stirling  District  of 
Burghs. 

George  Granville  Leveson  Gt>wer, 
esquire,  for  Stafford  County  (North 
Western  Division). 

Sir  James  Porter  Corry,  baronet,  for 
Armagh  County  (Mid  Division). 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

Flintshire,  v.  The  Bight  honble. 
Bichard  de  Aguila  Grosvenor,  com- 
monly oalled  Lord  Bichard  (Jroevenor, 
Ohiltem  Hundreds. 

Somerset  County  (Southern  Division), 
V.  The  Bight  honble.  Frederick  Edward 
Gould  Lambart,  commonly  called  Yis- 
oount  Kilcoursie,  Vice  Chamberlain  of 
the  Household. 


Cardiff  Borough,  v.  Sir  Edward  James 
Beed,  K.C.B.,  Commissioner  of  the 
Treasury. 

Borough  of  Ghrantham,  v.  John  Wil- 
liam Mdlor,  esquire.  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

The  Bight  honble.  William  Ewart 
Gladstone,  for  Edinburgh  County. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Speakeb  informed  the  House  that 
he  had  received  the  following  Communi- 
cation from  the  Judges  selected,  in  pur- 
suance of  The  Parliamentary  Elections 
Act,  1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Peti- 
tions : — 

St.  Andrews  Election. 
The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

Unto  the  Right  Honourable  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  Andrew  Rutherford  Clark,  Lord  Ruther- 
ford Clark,  and  Robert  Lee,  Lord  Lee,  two  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  in  ScotLuidf 
and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time  being  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  Scotland,  pur- 
suant to  ''The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,"  and  ''The  Parliamentary  and  Coimpt 
Practices  Act,  1879,"  do  hereby  certify.  That, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  trial  of  an  Mection 
Petition,  at  the  instance  of  Sir  Robert  Anstra* 
ther,  of  Baleaskie,  Fife,  baronet,  a  candidate  at 
the  Election  for  the  St.  Andrews  Disteict  of 
Burghs  in  December  1885,  praying  to  hare  it 
determined  that  the  double  Return  made  at  the 
said  Election  was  an  undue  Return  within  the 
meaning  of  the  said  first-mentioned  Act,  and 
that  the  Petitioner  was  duly  elected,  and  ought 
to  have  been  returned  as  Member  for  the  said 
District  of  Burffhs,  which  trial  was  on  the 
15th  instant,  and  on  this  day,  holden  before  us 
in  Edinburgh,  we  did  find  and  determine  that 
the  said  Return  was  an  undue  Return  within 
the  meaning  of  the  said  Act,  and  that  the  Peti* 
tioner,  the  said  Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  baronet, 
was  duly  elected,  and  ought  to  have  been  re- 
turned as  Member  for  the  said  St.  Andrews 
District  of  Burghs. 

Given  under  our  hands  at  Edinburgh,  this 
16th  day  of  February  1886. 

Akd.  R.  Clabk. 

RoBBUT  Lbb. 

The  evidence  taken  at  the  trial,  under  the 
authority  of  the  Shorthand  Writer  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  is  transmitted  with  the  foregoing 
Certificate.  A.  R,  G. 

R.L. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  do 
attend  this  House  forthwith  with  the  last  Re- 
turn for  the  St.  Andrews  District  of  Bargh% 
and  amend  the  same  by  striking  out  the  nams 
of  Stephen  Williamson,  eequire. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  attending,  nmt^^ 
the  Return  aooordingly. 
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POLICY  OF  HER  MAJESTY'S 

GOVERNMENT. 

MIKISTERIAL  STATEMENT. 

The  first  LOED  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  I 
wish  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall,  on  Mon- 
day, move  to  refer  the  question  of  the 
Prooedare  of  the  House  of  Oommons  to 
a  Select  Oommittee.  I  may  add  that  it 
was  our  intention  to  propose  that  tiiis 
Select  Oommittee  should  he  of  a  numher 
considerably  exceeding  the  usual  number 
of  15.  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to 
go  further,  and  state  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  and  as  far  as  we  can  fore- 
oast  it,  the  course  of  Public  Business. 
First,  with  respect  to  the  Address — 
which  comes  on  to-night — it  may  be  for 
the  convenience  of  non.  Gentlemen  to 
know  that  we  propose,  after  having  fully 
considered  the  subject— a  novel  one  in 
some  points  of  view — to  accept  the  Ad- 
dress m  substance  exactly  as  it  is — that 
is  to  say,  the  portion  of  it  which  may  be 
considered  to  oeTirtually  adopted  by  the 
House  down  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Collings),  which  was  carried 
by  a  majority ;  and  likewise  the  remain- 
ing portion  of  the  Address  down  to  the 
dose,  as  far  as  the  substance  is  con- 
cerned. But  the  lapse  of  time  requires 
some  grammatical  changes — strictly  and 
purely  grammatical— to  make  the  Ad- 
dress congruous  and  consistent  with  re- 
ference to  the  circumstances  which  now 
exist.  I  could  state  those  grammatical 
changes;  but  I  think  they  would  be 
hardly  intelligible  to  the  House,  and 
that  I  had  better  reserve  them.  Then, 
Sir,  I  have  to  say  that,  that  being  the 
case,  we  should  not  be  able  to  give  our 
assent,  I  am  afraid,  to  any  Amendments 
that  might  be  moved  to  the  Address — 
one  of  which  we  have  already  heard 
from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  Magniac)— for 
the  obvious  reason  that  if  we  were  to 
entertain  any  one  Amendment  we  could 
not  consistently  refuse  our  assent  to  the 
introduction  of  other  subjects,  and  I 
think  considerable  confusion  would  pro- 
bably result.  I  may  also  say,  in  regard 
to  one  of  the  Amendments  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given,  relating  to  the 
crofter  population,  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  will  to- 
night give  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
introduce  a  Bill,  on  a  very  early  day. 
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with  reference  to  that  subject.  So  much 
for  the  subject  of  Procedure,  and  so 
much  for  the  subject,  urgent  undoubt- 
edly, of  the  crofters.  After  that  the 
House  win,  I  am  sure,  have  regard  to 
the  date  which  we  have  now  reached. 
We  are  now  at  the  18th  of  February. 
There  are  eight  days  at  the  command  of 
the  Government,  according  to  the  usage 
of  the  House,  between  this  time  and  the 
22nd  of  March,  on  or  about  which  date 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  introduce  a 
Financial  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
serving the  law  in  regard  to  the  Ac- 
counts of  the  year  and  passing  the 
Estimates.  These  eight  days,  we  must 
calculate,  will  probably  be  required  in 
the  main  for  disposing  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  of  the  present  year, 
and  for  dealing  with  the  great  Votes  of 
the  Military  and  Naval  Services,  in 
order  to  place  those  Services  in  cash, 
and,  in  conformity  with  usage,  to  enable 
the  Business  of  the  country  to  proceed 
in  a  regular  manner.  We  do  not,  there- 
fore, contemplate  any  serious  interrup- 
tion to  that  course  of  Business  within 
the  period  I  have  named.  An  hon. 
Member  opposite,  the  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston),  has  given  me 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion to-morrow  with  respect  to  the 
state  of  Ireland,  and  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  re- 
gards Ireland.  I  will  anticipate  the 
answer  to  the  Question  as  far  as  I 
am  able,  because  I  have  no  doubt 
the  House  will  make  all  due  allowance 
for  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  not- 
withstanding all  the  information  I  can 
g^ve.  Sir,  from  the  first  moment — and 
the  first  moment  has  hardly  passed  since 
the  Cabinet  met  for  the  first  time  on 
Monday — we  have  made  our  first  care 
the  state  of  Ireland,  and  the  subject  will 
be  one  occupying  our  unceasing  atten- 
tion. I  may  say— for,  indeed,  it  has 
been  announced  in  the  addresses  of 
various  Members  of  the  Government  to 
their  constituents — that  we  do  not  pro* 
pose  to  meet  the  case  of  Ireland  by  sug- 
gesting to  the  House,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  re-enactment  of  repressive 
criminal  legislation.  Of  course,  we  are 
well  aware,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  given  his  Notice  has  observed, 
that  the  state  of  Ireland  requires  the 
closest  attention,  and  is  not  to  be  dis- 
posed of  by  merely  negative  assertion. 
Our  desire  is,  and  our  endeavour  will 
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NEW  MEMBBBS  SWORN. 

Jolrn  Aloysius  Blake,  esquire,  for 
Oarlow  County. 

The  Honble.  Edward  MaijoribankB, 
for  Berwick  County. 

The  Eight  honble.  Sir  William  George 
(Granville  Yenables  Yemen  HarcouH^ 
knight,  for  Derby  Borough. 

Alexander  Asher,  esquire,  for  Elgin 
District  of  Burghs. 

The  Bight  honble.  Anthony  John 
Mundella,  for  Sheffield  (Brightside 
Division). 

Cyril  Flower,  esquire,  for  Bedford 
County  (Luton  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  John  Morley,  for 
Newcastle  upon  Tyne. 

The  Bight  honble.  John  Blair  Balfour, 
for  Combined  Counties  of  Clackmannan 
and  Kinross. 

The  Honble.  Charles  Bobert  Spencer, 
for  Northampton  County  (Mid  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  Edward  Heneage, 
for  Great  Ghrimsby. 

Charles  Bussell,  esquire,  for  Hackney 
(South  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  George  Otto  Tre- 
velyan,/or  Hawick  District  of  Burghs. 

The  Bight  honble.  Joseph  Chamber- 
laiu,  for  Birmingham  (West  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  Sir  Lyon  Flayfair, 
K.C.B.,  for  Leeds  (South  Division). 

Bobert  William  Duff,  esquire,  for 
Banff  County. 

The  Bifi^ht  honble.  Hu^h  Culling 
Eardley  Childers,  *for  Burgh  of  Edin- 
burgh (South  Division). 

The  Bight  honble.  Henry  Campbell- 
Bannermau,  for  Stirling  District  of 
Burghs. 

George  Granville  Leveson  Gt>wer, 
esquire,  for  Stafford  Coimty  (North 
Western  Division). 

Sir  James  Porter  Corry,  baronet,  for 
Armagh  County  (Mid  Division). 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

Flintshire,  v.  The  Bight  honble. 
Biohard  de  Aguila  Ghrosvenor,  com- 
monly oalled  Lord  Bichard  (Jrosvenor, 
Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Somerset  County  (Southern  Division), 
V.  The  Bight  honble.  Frederick  Edward 
Gould  Lambart,  commonly  called  Yis- 
oount  Kilcoursie,  Yioe  Chamberlain  of 
the  Household. 


Cardiff  Borough,  t^.  Sir  Edward  James 
Beed,  K.C.B.,  Commissioner  of  the 
Treasury. 

Borouffh  of  Grantham,  v,  John  Wil- 
liam Mellor,  esquire.  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

The  Bight  honble.  William  Ewart 
Gladstone,  for  Edinburgh  County. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Speakeb  informed  the  House  that 
he  had  received  the  following  Communi- 
cation from  the  Judges  selected,  in  pur- 
suance of  The  Farliamentary  Elections 
Act,  1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Peti- 
tions : — 

St.  Andrews  Election. 
The  Farliamentary  Election!  Act,  1868. 

Unto  the  Right  Honourable  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  Andrew  Rutherford  Clark,  Lord  Ruther- 
ford Clark,  and  Robert  Lee,  Lord  Lee,  two  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  in  SooUand, 
and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time  being  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  Scotland,  pur- 
suant to  **The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,"  and  ''The  Parliamentary  and  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  1879,"  do  hereby  certify.  That, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  trial  of  an  iSecHon 
Petition,  at  the  instance  of  Sir  Robert  Anstm* 
ther,  of  Baloaskie,  Fife,  baronet,  a  candidate  at 
the  Election  for  the  St.  Andrews  Disteict  of 
Burghs  in  December  1885,  praying  to  hare  it 
determined  that  the  double  Return  made  at  the 
said  Election  was  an  undue  Return  within  the 
meaning  of  the  said  first-mentioned  Act,  and 
that  the  Petitioner  was  duly  elected,  and  ought 
to  have  be^i  returned  as  Member  for  the  said 
District  of  Burrhs,  which  trial  was  on  the 
15th  instant,  and  on  this  day,  holden  before  ni 
in  Edinburgh,  we  did  find  and  determine  that 
the  said  Return  was  an  undue  Return  withiii 
the  meaning  of  the  said  Act,  and  that  the  Peti- 
tioner, the  said  Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  baronet, 
was  duly  elected,  and  ought  to  have  been  re- 
turned as  Member  for  the  said  St.  Andrews 
District  of  Burghs. 

GKyen  tmder  our  hands  at  Edinburgh,  this 
16th  day  of  February  1886. 

Akd.  R.  Claxk. 

Robbut  Lbi. 

The  evidence  taken  at  the  trial,  under  the 
authority  of  the  Shorthand  Writer  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  is  transmitted  with  the  foregoing 
Certificate.  A.  R.  C. 

R.L. 

Ordered^  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  do 
attend  this  House  forthwith  with  the  last  Re- 
turn for  the  St.  Andrews  District  of  Baigbs, 
and  amend  the  same  by  striking  out  the  name 
of  Stephen  Williamson,  eequire. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  attending,  nmitHH 
the  Return  aooordingly. 
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POLICY  OP  HER  MAJESTY'S 
GOVERNMENT. 

MIKI8TEBIAL  STATEMENT. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  I 
wish  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall,  on  Mon- 
day, more  to  refer  the  question  of  the 
Procedare  of  the  House  of  Oommons  to 
a  Select  Oommittee.  I  may  add  that  it 
was  our  intention  to  propose  that  this 
Select  Oommittee  should  be  of  a  number 
considerably  exceeding  the  usual  number 
of  15.  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to 
go  further,  and  state  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  and  as  far  as  we  can  fore- 
cast it,  the  course  of  Public  Business. 
First,  with  respect  to  the  Address — 
which  comes  on  to-night — it  may  be  for 
the  convenience  of  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
know  that  we  propose,  after  having  fully 
considered  the  subject— a  novel  one  in 
some  points  of  view — to  accept  the  Ad- 
dress m  substance  exactly  as  it  is — that 
is  to  say,  the  portion  of  it  which  may  be 
considered  to  oe  virtually  adopted  by  the 
House  down  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Collings),  which  was  carried 
by  a  majority ;  and  likewise  the  remain- 
ing portion  of  the  Address  down  to  the 
dose,  as  far  as  the  substance  is  con- 
cerned. But  the  lapse  of  time  requires 
some  grammatical  changes — strictly  and 
purely  grammatical— to  make  the  Ad- 
dress congruous  and  consistent  with  re- 
ference to  the  circumstances  which  now 
exist.  I  could  state  those  grammatical 
changes;  but  I  think  they  would  be 
hardly  intelligible  to  the  House,  and 
that  I  had  better  reserve  them.  Then, 
Sir,  I  have  to  say  that,  that  being  the 
case,  we  should  not  be  able  to  give  our 
assent,  I  am  afraid,  to  any  Amendments 
that  might  be  moved  to  the  Address — 
one  of  which  we  have  already  heard 
from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  Magniac)— for 
the  obvious  reason  that  if  we  were  to 
entertain  any  one  Amendment  we  could 
not  consistently  refuse  our  assent  to  the 
introduction  of  other  subjects,  and  I 
think  considerable  confusion  would  pro- 
bably result.  I  may  also  say,  in  regard 
to  one  of  the  Amendments  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given,  relating  to  the 
crofter  population,  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  will  to- 
night give  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
introduce  a  Bill,  on  a  very  early  day, 
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with  reference  to  that  subject.  So  much 
for  the  subject  of  Procedure,  and  so 
much  for  the  subject,  urgent  undoubt- 
edly, of  the  crofters.  After  that  the 
House  win,  I  am  sure,  have  regard  to 
the  date  which  we  have  now  reached. 
We  are  now  at  the  18th  of  February. 
There  are  eight  days  at  the  command  of 
the  Government,  according  to  the  usage 
of  the  House,  between  this  time  and  the 
22nd  of  March,  on  or  about  which  date 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  introduce  a 
Financial  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
serving the  law  in  regard  to  the  Ac- 
counts of  the  yeeir  and  passing  the 
Estimates.  These  eight  days,  we  must 
calculate,  will  probably  be  required  in 
the  main  for  disposing  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  of  the  present  year, 
and  for  dealing  with  the  great  Votes  of 
the  Military  and  Naval  Services,  in 
order  to  place  those  Services  in  cash, 
and,  in  conformity  with  usage,  to  enable 
the  Business  of  the  country  to  proceed 
in  a  regular  manner.  We  do  not,  there- 
fore, contemplate  any  serious  interrup- 
tion to  that  course  of  Business  within 
the  period  I  have  named  ^  An  hon. 
Member  opposite,  the  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston),  has  given  me 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion to-morrow  with  respect  to  the 
state  of  Ireland,  and  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  re- 
gards Ireland.  I  will  anticipate  the 
answer  to  the  Question  as  far  as  I 
am  able,  because  I  have  no  doubt 
the  House  will  make  all  due  allowance 
for  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  not- 
withstanding all  the  information  I  can 
give.  Sir,  from  the  first  moment — and 
the  first  moment  has  hardly  passed  since 
the  Cabinet  met  for  the  first  time  on 
Monday — we  have  made  our  first  care 
the  state  of  Ireland,  and  the  subject  will 
be  one  occupying  our  unceasing  atten- 
tion. I  may  say — for,  indeed,  it  has 
been  announced  in  the  addresses  of 
various  Members  of  the  Government  to 
their  constituents — that  we  do  not  pro- 
pose  to  meet  the  case  of  Ireland  by  sug- 
gesting to  the  House,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  re-enactment  of  repressive 
criminal  legislation.  Of  course,  we  are 
well  aware,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  given  his  Notice  has  observed, 
that  the  state  of  Ireland  requires  the 
closest  attention,  and  is  not  to  be  dis- 
posed of  by  merely  negative  assertion. 
Our  desire  is,  and  our  endeavour  will 


U  2 


583 


PoUeyofH$r 


{OOMHONS}        Mqfitty's  GavmmifU.         684 


be,  to  introdace  measures  of  a  positive 
and  Bubstantiye  character  in  the  House, 
which  may  deal  with  the  case  of  Ire- 
land in  the  various  aspects  in  which  it 
is  now  presented  to  us,  both  in  respect 
to  social  order,  which  must  necessarily 
be  on  all  occasions  the  question  first 
offering  itself  to  the  notice  of  an  Execu* 
tire  Oovemment,  with  respect  to  the 
great  subject  of  land,  and  with  respect 
to  any  measure  which  requires  attention 
in  connection  with  the  future  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  and  the  method  of  that 
government.  The  time  which  will  ne- 
cessarily be  occupied  with  the  financial 
Business  of  the  year  will  be  studiously 
applied  by  us  to  maturing  as  rapidly  as 
possible — [^Laughter  from  the  Opposition] 
— ^I  do  not  know  whether  the  implica- 
tion is  that  there  are  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  to  whom  the  stato  of  Ireland  is  a 
subject  so  easy  that  they  have  in  their 
minds,  ready  for  production,  some 
simple  and  satisfactory  method  of  deal- 
ing with  it.  That  is  not  our  view  of  the 
mattor.  Our  view  is  that  the  subject  is 
one  of  the  greatest  importance,  and  one 
of  very  great  complexity  and  of  enor- 
mous responsibility.  Therefore,  we  shall 
not  fear  to  ask  the  House  for  such  time 
as  may  be  necessary  for  us  to  give  the 
subject  the  consideration  which  we  think 
it  requires.  I  was  about  to  say  that 
after  that  necessary  financial  Business 
has  been  gone  through — and  I  named 
the  22nd  of  March  as  the  date  when  the 
House  will  probably  have  disposed  of 
the  most  urgent  matters  of  Supply — ^by 
that  time  I  shall  hope  to  be  in  a  condi- 
tion to  make  some  further  indication  to 
the  House  as  to  either  the  whole  or  some 
part  of  the  proposals  we  may  have  to 
make  for  dealing  with  the  substantive 
and  positive — and  I  hope  in  a  somewhat 
permanent  form — with  the  great  ques- 
tion of  the  state  of  Ireland.  That,  Sir, 
is  what  I  have  to  say  on  the  subject  of 
the  course  of  Public  Business.  If  there 
is  any  other  question  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers wish  me  to  answer  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  do  so. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEAOH: 
We  shall,  Sir,  I  apprehend,  upon  the 
resumption  of  the  debate  on  the  Address 
in  answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech,  have  an  opportunity  of  com- 
menting upon  the  somewhat  surprising 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  reference  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  towards  Ireland.    It  woidd 
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not,  of  course,  be  in  Order  for  me  to 
make  any  comment  upon  that  matter 
now ;  but  I  would  ask  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  good  enough  to  in- 
form us  precisely  of  the  grammatical 
Amendments^ — as  he  has  been  pleased 
to  characterize  them — which  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  make 
in  the  Address,  so  that  we  may  have 
an  opportunity  of  considering  them 
before  being  called  upon  to  resume 
the  debate.  I  would  further  ask  the 
right  hon.  Cbntleman  whether  he  will 
place  on  the  Paper  the  terms  of  the  Be- 
ference  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
subject  of  Procedure ;  and  whether  it  is 
his  intention  to  frame  any  BesolutionB 
or  Standing  Orders  of  the  nature  of  those 
which  I  placed  on  the  Paper  when  I  was 
responsible  for  the  Business  of  the 
House,  in  order  to  give  that  Committee 
some  material  for  its  consideration  with 
the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Un- 
doubtedly  I  will  place  upon  the  Table  the 
terms  of  the  Bef  erence  to  the  Select  Com* 
mittee  as  we  shall  propose  them  ;  and  I 
will  then  make  such  a  statement  of  our 
intentions  in  regard  to  the  proceeding 
of  the  Committee  as  I  hope  will,  in  suo- 
stance,  meet  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  With  respect  to  the  gram- 
matical Amendments  which  we  propoae 
to  make  in  the  Address,  I  wiU  explain 
them  at  once  to  the  right  hon.  Ghentle* 
man,  if  he  has  the  Address  in  bis  hands 
and  will  be  good  enough  to  follow  me. 
I  conceive  the  Address  to  have  been 
substentially,  though  not  formallj, 
adopted  by  the  House  down  to  the 
word  ''tenure"  in  the  paragraph  re- 
lating to  agriculture  which  was  adopted 
upon  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ool- 
lings).  The  first  Amendment  is  in  the 
paragraph  relating  to  Ireland,  in  the 
last  paragraph  but  one  of  the  second 
page,  the  ninth  line  from  the  bottom  of 
the  page.  The  next  paragraph  will  not 
require  any  amendment  whatever,  as  Hx 
as  I  can  see,  until  we  get  to  the  word 
*'  leads,"  towards  the  dose  of  the  para- 
graph. When  we  get  to  near  the  end 
of  the  paragraph,  in  the  fourth  line  from 
the  end,  I  shall  propose  to  substitnto 
the  word  **  led  "  for  the  word  *•  leads ; " 
and  in  the  last  line  but  one  to  substitate 
the  word  '*  look  "  for  the  word  "  looks.*' 
The  next  paragnqph  relates  to  the  m< 
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sures  whicli  it  wastlie  iDtention  of  the  late 
Government  to  Bubmit  to  Parliament; 
but  as  we  could  not  very  well  recognize 
any  responsibility  in  reference  to  their 
intentions,  I  propose  to  substitute  the 
word  "  would  "  for  the  word  **  will,"  in 
the  first  line  of  that  paragraph.  In  the 
last  line  but  one  of  the  same  paragraph, 
after  the  word  **  Ireland,"  I  propose  to 
substitute  the  word  ''was  "  for  the  word 
**  is ; "  and  after  the  word  "  measures," 
in  the  same  line,  to  substitute  the  word 
"would"  for  the  word  ''will."  The 
next  Amendment  is  one  which  is  in- 
tended to  correct  an  error  in  the  original 
drafting  of  the  Address.  The  last  para- 
graph but  two  of  the  Address  runs 
Sius — "Humbly  to  thank  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  a  Bill  for  facilitating  the  sale 
of  Glebe  Lands,"  and  so  forth.  That 
passage  will  require  the  insertion  of  cer- 
tain words.  We  do  not  mean  to  be 
critics  of  the  style  of  those  who  have 
gone  before  us ;  but  we  think  the  para- 
graph requires  the  insertion  of  some 
words  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  making 
known  to  us  that  the  Bill  for  the  sale  of 
Glebe  Lands  "would"  be  introduced. 
Then,  in  the  second  line,  I  propose  to 
strike  out  the  word  "  will,"  and  insert 
the  word  "  would."  The  next  para- 
graph— the  last  but  one — does  not 
appear  to  require  any  amendment 
whatever ;  and  in  the  last  paragraph  we 
propose  to  stnke  out  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  second  line.  The  paragraph  now 
runs — 

*' Humbly  to  assuro  Hor  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  sub- 
jects which  Her  Majesty  has  recommended  to 
oar  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which  may 
be  submitted  to  us.*' 

Of  course,  we  cannot  refer  to  the  sub- 
jects and  measures  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  submit ;  and  we, 
therefore,  propose  that  the  last  para- 
graph should  read  as  follows : — 

"Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
measures  which  may  be  submitted  to  us.'* 

These  are  the  Amendments  which  we 
propose. 

QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE— GREECE 
AND   TURKEY. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  00  WEN :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 


he  is  in  a  position  to  inform  the  House 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  affairs  of 
Greece ;  what  action  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  will  take  in  the  event  of  the 
Greek  Fleet  attempting  to  attack  the 
Turkish  ports  ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vemment  is  acting  in  concert  with  all 
the  Powers  of  Europe ;  and,  if  not,  what 
Powers  have  dissented  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  I  should  like  to  answer 
the  Question  with  the  greatest  caution. 
I  should  have  answered  with  greater 
advantage  if  I  had  had  a  little  Notice 
of  the  Question  ;  but  I  have  before  me 
the  substance  of  a  statement  which  will 
be  made  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  My  noble  Friend  and 
his  OoUeagues  with  him  are  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  most  injurious  that 
there  should  at  this  moment  be  any  am- 
biguity as  to  the  views  and  intentions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  might 
be  most  injurious  to  leave  in  doubt 
what  those  views  and  intentions  are. 
We  recognize  the  critical  state  of  affairs 
in  Eastern  Europe,  and  we  are  aware 
how  much  depends  upon  the  action 
which  may  be  taken  in  respect  of 
Greece.  The  affairs  in  the  lialkans 
are  by  no  means  settled  ]  but,  of  course, 
those  affairs  may  be  very  materially 
affected  by  what  happens  in  regard  to 
Greece.  Beference  has  been  made  in' 
the  Question  to  the  Ooncert  of  Europe, 
and  it  is  a  matter  of  full  satisfac- 
tion that  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe 
have  been  acting  together  upon  this  occa- 
sion ;  and  in  the  spirit  of  that  Ooncert 
we  shall,  undoubtedly,  continue  to  act. 
It  is  a  great  satisfaction  to  us  to  be  able 
to  follow  without  any  deviation,  so  far  as 
I  am  aware,  in  the  course  which  appears 
to  us,  according  to  our  best  knowledge, 
to  have  been  marked  out  by  our  Prede- 
cessors in  Office  with  respect  to  this  very 
important  question  of  peace  in  Eastern 
Europe.  On  entering  Office  I  may  say 
that  the  very  first  step  taken  by  us  was 
to  ascertain  precisely — in  fact,  it  was 
taken  by  myself  individually  at  the  mo- 
ment when  I  had  accepted  Office  at  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty — fo  ascertain 
exactly  the  state  of  the  engagements  of 
the  late  Government — that  being  the 
point  which  it  was  our  first  duty  to  con- 
sider— and  to  let  it  be  known  beyond  all 
possibility  of  doubt  that  these  engage- 
ments would  be  strictly  adhered  to.    Of 
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course,  it  is  possible  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  engagements  and  the  policy 
which  led  to  those  engagements ;  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that,  while  adopting 
the  engagements  as  a  matter  of  good 
faith,  we  see  no  reason  to  separate  our- 
selves from  a  policy  which  we  believe  to 
be  directed  to  the  peace  of  Europe  and  to 
the  maintenance  of  public  right,  and  I 
must  also  say,  in  our  judgment,  to  the 
true  interests  of  Greece  herself.  I 
think  that  is  the  substance  of  what  will 
be  said  by  my  noble  Friend  in  the  other 
House. 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN  :  I  only  fur- 
ther wish  to  ask  whether  all  the  Powers 
are  in  concert  on  this  question,  or 
whether  there  is  anyone  dissenting  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  Note 
which  formed  the  basis  of  our  proceed- 
ings is  a  Collective  Note  to  which  all  the 
six  Ghreat  Powers  are  parties;  and  all 
the  six  Powers  have,  I  believe,  in  the 
strongest  manner,  as  far  as  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  their  proceedings,  urged 
upon  Greece  the  wisdom  and  expediency 
of  adopting  the  course  recommended  in 
the  Note. 

THE    ECCLESIASTICAL   COMMIS- 

SIGNERS— EXTRAORDINARY 

TITHE. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  asked  the 
Bight  honourable  gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford,  as  an 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioner,  Whether 
he  has  seen  a  Heport  in  The  Tunbridg$ 
Welh  Advertiser,  of  the  5th  February 
instant,  of  a  trial  in  the  Tunbridge 
County  Court  of  Kent  (Eden  v.  Vinson), 
by  which  it  appears  that  a  Mr.  Charles 
Gideon  Stevens,  a  witness  who  described 
himself  as  ^'the  Agent  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners"  assisted  the 
Vicar  of  Ticehurst  in  the  levying  of  a 
distress  for  extraordinary  tithe;  and, 
whether  it  is  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  or  their 
agents  to  assist  clergymen  to  distrain  for 
the  recovery  of  extraordinary  tithe ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Commissioners  will 
instruct  their  agents  not  to  interfere  in 
such  matters  in  future  ? 

Sib  JOHN  E.  MOWBRAY,  in  reply, 
said,  Mr.  Stevens  was  not  an  agent  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  and 
that  it  was  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  or  their 
agents  to  assist  clergymen  to  distrain 
for  extraordinary  tithes ;  and  they  were 
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not  aware  that  in  any  case  any  of  their 
agents  had  ever  interfered  in  sui^ 
matters. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— MOUNTJOY 
CONVICT   PRISON. 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  representations 
made  by  the  Catholic  Chaplain  in 
Mountjoy  Convict  Prison,  and  published 
in  the  last  Report  of  the  General  Pri- 
sons Board,  with  regard  to  the  punish- 
ments inflicted  in  that  prison;  and, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  men,  the  ma- 
jority of  them  weak  in  body  as  well  as 
in  mind,  sometimes  to  the  number  of 
twelve  or  fourteen  at  a  time,  are  chained 
at  the  right  wrist  and  the  right  ankle 
with  a  chain  varying  in  weight  from  five 
to  ten  pounds,  and  sometimes  so  kept 
day  and  night,  without  intermission,  for 
months  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  :  I  have  seen  the  chaplain's 
letter  referred  to  in  the  Question,  and 
have  been  furnished  with  a  Report  from 
the  General  Prisons  Board,  from  which 
it  appears  that  the  mechanical  restraint 
of  a  chain  is  adopted  in  the  case  of  cer- 
tain refractory  convicts,  and  it  is  used  in 
England  as  well  as  in  Ireland.  It  is 
regarded  as  of  a  more  humane  character 
than  the  alternative  of  separate  confine- 
ment, as  it  permits  of  dangerous  pri- 
soners taking  exercise  and  being  em- 
ployed in  public  work.  It  is  never 
applied  until  after  medical  examination  ; 
and  prisoners  wearing  it  are  put  under 
periodical  report  with  a  view  to  its  re- 
moval as  soon  as  safety  permits.  The 
Medical  Officer  of  Mountjoy  Prison  states 
that— 

**  In  no  case  has  he  or  would  he  certify  a  pri- 
soner to  be  fit  for  such  restraint  if  he  were  weak 
in  body  or  mind." 

If  the  hon.  Member  will  kindly  look  at 
Appendix  31  of  the  Board's  Annual  Re- 
port he  will  see  that  particulars  are  pub- 
lished of  all  cases  in  which  convict  pri- 
soners have  been  placed  under  this  or 
other  restraints.  I  should  add  that  the 
heaviest  chain  applied  is  stated  to  weigh 
only  4^  lbs.,  while  a  lighter  one  is  gene- 
rally used;  and  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  out  of  698  male  conviota  in 
Mountjoy  Prison,  only  three  are  wearing^ 
chains. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentlenian  to 


689      Burial  AH,  1880—       {Fbbbuaey  18,  1886)       Burial  at  Chelmsford.       690 


read,  on  this  question,  the  Eeport  of  the 
Hojal  Commission  which  reported  a  few 
years  ago. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— SUICIDES  IN 
GALWAY  GAOL. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  TVliether  he  has  observed, 
from  the  last  Eeport  of  the  Prisons 
Board,  that  the  only  prison  in  which 
Boicide  occurred  in  the  year  1884-6  was 
Galway  Gaol;  and  that  there,  within 
twelve  weeks,  three  prisoners  committed 
suicide  by  hanging;  and,  whether  any 
special  investigation  was  made  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  prison,  or  the  treat- 
ment of  the  prisoners  therein  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  :  The  three  cases  of  suicide 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
investigated  by  Coroner's  inquests ;  and 
'v  the  jury  decided  in  each  case  that  no 
^  blame  attached  to  any  of  the  prison 
officials.  In  one  case  a  special  inquiry 
was  held  by  a  member  of  the  Board, 
who  came  to  a  like  conclusion.  The 
prison  was  visited  three  times  last  year 
by  Dr.  MacCabe,  Medical  Officer  of  the 
Board  ;  and  he  certifies  that  the  treat- 
ment of  the  prisoners  there  is  humane 
and  considerate. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND)—REPORT  OF  INSPECTOR  ON 
THE  PROPOSED  AMALGAMATION  OF 
PORTIONS  OF  THE  DONOUGHMORE 
UNION  WITH  THE  UNIONS  OF  ROS- 
CREA  AND  ABBEYLEIX. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  Whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  yet  considered  the 
Eeport  of  their  Inspector  upon  the  pro- 
posed amalgamation  of  portions  of  the 
Donoughmore  Union  with  the  Unions  of 
Eoscrea  and  Abbeyleix ;  and,  how  soon 
their  decision  will  be  made  known  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Morley):  The  Eeport  has  not  yet 
reached  the  Local  Government  Board. 
I  understand  the  Inspector  awaits  some 
important  Eeturns  to  enable  him  to  com- 
plete it. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  BARROW. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whed^er  the   Soyal  Commission,   ap- 


pointed last  year  to  inquire  into  the 
drainage  of  the  Barrow,  has  yet  ren- 
dered its  Eeport ;  and,  if  not,  how  soon 
it  is  likely  to  finish  the  inquiry  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  (who  replied)  said :  Sir,  as  the 
Irish  Qovernment  are  responsible  for 
this  Commission,  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  has  asked  me  to  answer 
this  Question.  The  Eeport  reached  us 
yesterday,  and  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  without  loss  of  time. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— THE  LONG 

VACATION. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  possibility  of  making  arrange- 
ments for  preventing  the  annual  delay 
in  Taxation  and  other  Chamber  business 
during  every  Long  Vacation  in  both  the 
Queen's  Bench  and  Chancery  Divisions  ? 

The  ATTGENEY  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Chakles  Eussell),  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  drawn  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  inconvenience  referred 
to,  and  he  hoped  steps  would  be  taken 
to  remedy  it.  Indeed,  some  steps  in 
that  direction  had  already  been  taken. 

BURIAL    ACT,    1880— BURIAL    AT 
CHELMSFORD. 

Mb.  CAEVELL  WILLIAMS  a«ked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  has  seen  in 
The  Essex  Weekly  News,  of  January  16th, 
a  statement  to  the  efifeot,  that  at  the 
burial  of  Mrs.  Grinter,  of  Springfield, 
Chelmsford,  a  Wesleyan,  under  the 
Burial  Act  of  1880,  the  grave  was  dug 
in  an  isolated  portion  of  the  burial 
ground,  near  a  rubbish  heap,  and  where 
the  mourners  had  to  stand  nearly  ankle- 
deep  in  mud ;  and  also  that  the  gates  of 
the  churchyard  through  which  the  burial 
ground  is  ordinarily  approached  were 
looked  by  order  of  the  Eeverend  A. 
Pearson,  the  Eector,  and  the  mourners 
were  obliged  to  enter  through  a  gate 
used  only  for  carts  and  workmen ;  whe- 
ther he  will  inquire  into  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and,  should  they  be  authenticated, 
if  he  will  cause  proceedings  to  be  insti- 
tuted  against  the  Eector  for  obstructing 
the  burial ;  and,  if  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  including  in  any  measure 
for  improved  local  government  the  trans- 
fer of  the  control  of  parochial  burial 
grounds  to  authorities  elected  by  the 
parishioners  ? 
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The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildebs)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
I  have  to  say  that  I  have  received  a 
Seport  from  the  clergyman  of  the  parish, 
together  with  a  map,  showing  the  exact 
arrangement  of  the  ground.  It  appears 
that  the  gate  made  use  of  on  this  occa- 
sion was  certtunly  the  nearest  approach 
to  the  grave,  and  the  only  public  entrance. 
Oonsidering,  however,  the  inclement 
state  of  the  weather  and  the  presence  of 
the  heap  of  rubbish,  of  which  the  clergy- 
man said  he  was  not  aware,  it  would,  no 
doubt,  have  been  better  if  the  gate  had 
been  iinlocked  and  access  allowed  by  the 
cleaner  path.  But  it  does  not  seem  a 
matter  for  any  further  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  With 
regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
express  any  definite  opinion. 

POOR  LAW— OUTDOOR  RELIEF  DURING 
THE  EXISTING  DISTRESS. 

Mr.  ISAACS :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice — 
namely.  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
large  amount  of  distress  now  unhappUy 
prevailing  consequent  upon  the  want  of 
employment  among  artizans  and  others, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  name  an  early  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Motion  on  the  Paper 
suggesting  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  be  instructed  temporarily 
to  relax  their  rules  as  to  the  granting  of 
outdoor  relief  ? 

The  FIEST  LOKD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
put  the  Question  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  as  it  more 
regularly  refers  to  that  Department,  and 
the  Question  is  new  to  me. 

Mb.  ISAACS:  I  put  it  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  it  was  at  his  suggestion  that  I  now 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  the  Question. 
I  have  copies  of  the  correspondence. 
[**  Order!"] 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (after  a 
brief  consultation  with  Mr.  Chahbeb- 
lain)  said :  I  understand  that  there  is  a 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  effect  of  the  answer  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  that  he  had  not  control 
of  the  Business  of  the  House. 

Mb.  ISAACS :  And  suggested  that  I 
should  put  the  Question  to  the  Leader 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.    I  beg 


to  throw  myself  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  while  I  read  the  letter  received 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
I  should  not  have  taken  this  step  if  my 
statement  had  not  been  doubted.  [  Crtes 
o/'*  Agreed!''] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  There  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  need  of  explanation  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member.  If  he 
proposes  to  put  his  Question  to  the 
Prime  Minister  he  is  perfectly  at  liberty 
to  do  so. 

Mb.  ISAACS :  I  have  put  the  Ques- 
tion, and  the  Prime  Minister  has  sug- 
gested to  me  that  I  should  have  ad- 
dressed it  to  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.     I  did  so  address  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  address  himself  to  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  he  will,  no 
doubt,  receive  an  answer. 

Mb.  ISAACS :  Then,  Sir,  with  the 
leave  of  the  House  I  will  address  the 
Question  to  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  I  will  take  the 
opportunity  of  asking  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  letter  which  I 
hold  in  my  hands  from  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  was  written  at  his  di- 
rection— 

"  Sir, — I  am  directed  bv  Mr.  Chamberlain  to 
acknowledge  the  receipt  of  jonr  commonication 
of  the  9th  instant,  and  to  remind  jou  that  it  is 
not  within  his  power  to  regulate  the  Boaineas  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  Mr.  Chamberlain  can 
only  suggest  that  your  Question  might  be  ad- 
dressed  to  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  m  ■wnm 
bling  of  Parliament  P  " 

I  thereupon  wrote  to  the  Prime  Minister 
a  letter,  of  which  I  have  a  copy,  telling 
him  it  was  my  intention  to  address  a 
Question  to  him  on  the  re-assembling  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN:  I 
am  not  quite  certain  what  the  Question 
put  to  me  is.  Certainly,  I  admit  the 
authenticity  of  the  letter  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  just  read.  He  has  not, 
however,  read  the  letter  to  which  it  was 
a  reply ;  but  that  was  to  the  efifect  that 
he  had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and  he 
wished  to  know  from  me  whether  the 
Qovemment  would  g^ve  facilities  for  its 
discussion  ?  I  made  the  reply  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  read.  Of  course,  I 
assumed  that  he  would  commnnicate 
with  the  Prime  Minister,  and  gave  him 
full  Notice  that  he  proposed  to  ask  a 
Question  with  regard  to  the  Buaineaa  of 
the  House.    I  may  add  that  if  the  hon. 
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Member  desires  to  call  attention  to  the 
sabject-matter  of  his  Motion  I  cannot 
conceive  that  he  will  have  any  difficulty 
in  doing  so  during  the  debate  on  the 
Address,  and  I  shall  be  prepared  to  give 
him  any  information  in  my  power. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS 
—ACTION  OF  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT—EXPLANATION. 

Mb,  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Home  Affairs 
a  Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice  —  namely,  Whether  he 
will  give  the  House  any  explanation  of 
the  entire  absence  of  any  preparation 
for  the  maintenance  of  order  in  the 
streets  of  the  Metropolis  on  Monday 
week  last,  on  the  occasion  of  a  demon- 
stration in  Trafalgar  Square;  why  a 
small  mob  was  allowed  to  commit  riot 
and  robbery  for  nearly  two  hours  with- 
out any  attempt  whatever  being  made 
during  that  time  on  the  part  of  the  au- 
thorities to  put  an  end  to  the  disturb- 
ance or  to  arrest  the  offenders ;  whether 
steps  have  been  taken  to  prevent  the 
possibility  of  the  repetition  of  such  dis- 
graceful proceedings ;  what  orders  were 
given  to  the  police  by  the  Home  Office 
on  the  occasion  referred  to,  and  how  the 
sufferers  by  the  disturbances  are  to  be 
compensated  ? 

Lord  ALQEENON  PERCY :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  I 
would  ask  him  whether  he  will  state  to 
the  House  the  precautions,  if  any,  taken 
previous  to  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square  on  February  8  to  prevent  a 
breach  of  the  peace  at  that  meeting; 
what  orders  the  police  had  received  as 
to  their  behaviour  at  the  meeting ;  and 
from  whom  those  orders  had  proceeded  ; 
what  conmiunications  and  orders  had 
passed  between  the  police  and  the  Home 
Office  during  the  day  of  February  8,  and 
at  what  time  such  communications  took 
place ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  provide 
full  compensation  for  those  who  have 
suffered  loss  of  property,  and  in  some 
cases  ruin,  in  consequence  of  the  riot  of 
February  8  ? 

8m  ROBEET  FOWLER :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will,  before  he  answers  the  Question, 
give  to  those  who  think  that  the  conduct 
of  the  police  in  this  matter  has  been 
grossly  maligned  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  that  most  importiEmt question? 


The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildees)  :  I  have  received  on  this 
most  important  question,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  has  just  said,  no  less  than  11 
Notices  of  Questions ;  and  I  am  most 
anxious  to  give  the  House  the  very 
fullest  answer  in  my  power  to  those 
Questions.  It  appears  to  me,  consider- 
ing how  much  those  Questions  dovetail 
into  each  other,  and  refer  to  different 
times  and  different  days  in  connection 
with  the  events  of  leust  Monday  week, 
that  perhaps  it  would  be  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  if,  instead  of 
giving  a  dry  answer  to  each  Question  as 
it  comes  up,  I  give  to  the  House  a 
narrative,  as  short  as  I  can  make  it,  of 
the  events  to  which  these  Questions 
refer ;  and  then,  if  I  have  missed  any 
point  in  these  Questions,  I  will  conclude 
by  answering  that  particular  point 
separately.  If  that  is  the  wish  of  the 
House,  I  will  give  now  the  best  narra- 
tive I  can  of  this  most  lamentable  event. 
I  returned  on  Saturday,  late  in  the  even- 
ing, from  receiving  from  Her  Majesty 
the  Seals  of  the  Home  Office;  and  on 
Monday  the  8th,  at  11  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  I  took  over  the  business  of  the 
Office.  It  was  my  first  duty  to  see  the 
principal  officers  of  the  Department 
itself,  and  also  to  see  the  principal  offi- 
cers of  the  Departments  unaer  the  Home 
Office.  Of  the  latter,  of  course,  the 
Chief  Commissioner  and  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  of  Police  were  among  the 
first ;  and  I  specially  requested  them  to 
see  me  as  early  as  they  could  in  the  day, 
in  order  that  I  might  ask  them  what 
had  been  done  in  respect  to  the  meeting 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  which  was  gather- 
ing at  the  very  time  I  saw  them.  I  saw 
them,  I  think,  between  12  and  1  o'clock 
that  day,  and  I  asked  them  to  tell  me 
what  arrangements  they  had  made  in 
view  of  that  meeting.  They  assured  me 
they  had  taken  ample  precautions  for 
the  preservation  of  the  peace;  and  they 
told  me  they  had  given  the  same  assur- 
ance to  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  Pre- 
decessor (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross),  who 
held  the  Seals  of  the  Department  up  to 
the  evening  of  the  previous  Friday,  and 
whom  they  saw  on  Friday  morning. 
They  told  me  more  than  they  had 
been  able  to  state  at  that  time  to 
my  Predecessor,  because  they  were 
able  to  give  me  the  exact  number 
of  persons  whom  they  nroposed  to  em- 
ploy.   They  had  decided  to  employ  on 
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the  occasion  560  men  in  reserve  round 
Trafalgar  Square,  besides  the  double 
patrols  in  the  Square  and  the  men  who 
were  necessary  to  guard  the  Monument 
and  the  works  in  the  Square  itself.  The 
House  is  doubtless  aware  that  on  these 
occasions  it  has  never  been  the  custom — 
indeed,  it  has  always  been  considered 
unwise — ^to  show  what  is  called  the  entire 
force  you  have  at  your  disposal,  from  the 
natural  fear  oi  irritating  the  populace 
by  showing  a  large  number  of  police- 
men ;  but  the  whole  of  that  force  was,  as 
I  have  said,  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
the  Square — ^part  of  it  in  the  Square 
itself,  and  560  men  at  the  police  office 
close  by,  and  in  what  is  known  as  the 
St.  George* s  Barracks,  on  the  North  side 
of  the  Square.  I  asked  the  Ohief  Com- 
missioner and  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner whether  they  were  aware  of  the 
special  character  of  the  meeting — that 
this  meeting  was  not,  as  many  of  those 
with  which  they  had  to  deal — called  and 
frequented  by  persons  with  one  single 
object,  but  was  a  meeting  in  which  two 
antagonistic  bodies  were  expected  to 
take  part.  They  told  me  they  were  fully 
aware  of,  and  had  made  full  allowance 
for,  that  fact ;  that  they  had  determined 
to  bring  together  a  very  much  larger 
force  of  police  than  would  have  been 
brought  together  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances ;  and  they  explained  to  me  the 
communications  which  had  taken  place 
on  the  subject,  and  what  was  the  opi- 
nion of  what  was  known  as  the  Working 
Men's  Committee— I  believe  the  proper 
title  is  the  London  United  Workmen's 
Committee — who  wrote  to  them  for  the 
first  time  on  the  1st  instant,  the  Monday 
preceding  the  Monday  to  which  I  am 
referring.  That  is  the  answer  to  one  of 
the  Questions.  They  said  that  not  only 
had  they  provided  a  very  much  larger 
force  of  men  than  would  have  been  the 
case  under  other  circumstances,  but  that 
the  Chief  Commissioner  himself  would 
be  on  the  ground  during  the  day ;  and 
that  was,  I  believe,  the  case.  Perhaps,  in 
passing,  I  may  inform  the  House  that  it  is 
not  the  custom  of  the  Police  Department 
to  submit  detailed  arrangements  as  to  the 
handling,  or  as  to  the  numbers,  of  police 
on  these  occasions  to  the  Home  Office. 
All  that  is  done — and  this  was  done  in 
the  present  case — was  to  furnish  the 
Home  Office  with  the  printed  order,  de- 
tailing the  number  of  men,  and  how 
they  were  to  be  employed;  and  that^ 
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which  is  sent  as  usual  to  the  Home 
Office  for  record,  was  received  by  the 
Home  Office  in  the  early^part  of  that 
day.  Well,  Sir,  with  these  assurances 
and  these  details  given  me  by  the  Chief 
Commissioner  and  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioner, I  felt  no  anxiety  as  to  the 
power  of  the  police  to  deal  wisely  with 
what  might  arise  in  the  course  of  the 
day.  During  the  day  I  remained  at  the 
Home  Office,  except  for  a  little  more 
than  half-an-hour,  till  half-past  7  that 
afternoon,  attending  to  the  regular  work 
of  the  Office.  At  about  half -past  6 
o'clock  I  received  from  my  own  house  in 
Piccadilly  a  note  relating  to  other  mat- 
ters, but  which  mentioned  that  there  had 
been  a  riot  in  Piccadilly — [Lavghter] — 
and  that  certain  damage  had  been  done. 
[Renewed  laughter,"]  It  is  not,  Sir,  a 
faughing  matter,  and  I  am  stating  to 
the  House  precisely  and  frankly  what 
occurred.  I  at  once  telephoned  from 
the  Home  Office  to  Scotland  Yard,  ask- 
ing for  information  on  the  subject  of  the 
message  which  had  so  reached  me ;  and 
a  little  before  7  o'clock  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  and  Colonel  Pearson,  the 
Chief  and  Assistant  Commissioners  of 
Police,  came  to  the  Home  Office,  and 
told  me,  in  general  terms,  what  had 
happened  during  the  day,  especially  what 
had  happened  since  the  meeting  had 
broken  up — that  a  disorderly  body  of 
men  went  Westward,  doing  great  damage 
on  the  way,  through  Pall  Mall,  up  8t. 
James'  Street,  in  Piccadilly,  and  then, 
after  passing  through  the  Park,  in  South 
Audley  Street  and  North  Audley  Street. 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  reported  to  me 
that  at  that  time  there  was  no  further 
disturbance,  and  I  told  him  to  be  careful 
to  report  anything  which  might  arise, 
and  if  there  was  any  renewal  of  the  dis- 
turbance. However,  Sir,  nothing  of  the 
kind  occurred.  Perhaps,  at  this  moment, 
I  might  say,  what  is  evidently  not  the 
impression  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  that 
it  is  not,  and  never  was,  usual,  during 
the  progress  of  meetings  of  this  cha- 
racter, to  make  periodical  reports  to 
the  Secretary  of  State.  I  have  made 
careful  examination  of  the  question, 
and  I  am  stating  what  has  strictly 
occurred.  It  is  obvious  that,  in  the 
case  of  an  ordinary  meeting,  any  in- 
terference by  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  only  hamper  the  operations  of 
the  police.  But  it  is  usual,  and  also 
proper^  to  report  any  incident  of  great 
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consequence  external  to  the  meeting; 
and  in  this  case  I  am  only  telling  the 
House,  without  any  remarks  or  obser- 
vations of  my  own,  what  Sir  Edmnnd 
Henderson  told  me— that  ho  was  wait- 
ing, before  informing  me  of  what  had 
happened,  for  full  reports  from  the  seve- 
ral Inspectors  of  the  divisions.    I  make 
no  remark  upon  that  statement.    I  pro- 
ceed to  what  happened  on  Tuesday.     I 
came  to  the  Office  very  early  in  the  day, 
and  I  considered  what  were  the  duties 
that  were  incumbent  upon  me.    It  ap- 
peared to  me  that  three  duties  lay  before 
me — first,  to  take  most  active  steps  to 
prevent  any  recurrence  of  anything  ap- 
proaching the  disorders  of  the  day  be- 
fore, and  also  to  take  the  most  efficient 
steps  to  calm  the  public  mind.  The  second 
was  the  duty  of  punishing  those  who 
instigated  the  riot  of  the  day  before ;  and 
the  third  was  to  inquire  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  day  were  due,  in  any 
degree,  to  official  neglect.    The  first  was 
our  primary  duty,  and  I  will  tell  the 
House  what  I  did  in  that  matter.     In 
the  first  place,  I  instructed  the  Ohief 
Commissioner   of    Police    at    once    to 
strengthen  his  force  by  calling  up  all 
the  recruits  who  had  been  already  ac- 
cepted.   This  gave  him  immediately  an 
additional  force  of  600  men,  and  those  I 
arranged  with  him  should  be  sent  at 
once  to  the  less  exposed  divisions  of  the 
town,  so  that  the  best  men  could  be 
brought  in  from  those  divisions  to  help 
to  keep  order  in  the  more  exposed  and 
central  divisions.    In  the  second  place,  I 
asked  the  War  Department  to  instruct 
the  General  Commanding  the  Home  Dis- 
trict to  hold  at  our  immediate  disposal 
men  belonging  to  each  battalion  of  the 
Foot  Guards  and  each  regiment  of  the 
Household  Cavalry,  and  thus  in  that 
way  to  add  several  thousand  men  to  the 
force  we  might  require  to  meet   any 
emergency.     Lord  "Wolseley,  the  Adju- 
tant General,  came  to  the  Home  Office, 
and  these  arrangements  were  concerted 
with  him ;  and  I  made  also  the  necessary 
arrangements  for  magistrates  to  accom- 
pany the  military  force  who  might  be 
called  out  to  assist  the  police.    Thirdly, 
I  instructed  the  Chief  Commissioner  to 
take  all  possible  measures  to  calm  the 
public  mind.  I  will  here  say  at  once  there 
18  no  truth  whatever  in  the  statements 
which  have  appeared  to  the  efiPect  that 
orders  were  issued,  either  by  the  Home 
Office  or  the  Police  Authorities,  to  barri* 
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cade  streets  or  houses,  op  to  warn  trades- 
men to  shut  up  their  ^ops.    I  have 
looked  very  carefully  into  this,  and  I 
find  these  rumours  which  have  been  so 
prevalent  were  absolutely  without  foun- 
dation.   ['*No,  no!"]    It  is  possible, 
of  course,  that  out  of  13,000  constables, 
some  individual  constable,  without  au- 
thority, may  have  used  language  which 
was  not  of  a  prudent  or  pacifying  cha- 
racter ;  I  have  to  say  distinctly  that  no 
such  orders  were  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly given  by  the  Home  Office,  or  by 
the  heads  of  the  police,  and  that  these 
remarkable  telegrams  I  have  received 
during  Tuesday  and  Wednesday,  each 
of  which  was  the  subject  of  investiga- 
tion, were  thoroughly  unfounded.     The 
result  of  these  measures  was  that  by 
Thursday    these     apprehensions    had 
calmed  down,  and  the  public  felt  that 
the  arrangements  made  by  the  police 
under  our  superintendence  were  suffi- 
cient.   The  second  duty  which  it  ap- 
peared to  me  was  incumbent  upon  me 
was  to  bring  the  instigators  to  justice, 
and  I  tell  the  Houae  what  we  did  in 
this  respect.    These  instigators  were  not 
persons  connected  with  either  the  Fair 
Trade  movement  or  the  leaders  of  the 
unemployed,   who    had    convened    the 
meeting;  but  they  were  the  Socialist 
agitators,  who  came  in  such  numbers  to 
the  Square.     No  delay  was  allowed  to 
occur  in  dealing  with  these  men.    Early 
on  Tuesday  I  called  a  meeting  at  the 
Home  Office  of  the  three  Under  Secre- 
taries there,  of  one  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Police,  and  of  the  Treasury  SoHoitor  ; 
and,    after  taking  preliminary    steps, 
those  gentlemen  met  again  a  short  time 
afterwards  in  the  afternoon,   and  the 
Attorney  General  was  present  on  the 
occasion.    We  decided  at  once  that  the 
head  of  the  Criminal  Investigation  De« 
partment  of  the  Police — that  is,  Mr. 
Monroe — should  at  once  collect  evidence, 
and,  with  the  aid  of  the  Treasury  Soli- 
citor, should  get  up  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible a  proper  case  for  summary  pro- 
ceedings against  these  people;  and  on 
Wednesday,  the  following  day,  the  evi- 
dence so  collected  was  reported  to  me  at 
the  Home  Office.    On  Thursday  a  fresh 
meeting  of  those  who  had  met  before 
took  place  at  the  Home  Office,  at  which 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  collected  was 
carefully  considered ;  and  I  then  found 
that  the  prevalent  opinion  was  that  pro- 
ceedings ought  to  be  taken,  not  in  the 
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nature  of  summary  proceedings,  but 
that  the  people  ought  to  be  committed, 
if  the  magistrate  would  commit  them, 
for  trial  in  the  usual  way  by  indictment. 
This  view  was  supported  by  the  most 
eminent  legal  opinion ;  and  I  have  to 
tender  my  thanks  to  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James),  who  was  the  Attor- 
ney General  in  the  last  Liberal  Oovern- 
ment,  and  who,  in  the  necessary  and 
enforced  absence  of  the  present  Attorney 
General  that  evening,  rendered  us  most 
valuable  assistance.  I  gave,  accord- 
ingly, final  instructions  on  Friday  to  the 
Treasury  Solicitors  for  the  necessary 
steps  to  be  taken  for  the  prosecution  of 
these  persons.  The  summonses  were,  I 
believe,  issued  on  the  following  day. 
They  were  returnable  on  Wednesday  last. 
The  four  defendants  were  brought  before 
the  magistrate,  and  from  that  moment 
the  matter  left  my  hands,  and  will  be 
dealt  with  according  to  the  usual  process  of 
law.  So  much  for  &e  steps  which  we  took 
to  punish  the  instigators  of  these  riots. 
Meanwhile  we  were  considering  the 
third  branch  of  my  duty  in  this  respect 
—that  is,  the  best  way  of  inquiring  into 
the  disturbances,  and  especially  into  the 
conduct  of  the  police  in  connection  with  the 
matter.  My  personal  difficulty,  in  which 
I  am  sure  I  shall  have  some  sympathy 
from  the  House,  was  that  I  had  only 
gone  to  the  Home  Office  on  the  very  day 
that  the  Department  itself  was  new  to 
me.  I  had  never  served  as  Under  Secre- 
tary at  the  Home  Office.  I  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  police  arrangements, 
except  that  which  any  Member  of  the 
Government  might  have ;  and  I  thought 
I  should  be  undertaking  a  very  serious 
business  with  considerable  inexperience 
if  I  decided  to  act  alone  in  an  inquiry 
under  these  circumstances.  I  therefore 
asked  four  Gentlemen  to  associate  them- 
selves with  me  in  conducting  this  in- 
quiry— four  Gentlemen  whose  names  I 
thought  would  be  a  sufficient  guarantee 
that  the  inquiry  would  be  conducted  in 
a  most  thorough,  most  impartial,  and 
most  intelligent  manner.  The  results 
of  the  inquiry  will  not  relieve  me  of  a 
single  shred  of  responsibility.  I  wish  to 
state  this  to  the  House  in  the  most  em- 
phatic terms.  Although  associated  with 
me  in  making  the  inquiry,  they  will 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  action 
which  it  will  be  my  duty  to  take  in  con- 
sequence of  what  is  disclosed  by  this  in- 
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quiry,  which  I  shall  take  strictly  on  my 
own  responsibility.  The  aim  of  the  in- 
quiry was  to  ascertain  who  was  to  blame, 
and  why  and  wherefore  this  system  has 
broken  down.  Those  who  are  associated 
with  me  in  the  inquiry  have  met  four 
times  during  the  present  week,  after  the 
preliminary  meeting  of  Saturday  last ; 
and  I  may  state  to  the  House  that  at 
this  moment  the  inquiry  approaches 
completion,  so  far  as  the  conduct  of  the 
poUce  on  Monday  last  was  concerned.  I 
hope  it  will  be  completed  before  next 
Monday.  I  shall  lay  the  Beport  on  the 
Table  without  any  delay,  and  with  it  a 
Memorandum  of  the  decision  at  which  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty  to  arrive ;  and  I 
feel  confident,  when  the  result  of  this 
inquiry  and  the  evidence  and  the  whole 
proceedings  of  those  who  have  acted 
with  me  and  my  own  decision  in  the  mat- 
ter are  laid  before  the  House,  both  hon. 
Members  and  the  public  outside  will  be 
satisfied  that  the  inquiry  has  been  a 
most  searching  one — ^that  no  stone  has 
been  left  unturned  to  get  to  the  root  of 
the  matter,  and  to  do  so  without  bias  or 
prejudice.  I  greatly  regret  that  the  in- 
quiry is  not  completed  at  this  moment ; 
but  when  the  evidence  and  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Committee  are  before  the 
country  I  think  it  will  be  seen  that  that 
was  entirely  inevitable.  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  acquaint  the  House  with  this — 
that  the  evidence  has  disclosed  a  state 
of  circumstances  in  respect  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  police  which  will 
require  my  serious  attention  with  the 
view  to  an  immediate  remedy.  There 
seems  to  be  some  misconception  with 
respect  to  the  relations  between  the 
Home  Office  and  the  Police  Authorities. 
These  relations  are  practically  the  same 
as  those  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  with  the  General  of  an  Army  in 
the  field,  though  in  each  case,  whe&er 
with  respect  to  the  War  or  Home  De- 
partment, administrative  and  financial 
questions  are  submitted  to  and  dealt 
with  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  he  is 
responsible  for  the  appointment  of  the 
principal  officers.  Tne  details  of  move- 
ments of  such  as  those  on  Monday  week 
are  purely  under  the  responsibility  of 
the  Chief  Commissioner,  and  a  perusal 
of  the  evidence  we  have  taken  will  show 
this  clearly.  But  if,  after  the  inquiry  is 
complete,  a  change  in  any  respect  of  this 
kind  appears  to  me  desirable,  I  shall 
Jose  no  time  in  making  any 


601 


DisimimtcM  in  {Februabt  18,  1886) 


9^9  JMwwr9p9w^9» 


60S 


amendment,  and  aionce  oommnnioating 
to  Parliament  my  intentions.  I  liaye, 
in  the  oourae  of  this  nanatiyey  answered 
seyeral  of  the  Questions  that  haye  been 
put  to  me.  As  to  tiioee  put  bj  the  late 
Home  Secretary,  I  think  he  will  find 
tiiat  I  haye  substantially  answered  them, 
exoept,  periiapsy  as  to  the  last,  which 
refers  to  a  matter  which  is  the  subject 
of  the  inquiry  now  proceeding,  I  shall 

8 refer  not  giying  an  answer  now.  The 
Questions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  also  refer  to  matters 
which  are  subjects  of  the  present  in- 
quiry, in  reply  to  those  Questions  that 
I  haye  not  yet  answered,  I  may  say  that 
efficient  st^  had  been  taken  to  preyent 
a  repetition  of  such  occurrences.  The 
hon.  Member  for  one  of  the  diyisions  of 
Glasgow  asks  me  two  Questions.  One 
is,  whether  it  was  true  that  the  powers 
of  the  Metropolitan  Commissioner  of 
Police  are  so  circumscribed  as  to  render 
him  powerless  in  the  case  of  the  recent 
riots r  No;  there  is  no  truth  in  that. 
The  powers  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Police  were  ample  and  full,  as  I  haye 
described.  He  then, asks  me  whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  statement  that 
the  Chief  Commissioner  made  an  appli- 
cation to  the  Home  Office  for  necessary 
powers,  and  that  these  were  refused? 
No,  Sir ;  there  is  no  truth  in  that  state- 
ment. The  Commissioner  of  Police 
made  no  application  for  any  power 
which  was  refused.  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Algernon  Percy),  I  haye  to  say, 
positiyely,  that  no  special  orders  were 
issued  to  the  police  as  to  their  behayiour 
at  the  meeting  in  question.  Their  orders 
are  contained  in  the  Begulations  of  the 
force.  The  noble  Lord  also  asks  me 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
propose  to  giye  any  compensation  to  the 
persons  who  suffered  in  the  riot  ?  I  can 
only  say,  in  answer,  that  compensation 
to  persons  who  suffer  by  riots  is  supposed 
to  be  regulated  by  law ;  but  I  cannot 
say  that  in  my  opinion  the  law  is  clear ; 
and  it,  therefore,  is  not  in  my  power  at 
this  moment  to  giye  any  opinion  as  to 
what  compensation — as  to  how  persons 
who  haye  suffered  can  reoeiye  com- 
pensation for  those  losses.  I  hope  I 
haye  now  answered  clearly  all  the  Ques- 
tions that  haye  been  put  to  me. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  wish  to  ask 
why  some  portion  of  the  500  men  who 
wmre  in  reserye  were  not  used  to  arrest 


the  riot  daring  the  two  hours  whidi  it 
lasted  ?  I  am  informed  that  50  men  at 
any  time  during  those  riots  might  haye 
put  a  complete  stop  to  the  riots. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  I  wish 
to  ask,  in  the  first  place,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gontleman  has  told  us  eyery- 
thing  which  took  place  between  the 
Home  Office  and  the  Police  Authorities 
during  his  period  of  Office  ?  Whether 
any  communications  had  been  made 
further  than  he  has  told  us  by  himself 
or  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Home 
Office  with  the  police  in  reference  to 
these  transactions ;  and  I  also  wish  to 
ask  as  to  the  statement  he  has  made  that 
the  Home  Office  were  not  in  tbe  habit 
of  haying  communications  with  the 
police  in  the  course  of  the  day  when  a 
meeting  was  to  take  place  ?  I  was  as- 
tonished by  what  he  stated  of  the  matter, 
because,  by  the  experience  I  haye  had 
at  the  Home  Office,  it  entirely  differs 
from  the  usual  course.  I  haye  had  con- 
stant communications  with  the  police.  I 
also  wish  to  ask  how  it  happened,  if 
there  were  these  resenres,  none  of  them 
were  brought  forward,  when  it  was  clear 
that  a  smfdl  amount  of  force  would  haye 
stopped  the  riot  ?  I  wish  to  ask,  also, 
whether  any  mounted  police  were  on 
duty  at  the  time,  because  they  are  ex- 
tremely useful?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  made  a  full  and  long  state- 
ment ;  but  I  think  he  has  not  satisfied 
the  House  on  the  real  point  which  it 
wanted  to  know,  as  to  how  this  matter 
happened ;  and  I  think  we  ought  to  haye 
some  opportunity  of  discussing  this  at 
greater  length  than  we  can  now,  because 
he  has  had  the  opportunity  of  making 
this  statement,  which  it  is  impossible  to 
answer  or  to  make  any  comments  upon, 
as  it  would  be  out  of  Order.  There- 
fore, I  wish  to  ask  what  opportunity 
will  be  giyen  of  discussing  this  ques- 
tion? 

Mb.  PICTON:  I  also  wish  to  ask 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  at  the  yery  time 
the  mob  was  marching  along  St.  James's 
Street  and  Piccadilly  breaking  windows 
a  considerable  force  of  police  was  idly 
guarding  Buckingham  Palace,  where 
there  was  no  riot;  and  whether  any 
denial  can  be  giyen  to  the  allegation 
that  warnings  had  been  giyen  to  the 
shopkeepers  in  the  City  by  the  police  ? 

Ma.  CHILDEES :  Two  Questions  are 
put  to  me  almost  in  the  same  words  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  by  my 
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right  hon.  Friend ;  and  fhose  are  how  it 
was  that  these  people  were  in  the  posi- 
tion to  commit  this  riot  ?  To  that  Ques- 
tion I  can  only  say  that  it  is  what  we  are 
oarefally  inquiring  into/  The  fact  is 
that  a  large  body  of  men  went  away 
westward  from  Trafalgar  Square,  and 
they  committed  these  depredations ;  and 
the  question  we  are  examining  at  this 
moment  is  how  they  came  to  be  allowed 
to  do  so,  and  that  is  the  question  which 
the  Police  Authorities  are  inquiring  into, 
and  as  to  which  it  would  not  be  proper 
for  me  to  say  more.  My  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Ficton)  asks  me  a  Question  whe- 
ther there  was  a  force  near  Buckingham 
Palace?  It  is  perfectly  true.  There 
was  in  the  Mali  a  considerable  force  of 
police,  and  the  circumstances  under 
which  they  were  sent  there  are  also 
amongst  those  being  investigated.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  asks  me  if 
other  communications  passed  between 
the  Police  Authorities  and  the  Home 
Office  ?  So  far  as  I  can  ascertain  there 
were  none.  I  can  only  speak  of  those 
which  passed  between  myself  and  others. 
I  am  told  that  none  passed  either  be- 
tween myself  or  other  members  of  my 
Department  and  the  Police  Authorities. 
As  to  the  alarming  rumours  in  the  Oity, 
it  is  perfectly  true  I  received  a  telegram 
from  a  Gentleman  who  is  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  I  believe  an  Alderman 
of  the  City.  He  sent  to  me  a  very  alarm- 
ing telegram  begging  me  to  take  steps 
to  prevent  what  was  going  to  happen. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  City 
Police  whatever.  The  City  Police  are 
under  the  control  of  the  Corporation,  and 
we  referred  to  Colonel  Fraser  to  ascer- 
tain whether  there  was  any  foundation 
for  the  rumour,  and  we  were  told  that 
there  was  no  foundation  for  the  rumour. 
That  shows  how  easy  it  is  to  circulate 
unfounded  rumours.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  asks  me  whether  any 
mounted  police  were  present  ?  No  mounted 
police  were  employed  during  the  day. 
He  further  asks  me  a  Question  which  I 
thought  I  had  already  answered.  I  can 
only  speak  for  myself,  but  I  have  asked 
the  officials  at  the  Home  Office  and  Scot- 
land Yard,  and  they  both  tell  me  that 
during  the  progress  of  a  meeting  it  is 
not  customary  that  communications 
should  pass  between  Scotland  Yard  and 
the  Home  Office.  I  am  informed  that  it 
has  only  been  done  in  one  case,  during 
the  great  Eeform  Bill  of  1884,  when  two 
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communications  were  made  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  With  respect  to  the  gene- 
ral practice  as  to  these  meetings,  I  think 
I  said  before  that  it  is  not  customary 
for  communications  to  pass  between  the 
head  of  the  police  and  the  Home  Office 
until  the  meeting  is  over ;  but  I  care- 
fully excepted  from  my  statement  any 
allusion,  as  a  question  of  duty,  of  reports 
made  of  occurrences  after  such  as  those 
which  took  place  on  Monday  week.  I 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
wait  for  the  result  of  the  inquiry  which 
is  being  got  through  with  as  fast  as  pos- 
sible. The  Committee  sit  four  hours 
daily,  and  the  evidence  is  being  printed 
from  day  to  day ;  and  not  an  hour  will 
be  lost  in  laying  it  before  the  House, 
together  with  such  decision  as  1  have 

fl,n*iv6d  A^ 

Sir  EOBEET  FOWLER :  At  what 
hour  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ceive the  telegram  from  the  City  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  It  did  not  come  on 
Monday  at  all,  but  either  on  Tuesday  or 
Wednesday. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  made  use  of  one  observation 
which  might  lead  to  misconception.  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  inquiry 
was  to  ascertain  who  was  to  blame  for 
the  riot.  I  presume  he  used  it  in  the 
sense  as  applying  to  the  police  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  EADCUFFE  COOKE :  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  any  information  reached 
the  Home  Office  on  TuesdaVt  the  9th, 
the  day  after  the  riot  in  the  West  End, 
of  alarming  rumours  prevailing  in  the 
South  of  London  to  the  efiPect  that  a 
great  body  of  men  were  marching  from 
Greenwich  and  Deptford,  in  oonsequenoe 
of  which  many  thousands  of  persons 
assembled  in  Newing^n  Butts  and 
Causeway  and  at  the  Elephant  and 
Castle,  and  created  so  much  alarm  as 
to  cause  the  shopkeepers  to  close  their 
shops;  and,  if  the  rumours  reached 
the  Home  Office,  what  steps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  to  aUay  the 
alarm  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES :  It  is  a  rather  diffi- 
cult  Question  to  answer  ofiP-hand.  Un- 
doubtedly on  Tuesday  and  on  Wednes* 
day  very  alarming  rumours  did  reach 
the  Home  Office.  In  every  case  we  made 
inquiry,  and  found  those  rumours  werSf 
almost  without  exception,  unfounded ; 
and  we  did  our  best  to  allay  public  uneasi- 
ness by  instructing  the  police  to  give  in* 
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formation  that  there  was  no  foundation 
for  the  rumours.  

Sib  EOBEET  FOWLER:  I  have 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
facilities  he  will  give  the  House  for  dis- 
cussing the  matter? 

Mb.  OHILDERS  :  I  can  promise  to 
do  nothing  more  than  to  lay  on  the  Table 
as  early  as  possible  the  evidence  now 
being  taken  before  the  Committee;  it 
then  rests  with  the  House. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER:  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  will  answer  the 
Question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  impossible 
for  me  to  enter  into  that  question.  We 
must  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
evidence  and  the  Report  before  we  can 
fix  any  day ;  besides,  after  what  I  have 
stated  about  Supply,  I  cannot  pledge 
myself  by  giving  any  precise  under- 
taking. 

LoBD  ALGERNON  PERCY :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  that 
while  the  mob  were  breaking  the  win- 
dows in  Pall  Mall  50  police  were  marched 
across  Waterloo  Place  to  the  Duke  of 
York's  Column,  with  distinct  orders  not 
to  interfere;  and  whether  15  police 
were  not  afterwards  sufficient  to  pre- 
vent the  mob  from  proceeding  from 
Oxford  Street  down  Bond  Street  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  The  noble  Lord 
has  given  me  Notice  of  some ;  I  will  ask 
him  to  give  me  Notice  of  all  his  Ques- 
tions. No  order  was  given  by  anybody 
for  the  police  not  to  interfere.  As  to 
the  movements  of  particular  bodies  of 
men,  I  could  not  answer  the  Question 
without  Notice. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  wish  to  in- 
dorse what  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Sir  Robert  Fowler) — that  the 
House  should  be  allowed  full  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  a  matter  which  is  a 
disgrace  to  the  Metropolis  and  a  dis- 
credit to  the  Police  Force.  I  am  sur- 
prised that  no  one  has  got  up — [Criee  of 
"  Order ! '»] 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  confine  himself  to 
putting  a  Question. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
will.  I  wish  to  ask  whether  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  matter  wM  be 
given  on  Monday? 


Mb.  CHILDERS :  I  am  myself  in 
favour  of  discussing  the  question ;  and, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  there  will  be 
no  delay  in  placing  the  Papers  before 
the  House/ 

Mb.  PULESTON  :  WiU  the  Papers 
be  printed  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  Yes. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  I 
wish  to  know  whether  this  Court  of  In- 
quiry, when  it  is  established,  will  be 
precluded  from  reporting  that  the  Home 
Secretary  himself  is  to  blame  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ITALY— AEREST  OF  PROFESSOR 
NIOHOL. 

Sib  henry  ROSCOE:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  Question,  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  Notice,  Whe- 
ther he  can  give  the  House  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  arrest  at  Naples,  re- 
ported in  to-day*s  Timee,  of  Professor 
JNichol,  of  Glasgow  University;  and, 
what  steps  have  been  taken  by  the 
Foreien  Office  to  procure  Professor 
Nichol's  release  ? 

TheUNDERSECRETARYofSTATE 
(Mr.  Bbyob)  :  In  reply  to  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Foreign  Office  are  not  in  possession  of 
full  details  connected  with  Mr.  Nichol's 
arrest ;  but  having  heard  of  the  fact, 
and  at  the  instance  of  his  family,  the 
Secretary  of  State  immediatelv  in- 
structed Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Rome,  by  telegraph,  to  address  prompt 
representations  on  his  behalf  to  the 
Italian  Government.  The  charge  against 
Mr.  Nichol  was  that  he  had  carried  a 
swordstick  in  the  street,  an  act  which, 
as  we  are  informed,  is  severely  dealt 
with  by  the  law  of  Italy.  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  Sir  John  Lumley,  on  the 
day  following,  informed  Lord  Rosebery, 
by  telegraph,  that  Mr.  Nichol  was  not 
in  custody,  and  had  arrived  at  Rome 
from  Naples.  The  Italian  Government 
have  shown  great  courtesy  in  the  mat- 
ter, and  it  is  now  believed  that  it  will 
be  disposed  of  by  the  imposition  of  a 
fine. 

THE  DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS- 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  said,  he  wished 
to  make  an  explanation.  He  under- 
stood that  certain  words  of  his  at  a  poli- 
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tioal  meeting  in  the  country  liad  riven 
offence  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton. He  desired  to  withdraw  the 
words,  and  to  express  his  regret  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  House  rf or  having 
used  them. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  said,  he  need 
hardly  observe  that  he  accepted  the 
withdrawal  of  the  words  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  was  made. 

NOTICE    OF  RESOLUTION. 

EAST  INDIA,  BURMAH  (EXPENSES  OF 
MILITARY  OPERATIONS). 

The  under  SEORETART  op 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  Ughtbed 
Kay-Shuttlewobth)  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  Monday  I  wiU  move — 

**  That,  Her  Majesty  having  directed  a  Mili- 
tary expedition  of  Her  forces  charged  upon 
Indian  reyenues  to  be  despatched  against  the 
King  of  Ava,  tiiis  House  consents  that  the  re- 
yenues of  India  shall  be  applied  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  Military  operations  which  may 
be  carried  on  beyond  the  external  frontiers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  possessions/' 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Is  it  absolutely  necessary  to  move  that 
on  Monday  ? 

Sib  UQHTRED  KAT-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH :  I  believe  it  is  quite  neces- 
sary. 

ORDER   OF  THE  BAT. 


ADDRESS   IN   ANSWER   TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.      [fEPTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question,  as  amended 
[26th  January."]— [See  page  92.] 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  re$umed. 

Mb.  PLUNBJ3T  said,  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  it  was 
not  very  easy,  on  the  first  blush,  to  fol- 
low the  explanation  which  had  been 
g^ven  bv  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
course  which  he  and  the  Gbvernment  in- 
tended to  take  with  reference  to  the 
Address  in  answer  to  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  At  first  he  did  not  himself 
fully  understand  it ;  but,  so  far  as  he 
had  been  able  to  realize  the  efiPect  of  it, 
he  would  ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to 
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call  attention  to  what  that  effect  must  be. 
There  were  about  that  explanation,  in  a 
very  remarkable  degree,  evidences  of  the 
appropriateness  of  that  epithet  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  applied  to  him- 
self— "  an  old  Parliamentary  hand."  It 
was  a  very  skilful  way  of  getting  rid  of 
the  difficulty,  and  of  a  disagreeable  sub- 
ject, and  of  preventing,  as  far  as  possible, 
any  discussion  of  it  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  was  on  the  10th  para- 
graph of  the  Address  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment was  defeated;  and  the  11th 
paragraph  was  that  which  dealt  with 
the  agitation  for  the  Bepeal  of  the 
Union.  Now,  no  Amendment  was  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  there  would  be  no 
opportunity  of  referring  to  that  subject 
in  the  debate  on  the  Address,  or,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  until  a  long  time  after 
the  22nd  of  next  month,  unless  some 
hon.  Member  who  had  not  already  spoken 
called  attention  to  it.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  had  unfortunately 
already  spoken;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Plunket)  ventured  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  position  in  which  thej 
now  stood.  The  right  hon.  G^entlemaa 
had  said  that,  in  substance,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Address ;  but  what 
did  that  mean  in  the  light  of  the  qualifi- 
cations given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  when  the  Address  was  last  dis- 
cussed ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  by  no  means  involved  any  aocept- 
ance  of  the  statements  in  the  Address ; 
and  in  order  to  make  that  clear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  strike  out  cer- 
tain words  enumerating  the  subjects  to 
which  consideration  was  to  be  given,  and 
to  substitute  the  words  "  the  measoreo 
which  may  be  submitted  to  Her.' '  Thus  the 
Government  were  avoiding  all  reference 
to  the  question  of  Ireland,  the  subjeet 
.upon  which  the  late  Government  were 
really  and  practically  defeated,  and  the 
question  which  was  absorbing  the  atten- 
tion of  the  whole  country  at  this  moment ; 
and,  instead  of  leading  public  opinion^ 
the  Government  were  depriving  Parlia- 
ment of  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
this  question  beyond  the  point  to  which 
it  had  already  gone.  That  course  was 
fatal  to  the  best  interests  of  tho  countiy. 
It  would  not  be  possible  on  that  occasion 
to  enter  upon  that  large  subiect.  Bat 
he  desirea  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  position  in  which  thej 
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Btood — not  for  the  purpose  of  Party  re- 
crimination or  Party  advantage,  but 
Bpeaking  as  an  Irishman — [LaughterJ] 
He  was,  perhaps,  entitled  to  say  to  the 
hon.  Member  interrupting  him  that  he 
had  lived  longer  in  Ireland,  and  knew 
more  of  Ireland,  than  he  did  —  he 
told  the  Prime  Minister  most  seriously 
and  solemnly  that  if  he  permitted  that 
question  to  drift  away  to  some  time  in 
the  dim  and  distant  future — ^if  he  did 
not  assure  them  that  on  the  22nd  of 
March  Parliament  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  gravely  discussing  his  pro- 
posals—  as  any  settlement  would  be 
better  than  the  state  of  unrest  in  which 
the  country  now  was — every  energy 
for  good  in  Ireland  would  be  completely 

Earalyzed.  He  would  ask  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
would  he  go  out  into  the  open  with  his 
proposals,  whatever  they  were,  and  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
them  ?  Would  he  give  his  Colleagues 
in  the  Cabinet  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing them  ?  He  trusted  the  House 
would  pardon  him  if  he  spoke  warmly. 
That  great  question  of  the  Kepeal  of  the 
Union  had  been  brought  much  to  the 
front,  partly  by  the  fact  of  the  return  of 
86  Members  pledged  to  that  policy,  and 
partly  by  the  existence  of  an  organiza- 
tion in  Lreland  which  was  overpowering 
the  Gbvemment  of  the  Queen  in  that 
country.  The  late  Government  had  met 
Parliament  with  a  definite  proposal  to 
deal  with  the  organization  which  had 
set  at  defiance,  and  to  a  g^eat  extent 
overpowered,  tiie  Government  of  the 
Queen  in  that  country,  and  with  a  defi- 
nite declaration  on  the  question  of  Be- 
peal  of  the  Union.  They  had  made  a 
distinct  declaration  of  policy  on  the 
question  of  Bepeal,  and  offered  a  direct 
challenge  on  the  question  of  bringing 
forward  a  measure  to  deal  with  the  or- 

ganization  which  he  referred  to.  But 
le  Prime  Minister,  for  his  own  part, 
declined  to  take  advantage  of  the  pro- 
posals of  the  late  Government,  or  to  be 
•'led  into  a  trap"  by  taking  up  the 
challenge  thrown  down ;  but  imme- 
diately afterwards,  on  a  side  issue, 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  real 
issue,  defeated  the  late  Government,  and 
took  upon  himself  and  his  Colleagues 
the  responsibili^  of  dealing  with  this 
great  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man accepted  the  Address  in  answer  to 
the  Gbacious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  but 
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told  the  House  also  that  for  the  present 
he  did  not  mean  to  take  any  measures  at 
all  of  a  coercive  character  to  put  down 
the  National  League  in  Ireland,  but  in- 
tended at  some  distant  date  to  name 
certain  measures  dealing  with  the  Land 
Question,  and  any  other  question  which 
might   call  for  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament.     What     was     the    practical 
effect    of   this   very  skilful  manner  of 
dealing  with  the  subject?    It  left  the 
National  League  in  possession  of  the 
field.     It    left   the    National   League 
triumphant  through  a  great  part  of  Ire- 
land, and  postponed  to  some  distant  date 
the  discussion  of  the  question  of  the  Be- 
peal of  the  Union ;  and  this  after  the  en- 
couragement which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  to  the  agitation  by 
everything  he  had  said  and  done.    The 
great  charge  against  the  late  Government 
was  that  it  had,  by  the  experiment  of 
dispensing  with  exceptional  legislation, 
purchased  the  support  of  the  Separatist 
Party  in  Ireland  at  too  high  a  price.  He 
thought  that  the  present  Government 
was  open  to  the  charge  that  after  that 
experiment  had  failed  they  had  adopted 
the  same  course  of  procedure— they  pro- 
posed to  proceed  in  Ireland  without  ex- 
ceptional legislation  at  double  the  price. 
How  had  that  arrangement  been  brought 
about  ?      By    reliance    on    the    vague 
phrases  used  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
which  might  mean  anything  or  nothing, 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  agitation 
which  meant  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union. 
He  had  stated  that  he  would  insist  on 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  and  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire,  and  such  Parlia- 
mentary guarantees  as  might  be  neces- 
sary to  preserve  that  integrily.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  gracious  enough  to  say  that 
there  was  nothing  that  he  could  see  in 
granting    Home  Bule    that  interfered 
with  these  conditions.  The  hon.  Member 
was,  of  course,  willing  to  let  the  Govern- 
ment down  as  easy  as  possible ;  but  on 
this  question  they  had  the  fresher  mind 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  who  stated  that  nothing  short 
of  absolute  and  uncontrolled  indepen- 
dence would  meet  the  demands  of  Irish- 


men- 


Mb.  DILLON :  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
did  not  use  those  words,  nor  was  I  re- 
ported as  having  used  them. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Of  course,  if  the  hon. 
Member  said  he  did  not  use  those  words 
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he  would  withdraw  them  at  once.  He 
had  the  report  of  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Dillon)  stated  that  although  he  might 
be  called  an  extreme  Irishman,  he 
would  say  that  he,  for  one,  was  ready  to 
shake  hands  with  Englishmen.  They 
would  turn  oyer  a  new  leaf  in  regard  to 
them  if  they  would  restore  to  them  the 
complete  and  absolute  power  to  make 
laws  for  their  own  country.  Those 
were  the  words  used  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; and  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  had  not 
misrepresented  his  meaning. 

Mb.  DILLON :  You  used  the  word 
"  independence"  where  I  said  "absolute 
power  to  make  laws." 

Me.  plunket  said,  he  thought  that 
he  had  not  misrepresented  the  meaning 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  any  considerable 
extent.  He  believed  that  the  powers 
tiie  hon.  Qentleman  asked  for  could  not 
be  reconciled  with  anything  but  a  sepa- 
rate Legislature,  imcontrolled  by  the 
British  Parliament.  No  Member  of  the 
House  would  be  more  sincerely  glad 
than  he  if  it  were  possible  to  devise 
some  means  by  which  the  views  and  de- 
sires of  hon.  Gentlemen  representing  a 
large  number  of  constituencies  in  &e- 
land  could  be  met  and  reconciled  with- 
out setting  up  a  separate  Legislature, 
which,  he  believed,  would  be  fraught 
with  consequences  the  most  fatal  to  the 
best  interests  of  his  country,  and  which 
must  quickly  lead  to  the  separation  of 
the  two  countries.  Now,  in  what  posi- 
tion would  the  matter  stand  ?  When,  at 
some  distant  period,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  compelled  to  come  for- 
ward with  his  policy  on  this  subject — 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Ciork  was  very  willing  to  make  a  sur- 
render of  the  Government  as  easv  as 
possible,  for  he  would  gain  everything 
by  the  delay — the  question  would  then 
be  lifted  out  of  the  category  of  measures 
which  ereat  statesmen  had  frequently 
declared  could  not  be  entertained  as  a 
practical  proposal.  This  was  because  it 
was  believed  to  be  deadly  and  destruc- 
tive to  the  best  and  most  vital  interests 
of  the  country.  Besides,  the  measure 
would,  in  the  meantime,  receive  the  re- 
putation of  having  the,  at  least,  quali- 
fied support  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
They  would  find  that  those  who  were 
their  enemies  in  Ireland  would  have 
their  hopes  raised  to  the  utmost ;  and 
the  task  of  dealing  with  the  question, 
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and,  in  the  end,  disappointing  those 
hopes,  would  be  more  difficult  than  ever. 
The  Gt>vemment  would  find  manv  of 
their  friends  in  Ireland  fall  away  nom 
them,  because  they  could  not  expect  men 
to  stick  for  ever  to  a  cause  that  seemed 
hopeless  and  helpless.  He  did  not  ex- 
pect the  Prime  Minister  to  bring  forward 
his  proposals  at  once ;  but  he,  for  one, 
desired  to  enter  his  protest  against  a 
policy  which  he  feared  was  too  nkely  to 
be  to  the  convenience  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite — namely,  letting  this 
question  drift  along. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Sir  William  Habcotjet)  :  Sir, 
I  rejoice  to  hear  a  speech  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  on  the 
subject  of  Irish  policy.  If  there  is 
anything  to  regret  in  the  existence  of 
the  late  Gt>vernment,  it  is  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — one  of  the  greatest 
ornaments  of  the  House,  and  an  Irish- 
man of  whom  Ireland  is  proud — was 
dumb  on  the  question  of  Ireland.  To- 
night we  have  heard  what  Lord  Bea- 
consfield  called  the  **  first  wild  shriek  of 
liberty."  In  July  and  August  last, 
when  the  most  important  determina- 
tions, which  changed  for  ever  the  policy 
of  the  Irish  Government,  were  taken  bj 
the  late  Administration,  I  desired,  aboYO 
all  things,  to  know  the  views  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  upon  those  critical  de- 
cisions. On  that  occasion  we  had 
speeches  from  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  opposite  (Sir MichaelHicks-Beach) 
and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  then  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock, explanatory  of  that  policy.  There 
were  speeches  from  the  late  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  John  Gorst)  which  we  do 
not  forget,  nor  the  response  they  re- 
ceived at  the  hands  of  the  Ulster  Mem- 
bers. Mr.  Gibson,  then  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  Members  that  ever  sat  for 
Dublin  University,  who  was  subse- 
quently Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  ap- 
proved of  the  Irish  policy  of  tiie  late 
Government.  In  the  Recess  we  had  a 
remarkable  revelation  from  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  at 
Sheffield,  in  which  he  stated  that  a  con- 
sultation had  been  held  many  weeks 
before  the  last  Liberal  Government  was 
turned  out  as  to  the  course  of  Irifh 
policy  without  the  knowledge  and  with- 
out ihe  responsibility  of  Government, 
and  that  the  Gentlemen  who  afterwards 
formed  the  late  Administration    were 
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determined  to  take  a  different  conrae. 
Those  were  important  decisions  affecting 
the  present  .situation,  and  it  is  surprising 
that  the  opinion  of  Uie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  ^Hnnket]  was  not 
then  heara.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
complains  of  delay  on  the  part  of  the 
present  Ooyemment  in  stating  a  definite 
policy  for  Ireland,  and  asserts  that  the 
late  Administration  had  made  up  their 
minds  as  to  what  they  were  to  do  in  re- 
ference to  the  National  League.  Is  that 
a  fact  ?  Did  the  late  Gk>Temment  an- 
nounce a  definite  policy  on  that  subject 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  ?  What  was  the 
meaning  of  those  '*  hypothetical  para- 
graphs ?  "  What  was  the  meaning — to 
borrow  another  phrase  from  Lord  Bea- 
consfield— of  that  ''transient  and  em- 
barrassed phantom"  which  went  upon 
so  hurried  a  mission  to  Ireland  ?  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  in  an  address  to  his  new  con- 
stituents at  Paddington,  described  the 
late  Administration  as  a  fortunate  Go- 
vernment till  the  day  of  the  Queen's 
Speech,  when  it  met  for  the  first  time 
with  a  bit  of  bad  luck.  But  the  fortu- 
nate Gk>vemment  which  met  with  a  bit 
of  bad  luck  on  the  day  the  Queen's 
Speech  was  settled  lost "  a  respectable  and 
estimable  Nobleman"  (the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon), who,  to  use  the  language  of  the 
noble  Lord,  threw  up  the  government  of 
Ireland.  That  was  the  Gt)verDment  which 
had  so  decided  a  policy,  and  which  had 
made  up  its  mind  with  regard  to  Ireland. 
But  the  noble  Lord,  in  this  same  speech 
which  he  delivered  the  other  night  to 
his  new  constituents,  stated  that  he  had 
no  particular  reason  for  doubting  that 
Lord  Carnarvon  had  differed  from  the 
Members  of  the  late  Cabinet.  Well,  I 
should  have  thought  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  a  difficult  thmg  for  one  Cabinet  to 
describe  the  sentiments  of  another  upon 
a  given  policy  of  the  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  is  not  positive  whether  the 
late  Lord  Lieutenant  for  Ireland  did  or 
did  not  agree  with  the  policy  of  the  last 
Cabinet ;  but  I  will  assume  that  he  did 
agree  with  his  Colleagues.  Then  why 
did  this  estimable  NoDleman  throw  up 
the  government  of  Ireland  on  the  day 
the  Queen's  Speech  was  delivered? 
Then  there  is  another  official  who  is  not 
altogether  regarded  as  immaterial  to  the 
government  of  Ireland  —  I  mean  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
But  he  has  not  even  been  mentioned,  and 
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until  within  a  few  hours  of  tho  special 
mission  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
M^ber  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  one  would  have  supposed  that 
the  late  Government  never  knew  of  such 
a  person  as  a  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant,  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
also  disagreed,  but  for  what  reason  we 
have  no  information.  All  we  know  is 
that  after  the  special  and  inspired  mis- 
sion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  Dab- 
lin  in  the  position  of  Chief  Secretary, 
the  eminent  and  estimable  Nobleman  left 
Ireland;  and  the  change  of  policy  of  the 
late  Government,  ag^ed  upon,  it  ap- 
peared, in  December,  was  then  announced 
to  the  public.  That  is  the  history  of 
what  I  venture  to  say  will  remain  to  the 
latest  period  of  political  history  the  most 
extraordinary  paragraph  ever  occurring 
in  a  Speech  from  the  Throne.  But  we 
are  almost  as  badly  off  as  the  late  Go- 
vernment, for  if  their  Lord  Lieutenant 
threw  up  the  government  of  Ireland, 
ours  has  hardly  arrived  there.  Now,  if 
a  Government  which  had  been  in  Office 
seven  months  could  not  announce  a 
policy  because  their  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  thrown  up  the  government  of  Ire- 
land on  the  day  of  the  meeting  of  Par- 
liament, it  would  certainly  be  unreason- 
able to  expect  the  present  Government, 
whose  Lord  Lieutenant  had  hardly 
reached  Dublin,  to  make  a  definite  state- 
ment with  regard  to  their  Irish  policy. 
We  must  have  time  to  receive  official 
information.  I  know  we  are  inferior  to 
the  late  Administration,  because  the 
noble  Lord  has  told  us  that  their  deter- 
mination not  to  renew  the  Crimes  Aoi 
was  taken  weeks  before  they  took  Office. 
LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
No,  never.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
18  mifitakfin 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOXJRT :  Well, 
that  is  my  recollection,  and  I  think  if 
the  noble  Lord  will  consult  the  unautho- 
rized version  of  his  speech  I  am  not 
very  incorrect. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  leaves  out  a 
very  important  qualification.  I  said 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  formed  the 
late  Administration  came  together  some 
time  before  the  question  of  renewing 
the  Crimes  Act  came  up  in  Parliament, 
and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  in  ab- 
sence of  official  information  that  might 
be  subsequently  furnished,  it  did  not 
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appear  on  the  surface  of  tilings  that 
there  was  cause  for  a  renewal  of  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  :  I  am 
sorry  I  did  not  read  this  qualification. 
There  is  not  the  least  doubt  that;  if  a 
Goyemment  finds  information  that  leads 
them  to  reverse  their  policy  they  will 
do  so.  I  admit  that  it  was  a  very  im- 
portant decision  ;  and  though,  no  doubt, 
the  noble  Lord  wished  it  kept  a  secret, 
as  it  was  from  his  own  Party,  people  are 
indiscreet,  and  it  must  have  got  out. 
But  I  will  not  dwell  on  that  except  to 
say  it  is  not  usual  and  not  very  prudent 
for  a  Government  with  responsibility  to 
come  to  such  a  determination.  But  I  do 
not  feel  justified  in  detaining  the  House 
upon  what  is  really  a  question  how  long 
we  shall  continue  to  debate  the  Address. 
We  cannot  be  expected  now  to  make  a 
declaration  of  Irish  policy.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Glaastone)  has  said  he 
will  make  his  declaration  at  as  early  a 
period  as  he  prudently  can.  The  diffi- 
culties surrounding  the  question,  the 
complexity  of  the  social  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  difficulties  of  the  political 
situation,  have  been  admitted.  We 
must  be  cautious,  and  must  discuss  this 
matter  in  as  temperate  a  spirit  as  we 
can.  No  man  can  admire  the  eloquence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  more  than 
I  do;  but  the  question  is  hardly  im- 
proved, nor  can  it  be  determined,  by 
eloquence.  There  are  hard  questions  of 
fact  to  be  dealt  with.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Gt>vemment 
does  not  intend  at  the  present  time  to 
ma^e  any  proposal,  and  has  given  his 
undertaMng  tnat  this  matter  shall  be 
brought  forward  at  as  early  a  period  as 
the  difficulty  and  complexity  of  the 
question  will  permit.  It  is  premature 
and  profitless  to  proceed  with  an  imper- 
fect discussion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Plunket)  savs  the  Prime 
Minister  proposes  a  skilful  course ;  but 
I  say  it  IS  a  common-sense  course,  and 
that  any  other  would  have  only  provoked 
the  bitterest  discussion  upon  a  question 
not  vet  ripe  for  discussion,  and  upon 
which  we  are  not  prepared  to  announce 
a  policy. 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  should  not  have  taken  part  in  the 
debate  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  re- 
markable speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
in  reply  to  the  temperate  request  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Plunket).    They 
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were  now  asked  to  assent  to  the  Addresa 
in  reply  to  the  Speech,  which  contained 
paragraphs  declaring  that  the  Union 
was  a  fundamental  law  of  the  Keabn, 
and  annoimcing  that  measures  for  the 
restoration  of  social  order  in  Ireland 
were  to  be  introduced.  Now  the  Prime 
Minister  asked  them  to  assent  in  sub- 
stance to  those  paragraphs. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Assent  to  the 
whole  substance  of  the  Address. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  As- 
sent  to  the  whole  substance  of  the  Ad- 
dress ;  and  what  his  right  hon.  Friend 
wanted  to  know  was,  whether  they  were 
to  assent  in  all  sincerity,  or  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  gaining  time  and  liming 
to  sleep  susuicions  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  created  in  every  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ?  To  this  requeet 
they  had  the  speech  of  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
just  delivered,  which  was  merely  a  repe- 
tition of  one  of  his  hustings  harangues. 
It  was  unwise  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  call  attention  to 
past  controversies ;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  tumble  to  pieces  in  the 
next  few  weeks,  his  impression  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  very 
glad  not  to  be  reminded  of  the  expres- 
sions which  he  had  used  in  those  speeches 
of  his.  The  last  occasion  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  a  public 
audience,  subsequent  to  the  elections, 
he  made  certain  remarks  of  a  peculiar 
character.  He  declared  that  he  was  not 
anxious  to  turn  out  the  late  Government. 
What  he  wished  was  ''  that  they  should 
stew  in  their  own  PameUite  juice."  And 
he  proceeded  to  say — 

**  They  would  then  stink  in  the  noctrils  ol 
the  ooontry ;  and  when  they  were  flung,  dis- 
credited and  disgraced,  to  the  oonntiy,  the 
nation  would  pronounce  final  judgment  upon 
them." 

That  was  the  opinion  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  a  few  weeks  ago 
with  reference  to  one  section  of  timt 
House  —  the  followers  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork.  Did 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  still 
entertain  the  same  views? — because, 
as  had  been  pointed  out,  the  Nationcd 
League  were,  at  the  present  moment,  in 
a  great  part  of  Ireland  in  possession  of 
the  field.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
because,  in  June  last,  the  late  Govern- 
ment were  not  prepared  to  renew  the 
Coercion  Bill,  the  present  Gbvemment-^ 
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tilings  liaTing  developed  muoh  since  in 
Ireland — were  justified  in  withholding 
all  mention  of  iheir  policy  for  the  reason 
stated  ?  What  was  that  reason  ?  That, 
although  the  Goyemment  came  into 
Office  on  the  Irish  Question,  they  were 
in  such  a  position  that  they  were  not 
even  ripe  for  the  announcement  of  any 
policy.  Speaking  for  himself,  having 
lived  a  large  part  of  his  life  in  Ireland, 
lie  would,  under  the  same  circumstances, 
arrive  at  the  same  decision  which  he 
arrived  at  last  June  as  to  the  Coercion 
Aot ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  they  were  wrong,  he  might 
have  reflected  upon  the  argument  of  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre,  who  stated  that  it  would 
be  absurd  wi^  the  one  hand  to  largely 
extend  the  franchise,  and  with  the  other 
deprive  the  Irish  people  of  their  civil 
liberties.  This  only  showed  that  greater 
value  ought  to  be  attached  to  their  ulti- 
mate decision,  because  they  had  shown 
that  they  were  most  reluctant  to  intro- 
duce coercion.  As  the  late  Government 
had  been  practically  turned  out  on  the 
Irish  Question,  their  Successors  ought 
to  be  prepared  with  an  alternative  policy. 
What  was  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  take  ?  They  proposed 
to  leave  them  absolutely  in  the  dark  for 
a  month  as  to  their  Irish  proposals,  and 
then  to  commence  an  examination  of  the 
question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  We  have 
commenced  it  now. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  You 
have  commenced  it  now  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  examination  which  had  commenced 
was  to  apply  to  a  noble  Lord  (Lord  de 
Yesci),  one  of  the  most  prominent  mem- 
bers of  the  Loyal  and  I^atriotic  Union. 
Why,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
adopted  the  very  policy  which  he  had 
most  energeticaUy  conaemned  a  short 
time  back.  Some  years  ago  a  proposal 
was  made  to  examine  into  the  griev- 
ances of  Ireland,  with  the  view  of  sug- 
gesting some  remedy,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  himself  with  great 
clearness  on  that  policy.  Here  was  the 
passage  which  he  happened  to  come 
across  a  few  days  ago — 

«<  What  is  the  proposition  P  He  (Mr.  Butt| 
eayt  great  dissatinaotion  eziats  in  Ireland,  and 
we  are  to  promise  to  inquire,  with,  a  Tiew  to  a 
remoTal  oi  this  dissati^action.  If  dissatisfac- 
tion exists  in  a  country,  does  he  think  the 


vague  promise  of  an  intention  to  inquire  into 
it  can  be  held  a  fitting  mode  in  which  a  great 
Assembly  like  the  Imperial  Parliament  should 
meet  that  state  of  thmgs  ?  I  say,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  is  a  dangerous,  a  tricky  method  for 
Parliament  to  adopt  to  encounter  national  dis- 
satisfaction, if  it  r^illy  exists,  with  the  assurance 
that  may  mean  anything  or  nothing,  which, 
may  .  .^ .  attract  a  passing  breath  of  popularly, 
but  which,  when  the  day  of  trial  comes,  may  be 
found  entirely  to  fail  them.  It  is  a  method  of 
proceeding  which,  whatever  Party  may  be  in 

fewer,  or  whatever  measures  may  be  adopted, 
trust  this  House  will  never  condesoend  to 
adopt." 

That  was  the  course  which  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    and    his    Oolleagues 
were  now  adopting.     [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
No.]     WeU,    if  any   Minister    would 
get  up  and  state  that  they  had  made 
up  their  minds  on  the  two  important 
questions  mentioned    in  the  Address, 
they  would  remove  many  doubts  enter- 
tained in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
During  the  recent  elections  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
was  very  sarcastic  on  the  course  adopted 
by  the  late  Government.    He  spoke  of 
it  as  a  policy  of  **  soft  words  and  hard 
cash."    If  they  had  initiated  such  a 
policy,  they  did  it  for  the  purpose  of 
preserving  the  Union  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment  was  now  borrowing  the  policy  of 
soft  words  and  hard  cash,  as  far  as  could 
be  made  out,  to  imdermine  the  Union. 
If  there  was  any  one  person  in  the 
House  who  ought  to  have  been  pre- 
pared with  a  policy,  and  to  whom  they 
had  a  right  to  look  for  explanations,  it 
was  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
No  man  had  used  such  violent  language 
towards  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  Friends  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.      He  recollected  him    de- 
nouncing   the  doctrines    of    the    hon. 
Member  for    Mayo    (Mr.    Dillon)    as 
those  of  assassination  and  treason,  and 
he  declared  that  the  object  was  to  gain 
**  nefarious  ends  by  felonious  means." 
That  was  the  language  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  applied  to  an  Associa- 
tion which  he  proposed  to  leave  para- 
mount over  Ireland,  and  who,  to-night, 
declined  to  indicate  any  step  for  putting 
down  what  he  had  so   strongly  con- 
demned.   When,  last  year,  the  danger 
in  Ireland  of  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise was  pointed  out,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, when  confronted  with  the  possibility 
of  85  Members  being  returned  to  Par- 
liament pledged  to  Home  Bule,  said  he 
had  sufficient  confidence  that  hon.Mem- 

[Fifth  NigM.'\ 


619 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Amwer  to  ITer 


620 


bers  would  be  true  to  tbemselyeSi  and 
that  any  combination  for  tbe  Bepeal  of 
the  Union  would  be  met  by  the  English 
and  Scottish  Members.  Well,  85  such 
Members  were  returned,  and  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  was  true  to  himself, 
because  the  moment  he  found  he  could 
not  obtain  Office  without  the  co-opera- 
tion of  those  85  Members  their  co- 
operation was  invited.  The  circum- 
stances under  which  they  now  met  were 
of  a  very  grave  character ;  and  they  desired 
some  more  definite  expression  of  opinion 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  than 
any  that  had  as  yet  fallen  from  them. 
He  admitted  that  they  had  only  been  a 
short  time  in  Office ;  but  during  the  last 
six  years  they  had  held  Office  continually, 
with  the  exception  of  about  six  months. 
It  was  often  supposed  that  in  Ireland 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  and  the  separation  of  the 
two  Kingdoms  incurred  great  obloquy ; 
but  the  person  whom  the  Irish  hated 
above  all  was  a  treacherous  friend ;  and 
that  was  the  part  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  playing.  Either 
the  Government  intended  to  maintain 
the  Union,  or  they  did  not  intend  to  do 
so.  The  longer  they  delayed  in  an- 
nouncing their  decision  the  greater 
would  be  the  difficulties  which  they  had 
to  encounter.  On  that  side  of  the 
House,  therefore,  they  asked  for  further 
information  to  be  given,  not  in  any 
Party  spirit,  but  in  all  sincerity,  because 
they  considered  themselves  bound  in 
duty  to  do  so. 

Me.  JOSEPH  CHAMBEELAIN 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  take  up  much 
time  in  replying  to  the  speech  just 
delivered  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  and  which,  he  could 
not  help  thinking,  must  have  been  pre- 
pared in  consideration  of  some  different 
course  than  that  which  had  actually 
been  taken  by  the  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  had  spoken  as  though  the 
Government  were  asking  the  House  to 
pledge  itself  definitely  to  views  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  were 
opposed  in  the  matter  of  Ireland.  On 
the  contrary,  the  Government  had  ac- 
cepted in  the  usual  form  the  Address  in 
answer  to  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  was 
neither  giving  any  pledge  nor  asking 
any  pleoge  from  any  Member  of  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord,  however, 
wished  to  obtain  a  pledge }  for  he  asked, 

Lord  Oeorge  HtmiUon 


both  at  the  beginning  and  end  of  his 
speech,  whether  the  terms  of  the  Address 
were  to  be  accepted  in  all  sincerity  as 
committing  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  propositions  contained  in 
the  Address  ?  The  noble  Lord  had  had 
a  larger  Parliamentary  experience  than 
he  had  had  himself ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
ought  to  know,  by  this  time,  that  the 
Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Speech  was 
always  so  worded  as  to  commit  the 
House  to  nothing  except  that  they 
thanked  Her  Majesty  for  giving  them 
the  information  contained  in  the  Speech. 
In  fact,  throughout  the  whole  Address 
they  re-echoed  each  paragraph  of  the 
Queen's  Speech;  and,  of  course,  as  a 
matter  of  Constitutional  law,  it  was 
perfectly  understood  that  Her  Majesty, 
in  giving  them  that  information,  was 
acting  on  the  advice  of  the  Government 
which  was  in  power  at  the  time  when 
the  Speech  was  delivered.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  wished  it  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  that,  in  accepting  the 
Address  to  the  Throne  practically  as  it 
had  been  prepared  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, they  were  not  asking  the  House 
to  pledge  itself  to  anything ;  and  they 
did  not  consider  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment, in  putting  the  Address  before 
them,  asked  them  to  commit  themselves 
to  anything  either.  The  noble  Lord 
now  said  that  the  time  had  come  when 
the  Government  must  express  them- 
selves definitely  on  the  question  of 
Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  had  even 
gone  so  far  as  to  tell  them  that  they  had 
turned  out  the  late  Government  on  the 
question  of  Ireland.  Clearly  the  late 
Government  had  fallen  because  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  it  could  retain 
Office  any  longer.  He  thought  it  would 
have  been  a  little  more  decent  if  thej 
had  left  Office  a  little  earlier.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  had  been  absolutely 
beyond  the  power  of  Gentlemen  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House  to  keep  it  in 
Office  any  longer.  It  was  a  physical 
impossibility  to  keep  an  empty  sack 
upright;  and  the  late  Gt)vemment  had 
been  in  that  position  when  they  had 
met  Parliament  without  having  any 
policy  at  all,  either  upon  the  question 
of  Ireland  or  upon  any  other  question. 
Had  the  late  (Government  had  any 
policy  on  any  subject?  Had  they 
any  policy,  for  instance,  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  labourer  upon  which 
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they  had  fallen?  Well,  perhaps  thej 
had  had  two  policies ;  but  the  two  had 
been  utterly  different,  and  inconsistent 
with  each  other.  There  had  been  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  been  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
which  had  been  announced  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  evening  of  the  debate  ;  and 
then  they  had  had  the  totally  different 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsoi  (Mr. 
A.  J.  3alfour)  who  had  preceded  him 
in  the  Office  which  he  now  held.  Now, 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  very  much 
interested  in  the  condition  of  the  unem- 
ployed, and  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  tiie  House  to  it  by  the  Queen's  Speech. 
But  had  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  any 
policy  with  regard  to  relieving  the  dis- 
tress of  the  unemployed  ?  As  to  Ireland, 
they  had  had  no  other  policy  than  one 
of  hypothesis.  It  seemed  that  even  in 
a  Tory  Cabinet  they  had  not  altogether 
been  a  happy  family ;  and  it  was  only 
under  the  pressure  of  actual  Parliamen- 
tary conflict  that  they  had  made  up  their 
minds  to  say  something  definite.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  had  informed  the  House 
that  he  had  warned  them  as  to  the 
danger  of  extending  the  franchise  in 
Ireland.  But  what  was  the  action  taken 
by  one  of  his  noble  Colleagues  ?  In  a 
speech  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  had  just  delivered  he  had  re- 
minded them  of  the  dangers  incurred  bv 
conferriDg  the  franchise  on  the  Irish 
people,  and  the  inevitable  result  of  creat- 
ing a  majority  hostile  to  our  institutions. 
At  the  time  when  the  question  was  being 
discussed  a  Motion  had  been  made  by 
an  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
to  refuse  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
to  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  had  then 
spoken  of  this  proposal  as  a  re-aotionary 
one,  and  as  a  slur  and  a  stigma  upon 
that  country. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  was  below  the  Gangway  then. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN 
wanted  to  know  if  the  noble  Lord's  opi- 
nion changed  in  accordance  with  the 
particiilar  seat  in  the  House  on  which 
he  sat  ? 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  do  not  suppose  that  anything  said 
below  the  Gangway  could  possibly  bind 
anyone  sitting  here. 


Me.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN  said, 
that  the  views  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  those  of  a  large  section  of 
his  Party,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  was  now  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  of 
Lord  Iddesleigh,  who  was  then  in  that 
House,  and  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners),  and  some  six  or  seven  pro* 
minent  Members  of  the  then  Oppo- 
sition, who  had  walked  out  of  the  House 
rather  than  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment for  refusing  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  to  Ireland. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  he  had  not  been  near  the  House  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  chamberlain  said, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bristol 
had  been  worse  than  he  had  supposed. 
It  appeared  that  on  the  occasion  of 
this  important  Amendment,  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  noble  Lord,  was  calcu- 
lated to  prevent  great  disaster,  and 
the  return  to  that  House  of  a  vast  ma- 
jority of  Irish  Members,  whose  action 
would  betray  the  interest  of  the  country, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  any- 
where near  the  House.  Then  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  told  them 
that  they  had  turned  out  the  late  Go- 
vernment upon  the  Irish  Question.  That 
was  not  the  fact ;  but,  even  if  it  were  so, 
surely  the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean  that 
they  were  to  have  an  alternative  policy 
the  first  day  they  entered  Office.  That 
view  was  a  different  one  from  that 
which  had  been  consistently  held  by  the 
Tory  Party  for  almost  a  generation. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  had  refused  to  prescribe 
until  he  was  called  in.  It  was  perfectly 
monstrous  to  ask  them,  in  a  matter  of 
this  difficulty  and  complication,  to  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  all  tne  details  of  their 
policy  in  a  few  days,  when,  by  their  own 
confession,  the  Members  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment took  six  months  to  consider 
their  policy,  and  had  not  come  to  a  con- 
clusion even  then.  In  a  speech,  again, 
which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  made  at  Sheffield  he  had 
referred  to  the  sources  of  accurate  infor- 
mation which  the  late  Government  had 
possessed  with  regard  to  Ireland,  and 
had  told  them  that  weeks  before  the  late 
Government  had  fallen  they  had  come 
to  a  conclusion.  They  had  been  told  at 
first  that  there  had  been  nothing  which 
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would  warrant  the  QoYernment  in  ap- 
plying for  exceptional  powers  in  Ireland. 
When  had  the  late  Government  received 
the  information  upon  which  they  had  de- 
termined to  apply  for  these  exceptional 
powers?  All  that  the  Queen's  Speech 
had  done  was  to  express  the  opinion 
that  it  might  be  necessary,  under  certain 
circumstances,  to  make  some  further  pro- 
posal on  the  subject.  On  the  Thursday 
when  Parliament  met  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Queen's  Speech  the  Government 
had  no  policy,  although  they  had  had 
six  months  in  which  to  get  special  infor- 
mation. The  late  Government  had  had 
six  months'  official  information,  and  the 
reports  and  the  advice  of  the  Nobleman 
whom  they  appointed  as  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  and  whose  services  were 
deemed  so  valuable  that  he  was  ap- 
pointed to  this  position — though  it  was 
Known  that  he  could  only  hold  it  for  six 
months;  and  yet  they  could  not  make 
up  their  minds  that  it  was  necessary  to 
introduce  coercive  measures.  Then  came 
the  little  incident  to  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  referred.  They 
sent  a  distinguished  Member  of  their 
Administration  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  as 
Chief  Secretary  to  Ireland ;  and  within 
24  hours  information  sent  by  him  by 
telegraph  was  deemed  sufficient  to  out- 
weigh all  the  previous  information  sup- 
plied to  them  by  Lord  Carnarvon  and  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.  In  24 
hours  there  was  a  grand  new  policy, 
and  a  declaration  that  the  Government 
had  determined  upon  coercive  measures. 
The  motives  which  led  them  to  adopt 
this  policy,  when  they  knew  that  they 
were  going  to  fall  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings),  were  very  obvious.  The 
present  position  was  a  very  simple  one. 
The  Irish  Question  was  a  matter  of  the 
utmost  gravity,  complexity,  difficulty, 
and  importance.  As  it  presented  itself 
to  the  present  Government,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  much  greater  gravity  and  im- 
portance than  that  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment appeared  to  have  considered 
it.  They,  it  appeared,  had  only  this 
simple  point  to  decide — whether  or  not 
they  had  sufficient  information  of  out- 
rages in  Ireland  to  justify  them  in  intro- 
ducing a  coercive  or  restrictive  measure. 
But  the  present  Government  had  always 
said  that  nothing  could  induce  them  to 
limit  their  consideration  to  such  a  point 
as  that  without  considering  the  condi- 
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tion  of  the  Land  Question  and  the  de- 
mands now  for  the  first  time  formally 
promulgated  by  Eepresentatives  who 
were  clearly  entitled  to  speak  for  five- 
sixths  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  These 
were  all  questions  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  insisted  on  considering  to- 
gether; and  they  had  so  far  extended 
the  limits  of  the  inquiry,  and  made  it  the 
more  desirable  that  time  should  be  given 
for  arriving  at  a  conclusion.  If  hon. 
Members  asked  them  to-night  to  declare 
their  policy,  they  would  frankly  tell 
them  that  they  had  not  one  to  give. 
They  pledged  themselves  to  pursue  an 
inquiry  which  should  enable  them  to 
state  their  policy.  That  inquiry  com- 
menced on  Monday.  It  was  one  not  yet 
concluded.  It  was  their  desire  and  in- 
tention to  conclude  it  at  as  early  a  date 
as  possible ;  and  as  soon  as  they  could  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  that  the  result  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government's  deliberations  woidd  be 
communicated  to  the  House. 

Amendment  moved. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  : 
I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  this  debate  to 
the  inconvenience  of  the  House ;  bat 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  House 
has  met  this  evening  are  of  a  very 
peculiar  and  grave  character,  and  there 
are  certain  matters  on  which  I  think 
Members  of  this  House  have  a  right  to 
ask  for  the  clearest  and  fullest  informa* 
tion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  for  technical 
reasons  of  procedure,  has  not  been  able 
hitherto  to  take  part  in  the  debate  which 
has  been  going  on ;  but  the  Amendment 
which  is  now  before  the  House  will 
afford  him  an  opportunity  of  answering^ 
any  inquiries,  if  he  thinks  it  wise  or 
prudent  to  do  so.  The  Government  have 
told  us  that  it  is  not,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, in  their  power  to  lay  their  state- 
ment of  Irish  policy  before  Parliament. 
They  have  not  told  us  at  what  time  they 
will  be  able  to  make  that  statement.  Tho 
Prime  Minister  seemed  to  think  that  on  or 
about  the  22nd  of  March  this  might  be 
done ;  but,  fortunately  for  the  public,  a 
day  has  been  definitely  mentioned  in  tixe 
House  of  Lords  by  the  Bepresentative  of 
the  Government  there  on  which  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government  is  to  be  dis- 
closed. The  date  is  a  most  interesting 
one,  though  of  a  most  ominous  character ; 
for  it  has  been  stated  in  the  House  of 
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Lords  to-night  that  the  day  on  which 
the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government  will 
he  disclosed  to  Parliament  will  be  the 
celebrated  1st  of  April.  I  cannot,  think 
it  accidental.  I  imagine  it  must  be  a 
coincidence  that  the  day  has  been  chosen 
for  the  commencement  of  the  Govern- 
ment's Irish  policy.  But  there  are  indi- 
cations of  a  policy  on  which  I  think  we 
have  a  right  to  question  the  Govern- 
ment. We  have  a  right  to  question  the 
Government  on  the  indications  of  their 
policy,  which  are  afforded  by  the  ap- 
pointment as  Chief  Secretary  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley).  We  have  a  right,  before  we 
part  with  this  Address,  to  ank  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  avoided  taking 
part  in  this  debate  as  yet,  whether  he 
still  adheres  to  the  sentiments  about 
Ireland  which  he  expressed  a  short  time 
ago — ^in  the  month  of  January— at 
Chelmsford — sentiments  which  were  dis- 
tinctly made,  which  were  evidently  most 
carefully  prepared,  and  in  giving  which 
to  the  pubhc  he  expressly  said  that 
he  spoke  "advisedly."  We  have  a 
right  to  know — for  he  does  not  re- 
quire time  to  make  up  his  mind  on 
this  subject — whether  he  adheres  to 
the  policy  which  he  then  considered 
necessary?  I  know  that  the  right 
hon«  Gentleman  is  a  man  of  honour, 
and  I  am  perfectly  certain  he  is  not  only 
acquainted  with,  but  is  possessed  by,  all 
the  honourable  traditions  of  English 
statesmanship.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  stated  as  definitely  as 
he  did  that  nothing  short  of  the  *'  ab- 
solute and  total  removal "  of  the  Irish 
Members  from  Westminster  was  ne- 
cessary in  January,  and  take  Office  in  a 
Liberal  Gt>vernment  in  the  month  of 
February  prepared  to  abandon  that 
policy  ?  I  know  he  would  not ;  there- 
fore, there  is  an  indication  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  the  policy  which  the  Government  are 
goinff  to  pursue.  If  this  is  so,  why 
oonla  not  the  Gt)vemment  state  it  now  ? 
The  Prime  Minister  has  seen  many 
Oovemments  come  into  Office;  and  I 
would  ask  him,  was  there  ever  a  Go- 
vernment which  came  into  Office  which 
did  not,  at  the  earliest  moment,  afford 
to  Parliament  a  general  outline  of  what 
iheir  policy  was  to  be  ?  The  late  Go- 
vernment, at  all  events,  did  not  err  on 
that  point.  They  occupied  precisely  the 
same  time  as  the  present  Government 


had  occupied  in  getting  themselves  to- 
gether ;  and  on  the  day  they  met  Par- 
liament my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  stated  clearly  to 
the  House  what  the  general  outline  of 
their  policy  would  be,  not  only  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  but  with  regard  to 
the  general  affairs  of  the  coimtry.  But 
there  is  another  thing  on  which  we  are 
bound  to  ask  for  information.  I  have 
alluded  to  the  indication  which  is 
afforded  us  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Ireland  by  the 
appointment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle ;  but 
there  is  another  indication  which,  if 
possible,  is  stronger  still.  When  I  look 
on  the  distiuguished  array  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  I  miss  a  well-known 
face.  No  light,  or  ordinary,  or  trivial 
reason  can  be  alleged  why  I  do  not  see 
opposite  to  me  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington).  Viewing  the  g^eat 
position  which  the  noble  Marquess  oc- 
cupied before  the  country  and  in  the 
Liberal  Party,  viewing  the  fact  that 
almost  since  the  year  1859  or  1860,  in 
every  Liberal  Government  which  has 
existed  since  then,  the  noble  Marquess 
has  taken  a  part — and  in  the  last  two 
Liberal  Governments  a  most  prominent 
part — I  say  we  are  entitled  to  ask,  solely 
on  public  grounds,  why  the  noble  Mar- 
quess has  refused  to  co-operate  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  ?  Bearing  in  mind  the  un- 
equivocal and  straightforward  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Marquess  has,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  given  to  the 
public  his  views  about  the  government 
of  Ireland,  the  absolutely  imequi vocal 
manner  in  which  he  has  pronounced 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  Legislative 
Union  between  the  two  countries,  we 
are  entitled,  in  the  absence  of  any 
explanation,  to  assume,  even  more  posi- 
tively than  we  assumed  from  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle,  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  towards  Ireland  is  not 
the  maintenance,  but  the  destruction 
and  the  repeal  of  the  Legislative  Union ; 
and  I  will  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess 
to  say  whether  we  are,  or  are  not, 
justified  in  arriving  at  that  conclusion  ? 
These  are  points  on  which  the  public 
require  information.  The  whole  coun- 
try wants  to  know  from  one  of  the  men 
at  the  head  of  public  affairs — one  whom 
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the  Prime  Minister  specially  referred  to 
in  his  firsfc  Mid  Lothian  address— why 
he  no  longer  is  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen,  and  why  he  no 
longer  is  willing  to  co-operate  with  the 
present  Prime  Minister  r  I  think  that 
we  are  pretty  correct  in  surmising  that 
the  same  reason  that  brought  about  the 
inclusion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  led  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  If  Repeal  of  the  Union 
is  your  policy — and  obviously  it  is,  be- 
cause I  do  not  believe  that  on  any  other 
question  the  noble  Marquess  would 
have  parted  from  you — if  that  is  your 
policy,  why  cannot  you  say  so  in  general 
terms  ?  You  could  say  merely  that  the 
Qovemment  have  come  into  Office  to 
carry  out  the  policy  of  independence 
which  five-sixths  of  the  Irish  people 
demand.  That  must  be  your  policy, 
judging  from  the  inclusion  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle,  and  from  the  exclusion  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  and  why  not  avow 
it?  There  is  a  reason  for  this  delay, 
and  beating  about  the  bush,  and  these 
references  to  old  speeches — a  most  in- 
cautious proceeding  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. [^Laughter, "]  I  speak  with  the 
utmost  seriousness.  I  believe  that  the 
Hepeal  of  the  Union  would  be  a  fatal 
policy  for  Ireland;  but  if  there  is  a 
policy  which  can  by  any  means  be  more 
fatal  it  is  the  unnecessary  prolongation, 
for  the  lowest  Party  purposes,  of  the 
dreadful  state  of  uncertainty  which 
exists  in  that  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  he  would  destroy  the 
late  Gt>vemment  because  their  Irish 
policy  was  inadequate.  That  was  the 
statement  of  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary, 
who  brushed  away  all  the  nonsense 
about  three  acres  and  a  cow. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY:  I  beg  the 
noble  Lord's  pardon.  I  made  no  state- 
ment of  that  kind. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  have  a  very  clear  recollection  of  read- 
ing the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
with  the  greatest  interest  and  attention ; 
and  I  noticed  with  the  utmost  delight — 
not  only  for  controversial  purposes,  but 
generally  for  the  credit  of  the  new  Go- 
vernment— that  he  stated  in  so  many 
words  that  what  the  late  Government 
fell  on  was  the  question  of  Ireland,  and 
what  the  present  Government  had  come 
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in  upon  was  the  question  of  Ireland.  If 
I  am  wrong  in  that  I  apologize  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  if  he  will  do 
me  the  favour  of  referring  to,  I  think, 
his  first  speech  at  Newcastle,  he  will 
find  I  have  not  misrepresented  him. 
That  being  so,  the  Government  are 
hardly  entitled  to  the  large  amount  of 
time  which  they  claim  to  decide  on  their 
Irish  policy ;  and,  certainly,  if  it  is  to 
be  put  in  the  form  of  a  Bill  they  may 
take  more  time.  But  respecting  the 
general  outline  of  their  policy  with 
regard  to  social  order,  the  question  of 
legislative  independence,  and  the  Land 
Question,  they  are  bound  to  take  l^e 
public  into  their  confidence  at  a  far 
earlier  date  than  the  1st  of  April.  But 
if  they  will  not  accede  to  this  suggestion, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think 
it  unreasonable  in  us  to  call  upon  him, 
missing  from  his  side  one  of  his  oldest, 
his  most  tried,  his  truest,  and  one  of  hia 
most  experienced  Colleagues,  to  say  wh  j 
that  noble  Marquess  no  longer  forms 
part  of  his  Government.  To  that  infor- 
mation the  public  is  entitled.  I  have 
risen  to  extract  it ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that  any  Member  will  assert  that  it  is  an 
unreasonable  or  unjustifiable  proposaL 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  shaU  not 
attempt  to  interest  or  amuse  the  House 
by  following  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  deli- 
vered. If  I  understand  him  rightly, 
he,  on  the  first  day  of  our  meeting  Pcur- 
liament  three  days  after  our  first  Cabinet 
Council,  thinks  it  necessary  to  accuse  us 
of  unnecessarily  prolonging  the  state  of 
uncertainty  in  Ireland  for  the  lowest 
Party  purposes.  This  is  what  he  is 
throwing  off  in  the  character  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Opposition.  That  is  the 
accusation  for  which  he  thinks  he  has 
already  got  sufficient  ground.  All  I 
can  say.  Sir,  is  this — that  if  that  be  the 
spirit  in  which,  either  by  the  Govern- 
ment or  by  an  Opposition,  either  by  a 
Liberal  Party  or  by  a  Conservative 
Party,  or  by  an  Irish  or  Nationalist 
Parfy,  the  great  questions  connected 
with  the  condition  and  future  of  Ireland 
are  to  be  treated  in  this  House,  it  is 
idle  for  any  man,  or  for  any  set  of  men, 
to  address  themselves  to  the  settlement 
of  the  difficulty.  Hope  is  extinguished, 
and  nothing  but  despair  is  found  in  its 
place.  I  shall  not,  therefore,  reply  to 
the  noble  Lord  in  the  spirit  of  that 
I  speech.    I  have  laid  down  a  reaolutioa 
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for  myself,  and  I  will  adhere  to  it  as 
long  as  human  nature  will  permit  me, 
that  in  addressing  myself  to  this,  the 
most  difficult  and  arduous  of  all  the 
questions  which  in  53  years  of  political 
life  I  have  had  to  deal  with,  I  will  re- 
nounce from  the  very  first  every  motive, 
every  topic,  every  phrase  of  Party  accu- 
sation, and  will  studiously  avoid  to  the 
best  of  my  humble  ability,  and  with 
allowance,  perhaps,  for  human  in- 
firmities—I will  studiously  avoid  every 
word  which  can  justly  excite  a  sentiment 
of  animosity,  either  on  the  part  of  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  or  on  the  part  of  those 
Irish  Members  now  constituting  a  large 
majority  with  whom  upon  so  many 
occasions  in  the  former  Parliament  we 
were  so  frequently  in  conflict.  That, 
Sir,  is  my  apology — an  apology  which 
will,  I  hope,  last  and  hold  good  for 
some  time — for  not  noticing  the  accusa- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord.  Nor  will  I 
comment  on  the  circumstance  of  his 
striving  at  the  very  first  moment  of  his 
appearing  on  the  Opposition  Bench  to 
envenom  this  difficult  and  arduous  ques- 
tion by  the  introduction — [CWm  of 
"No!"]  Well,  I  would  take  away 
even  that  word  if  you  like.  To  en- 
venom a  question,  I  think,  is  not  an 
unnatural  comment  upon  the  speech  of 
one  who,  before  he  has  facts,  either 
good  or  bad,  to  speak  upon,  thinks  it 
necessary  to  accuse  us  of  prolonging  the 
state  of  uncertainty  in  Ireland  for  the 
lowest  Party  purposes.  I  will  say  no- 
thing to  perplex  or  embarrass  the  ques- 
tion ;  ana,  therefore,  instead  of  saying 
to  "  envenom  "  it,  with  regard  to  the 
meaning  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  will  an- 
swer it  in  such  respects  as  it  has  refer- 
ence to  me  with  respect  to  my  noble 
Priend  the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington).  I  heard  from 
the  rifi^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  a 
compliment  to  my  noble  Friend  in  tiie 
debate  on  the  Address,  on  account  of 
the  clearness  with  which  he,  at  any  rate, 
had  delivered  his  sentiments  on  the  sub- 

i*ect  of  the  Eepeal  of  the  Union,  and 
lad  exempted  himself,  therefore,  from 
all  necessity  of  further  appeal  on  that 
subject.  Then  I  apprehend,  if  I  am 
competent  to  speak,  there  can  be  no 
douDt  or  question  whatever  about  the 
views  of  my  noble  Friend  in  that  matter. 
In  respect  to  the  conduct  of  my  noble 
Friend,  the  noble  Lord  appeals  to  me  to 


explain  the  motives  for  that  conduct.  It 
is,  however,  not  my  duty.  It  would  be 
a  g^ss  intrusion  on  the  rights  of  my 
noble  Friend  were  I  to  imdertake  any- 
thing of  that  kind.  Whether  there  be 
occasion  for  the  question  or  not,  it  is  a 
proceeding  entirely  unprecedented  in 
this  House  to  call  upon  any  one  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  to  explain  the  motives 
of  another.  With  respect  to  the  legiti- 
mate portions  of  the  appeal,  and  ques- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord,  I  will  answer. 
The  noble  Lord  says  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
is  an  indication  of  the  spirit  and  ten- 
dency of  the  Qt)vemment.  Well,  Sir, 
he  has  asked  my  right  hon.  Friend  whe- 
ther he  adheres  to  the  expressions  of  a 
particular  speech  delivered  by  him.  I 
cannot  presume  to  doubt,  speaking  for 
a  Colleague,  that  to  the  general  purport 
and  spirit  of  his  expressions  he  adheres. 
For  my  own  part,  I  am  not  in  posses- 
sion, nor  would  it  be  possible  for  me  to 
be  in  possession,  of  all  that  has  been 
said,  or  even  all  the  important  declara- 
tions that  have  been  made  by  my  Col- 
leagues ;  but  this  I  will  say — ^that,  so  far 
as  I  know,  the  opinions  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend — and  I  have  had  some  opportu- 
nities of  learning  them — I  anticipate  the 
greatest  advantage  from  the  accession 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  because  I  believe  that  in  a  per- 
fectly open  and  liberal  spirit  he  will 
apply  himself  to  the  consideration  of  this 
difficult  subject,  and  will  afford  to  us 
the  most  valuable  assistance  in  our 
efforts  at  its  solution.  Now,  the  noble 
Lord  appears  to  think  that  I  am  bound, 
on  this  occasion,  to  discuss  the  Eepeal 
of  the  Union.  Sir,  I  do  not  mean  to 
discuss  upon  this  occasion  any  Irish 
question  whatever.  If  I  enter  upon  a 
discussion  of  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union 
on  this  occasion,  how  am|I  to  resist,  as  I 
have  intimated  my  intention  to  resist, 
the  appeal  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  is.  of 
course,  from  his  position,  perfectly  en- 
titled to  take,  that  upon  this  occasion  we 
shall  discuss  the  subject  of  evictions  iu 
Ireland?  That  is  a  question  of  the 
deepest  interest,  and  of  greatest  im- 
portance; and  there  are  many  other 
questions  of  the  deepest  interest,  and  of 
the  ffreatest  importance,  which  are  open 
and  before  the  public  mind  with  respect 
to  Ireland.  For  example,  the  question  of 
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social  order  in  Ireland  may  admit,  and 
does    apparently   admit,   of   doubt    as 
to    the    manner    in    wliicli    it    should 
be  dealt  with.     But  were  I  to  discuss 
one  point  connected  with  this    social 
order,  or  with  the  integrity  of  the  Em- 
pire   in  Ireland,   on    this   occasion,   I 
could  not  refuse  to  go  over  the  whole 
circuit  of  those   great    and  important 
subjects  with  the  certainty  of  occupying 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  and  with 
no  advantage  whatever.    I  pass  on  from 
this  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  one  observation.    The  noble 
Lord  has  said  that  whatever  indication 
may  be  drawn  from  the  appointment  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Morley), 
he  must  observe  that  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  are  to  be  inferred  from 
its  general  composition  and  its  general 
temper.    It  would  have  been  a  singular 
thiug  if  we  had  inferred  the  intentions 
of  the  late  Government  from  the  speeches 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  while  he  still 
sat  below  the  Gangway,  and  when  no- 
body could  be  bound  at  all  by  the  utter- 
ances he  gave  forth.      Sir,  the  noble 
Lord  has  appealed  to  me  on  another 
point,  which  is  this — he  says  that  he 
appealed  to  me  to  know  that  upon  every 
occasion  Governments  have  begun  with 
a  general  declaration  of  policy.    I  an- 
swer the  noble  Lord  frankly  in  the  nega- 
tive.    It  has  not  been  the  rule  for  Go- 
vernments   to    begin    with    a  general 
declaration  of  their  policy.     Upon  rare 
and  exceptional  occasions  declarations 
of  that  kind  may,  perhaps,  have  been 
made ;   but  I  would  almost  venture  to 
say,  fully  admitting  the  truth  of  the 
noble  Lord's  observation,  that  I  have 
witnessed  the  entrance  of  many  Govern- 
ments to  power,  and  I  would  venture  to 
say  that,  excepting  in,  perhaps,  two  or 
three  instances  out  of  something  like 
from  15  to  20,  no  such  thing  has  been 
done.    The  earliest  case  of  an  important 
Government  which  I  was  connected  with 
was  the  Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel. 
In  the  case  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel's  Govern- 
ment, which  entered  Office  in  Septem- 
ber, 1841,  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  inferred,  if  I  remember  right,  from 
what  had  taken  place  out-of-doors  ;  and 
although  Sir  Bobert  Peel  came  into  Office 
known  to  be  a  friend  of  the  principle  of 
the  Oom  Law,  but  intending  to  amend 
the  Oom  Law,  five  months  were  allowed 
to  elapse  before  Sir  Eobert  Peel  de- 
clared his  intentions  with  regard  to  that 
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law.    Now,  with  respect  to  the  case  the 
noble  Lord  quoted,  he  says  that  when 
the  late  Government  entered  Office  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Kicks- 
Beach)  declared  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   What  policy  did  the  right 
hon.   Baronet  declare  ?     Let    no    one 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  I  am  finding 
fault  with  him.     I  received  the  state- 
ment of  his  policy  in  a  spirit  with  which 
I  think  I  may  say  the  spirit  shown  to- 
night does  not  correspond.    The  open- 
ing statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, which  was  perfecUy  judicial,  was 
a  statement  that  there  was  much  in  the 
conduct  of  Earl  Spencer  that  he  disap- 
proved, and  the  statement  that  the  late 
Government  had  determined  to  try  the 
experiment  of  governing  Ireland  with- 
out the  aid  of  the  old  method  of  repres- 
sive criminal  legislation.   They  were  not 
prepared,  in  the  state  of  circumstances 
they  had  before  them,  to  apply  to  Ire- 
land the  old  method — which  l5iey  con- 
sidered an  antiquated  and  very  doubtful 
method^K)f  repressive  criminal  legisla- 
tion.   That  was  the  length  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went ;  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  think  it  was  as  far 
as  he  could  be  fairly  expected  to  go. 
Well,  Sir,   that  length  we  have  gone 
already;    that    declartion    we    have 
already  made.    It  is  made  in  our  ad- 
dresses to  our  constituents.    It  has  been 
made  by  me  in  this  House.    I  have  told 
you  that  according  to  the  knowledge  we 
are  able  to  acquire  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  although  that  condition  is  grave, 
and  requires  our  closest  consideration 
with  a  view  to  remedy,  yet  that  we  are 
not  prepared,  and  do  not  think  we  should 
be  justified  in  the  state  of  the  facts  as 
they  have  come  before  us,  in  asking  you 
at  this  moment  to  choose  for  your  form 
of  remedy  the  mode  of  repressive  cri- 
minal legislation.    We  have  gone,  8ir, 
a  great  deal  further  on  our  accession  to 
Office  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went ;  because  while  he  in  a  very  great 
degree,  I  think,  confined  himself  at  that 
time,  with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of  a 
very  limited  reference  to  a  renewal  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act — while  he  con- 
fined himself  in  the  main  to  the  g^reat 
negative  announcement,  which  was,  in 
point  of  fact,  a  most  important  announce- 
ment, of  policy,  and  was  destined,  as  he 
ought  to  have  seen,  to  exercise  infallibly, 
whoever  might  be  in  Office,  a  most  im- 
portant influence  on  the  future  policj  of 
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tliis  countrj  with  regard  to  Ireland — 
-while  he  confined  himwelf  to  that  nega- 
tiye  atatementy  we  hare  not  confined  our- 
selyes  to  such  a  negatire  statement ;  but 
we  said  that  it  will  be  cor  duty — that  it 
is  our  immediate  duty — that  it  is  a  duty 
the  execution  of  which  has  already  been 
beg^un — ^to  consider  carefully  and  in  de- 
tail what  are  the  measures  of  a  positive 
and  substantive  character  which  we  ought 
to  adopt  by  way  of  applying  a  remedy 
to  what,  I  think,  on  all  hands,  amidst 
all  our  differences  of  view,  is  admitted 
to  be  the  greatest  evils.  Therefore, 
what  I  say  is  this — the  noble  Lord  found 
it  necessaiy  to  have  six  months  of  expe- 
rience and  inquiiy  and  consideration 
about  the  state  of  Ireland ;  and  at  the 
end  of  that  time  he  had  not  been  able 
to  make  up  his  mind  whether  coercive 
legislation  was  or  was  not  necessary. 
He  admitted  an  approximation  towards 
making  up  his  mind.  He  thought  it  was 
likely  to  be  necessary ;  and  he  introduced 
that  somewhat  novel  form  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  of  acquainting  the  House  with 
the  workings  of  the  mind  of  the  Cabinet 
on  this  difficult  and  doubtful  subject, 
affecting  the  condition  of  that  country. 
That,  Sir,  is  the  answer  I  have  to  make 
to  the  noble  Lord,  and  indeed  substan- 
tially it  amounts  to  this.  The  noble 
Lord  says  that  to  ask  till  the  1st  of 
April  as  a  date  is  requiring  a  time  un- 
reasonably long.  Well,  Sir,  I  would 
say  it  appears  to  me  that  that  is  rather 
a  questionable  declaration  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lorii  took 
six  months  to  consider  whether  he 
should  or  should  not  apply  coercive 
leg^lation  in  Lreland,  and  could  not 
make  up  his  mind. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL : 
Where  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gather  that? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  From  the 
Queen's  Speech,  which  you  advised. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHXJEOHILL: 
The  Queen's  Speech  was  adopted  before 
Parliament  met. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Exactly  so ; 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  that  circumstance. 
Queen's  Speeches  are  not  made  after 
Parliament  meets.  He  made  up  his 
mind,  I  admit,  in  three  days  afterwards ; 
and  it  is  a  subject  as  to  which  it  will  be 
necessary  to  question  the  Members  of 
the  late  Government  what  were  the 
events  which  passed  in  those  three  days 
which  made  tnem  adopt  the  resolution 


they  announced;  what  was  the  course 
of  events  with  regard  to  outrage,  evic- 
tions, and  order,  and  the  various  points 
bearmg  on  the  subject ;  what  were  the 
events  that  occurred  between  the  21st 
of  January,  when  the  Speech  was  made 
in  this  House,  and  the  25th  of  January, 
when  we  were  told  that,  in  24  hours,  the 
policy  had  been  declared — what  were 
the  facts  belonging  to  these  four  days 
which  caused  the  mind  of  the  Gevem- 
ment  to  be  changed?  We  are  very 
anxious  that  the  House  and  the  public 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  interest- 
ing information ;  and  that  information 
will  be  most  interesting,  as  bearing  upon 
the  actual  political  situation,  as  well  as 
upon  the  views  and  proceedings  of  the 
late  Government.  Sir,  we  have  frankly 
given  a  pledge  to  the  House  that  no 
time  will  voluntarily  be  lost  by  us ;  that 
we  have  before  us  a  great  and  complex 
question,  the  most  complex  I  have  ever 
had  to  deal  with.  If  I  am  told  that  the 
uncertainty  in  Ireland  has  been  un- 
necessarily prolonged — I  must  say  I  am 
so  desirous  to  avoid  crimination  that  I 
do  not  like  to  make  the  reply  that  sug- 
gests itself  to  me— I  want  to  know  why 
it  is  that  the  public  mind  has  been  in  a 
state  of  uncertainty  as  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  and  the  mode  of 
treatment  of  Ireland  since  the  result  of 
the  General  Election  became  known? 
Why  was  it  that  we  heard  so  much,  and 
hear  so  much  to-night,  about  the  over- 
throw of  the  late  Government,  as  if, 
forsooth!  it  was  a  remarkable  cir- 
cumstance that  this  House  should 
not  be  contented  with  the  continued 
maintenance  of  a  Government  that  had 
250  supporters  out  of  a  House  of  670 
Members.  It  would  be  a  marvellous 
thing,  if  a  debate  be  raised,  wheUier  on 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  OoUings)  or 
on  the  prospects  of  the  Irish  Question, 
that  this  astonishing  event  should  take 
place— that  a  GK>vernment  with  250  sup- 
porters shoidd  continue  to  sit  upon  a 
Bench  which  is  uniformly  occupied  by 
those  who  have  the  confidence  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Commons,  or,  at 
the  very  least,  by  those  who  have  some 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  House  is  not 
prepared  to  do  otherwise  than  support 
them.  Well,  Sir,  when  the  late  Go- 
vernment— and  I  do  not  make  any  accu- 
sation about  it — determined  that  with 
their  250  supporters  they  intended  to 
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meet  Parliament,  I  did  not,  in  my  own 
mind,  condemn  them ;  but  I  said  this — 
they  are  perfectly  aware  of  the  principle 
that  a  small  minority  of  this  House, 
those  connected  with  a  small  minority 
of  this  House,  are  not  the  persons  who 
are  intended  to  carry  on  the  government 
of  the  country;  and  the  conclusion  I 
came  to  was  this — that  they  were  going 
to  continue  their  association  wim  the 
hop.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  to  en- 
deavour to  examine  whether  they  could 
not  meet  this  great  Irish  question  with 
some  worthier,  safer,  and  more  perma- 
nent method  than  the  old,  often  and 
unsatisfactorily-tried  method  of  special 
criminal  legislation.  Sir,  I  should  have 
rejoiced  if  that  had  been  the  case.  \_0p' 
position  laughter. "]  I  hear  the  jeers,  if  I 
may  so  call  them.  They  proceed  from 
Gentlemen  who  are  shocked  at  the  very 
barest  idea  of  friendly  relations  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
and  almost  every  man  of  that  Party. 
How  many  Members  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site are  there  who  gave  utterance  to  such 
an  idea  in  July  last,  in  August  last,  in 
September  last,  in  October  last,  or  in 
November  last,  or  until  the  elections 
were  decided,  and  that  influence  upon 
the  English  borouehs  had  been  secured, 
which  has  so  greatly  contributed  to  swell 
the  ranks  of  the  minority  opposite  into 
a  respectable  minority?  I  was  drawn 
into  this  remark  from  the  interruption 
which  came  from  that  quarter  of  the 
House,  and  which  actually  suggested  to 
me  an  idea  I  had  no  intention  of  express- 
ing. I  should  have  rejoiced  if  Her  Ma- 
jestv's  Government  had  arrived  at  the 
Dola  resolution  to  face  this  question  as 
a  substantive  question,  and  to  act  on 
the  proposition  which  the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon gave  utterance  to  in  the  House  of 
Lords  at  the  end  of  the  last  Session, 
that  you  could  not  be  always  resorting 
to  coercion;  that  you  must  look  for 
something  better  than  coercion  as  a 
means  of  governing  Ireland ;  for  I  am 
quite  sure  of  this — that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  and  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  had  been  able  to  brace 
themselves  to  such  a  resolution,  it  is 
possible  that  they  might  have  given  dis- 
satisfaction to  a  portion  of  their  own 
Friends ;  it  is  possible  that  they  might 
have  made  one  of  those  Paiiiy  sacrifices 
which  seem  now  to  have  gone  out  of 
fashion,  but  which,  in  other  days — ^the 
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days  of  Sir  Bobert  Peel  and  the  Duke 
of  Wellington — were  deemed  the  highest 
honour — namely,  when  they  saw  the 
opportunity  to  serve  the  country,  to  cast 
to  the  winds  every  consideration  of  the 
effect  upon  the  Party,  and  to  secure  to 
the  nation  the  benefits  which  they  alone 
— Sir  Eobert  Peel  and  the  Duke  of 
Wellington — ^were  capable  of  securing. 
I  believe  that  is  the  case  we  have  before 
us;  but  I  do  not  presume— I  feel  ^e 
overwhelming  difficulties  of  this  question 
to  any  Government  that  takes  up  the 
matter — the  late  Gt>vemment  came,  I 
think,  to  a  wrong  decision ;  but  such  are 
the  diffi.culties  of  the  case  that  I  do  not 
presume  to  blame  them.  I  had  thought, 
and  I  still  think,  that  there  were  some 
among  them  who  would  have  been  able 
to  face  the  danger  and  the  difficulty.  I 
have  a  strong  impression  that  men  among 
them,  and  eminent  men  among  them, 
were  prepared  to  take  that  course.  They 
could  not  command  union  among  them- 
selves, and  before  their  difficulties  they 
have  fallen.  Of  their  action  I  say  I  do 
not  complain.  I  make  no  charge  against 
them.  In  doubtful  cases  and  in  en- 
tangled cases  of  this  kind  it  is  veiy  easy 
to  make  accusations,  and  the  more  violent 
the  accusations  are  the  more  easy  it  is 
to  make  them  and  the  louder  are  the 
cheers  they  evoke.  I  wish  to  renounce 
all  feelings  of  that  kind.  We  have 
before  us  a  severe  labour.  We  will  not 
lose  any  time ;  but  continue  to  address 
ourselves,  as  we  have  addressed  ourselveSy 
to  it.  We  will  not  rest  upon  the  ex- 
ample of  the  noble  Lord,  and  say  we 
must  have  six  months'  experience,  in- 
quiry, and  consideration  before  we  do 
what  he  did  not  do — arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion. I  have  been  bold  enough  to 
indicate  to-night — so  eamesUy  was  I 
desirous  to  meet  the  feeling  which  must 
prevail  in  this  difficult  state  of  circum- 
stances— that  within  no  long  time  after 
the  necessary  transactions  connected  with 
the  Estimates  are  concluded,  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  open  to  some  degree  the  views 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  those 
positive  and  substantive  measures  of  a 
remedial  character  for  Ireland  which  we 
may  separate  by  calling  them  the  ques- 
tion of  social  order,  the  question  oi  the 
land,  and  the  question  of  Irish  govern- 
ment; but  which  I  believe  are  essen- 
tially associated  together  by  bands  so 
strong  that  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  man 
to  disjoin  them.    We  can  do  no  more. 
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We  cannot  epeak  of  the  fdtnie.  We 
stand  in  an  attitude  in  which  it  wonld 
hare  been  absurd,  and  in  which  we 
wonld  have  been  guilty,  if  we  had  pre- 
tended to  do  more  than  I  have  indicated. 
I  hope  the  House  will  accept  our  decla- 
ration in  the  g^ood  faith  in  which  it  has 
been  given,  and  not  approve  the  noble 
Lord's  attack,  and  accuse  us  of  pro- 
long^g  uncertainty  about  Ireland  for 
Pa^  purposes.  All  these  charges  of 
the  noble  Lord  we  pass  by  with  con- 
siderable equanimity ;  we  shall  strive  to 
do  our  own  duty  to  the  best  of  our 
ability,  and  the  best  of  men  can  do  no 
more. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH :  I 
had  some  expectation  that  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  might 
have  answered  the  appeal  of  my  noble 
Friend  near  me  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  which  certainly  was  ad- 
dressed more  directly  to  him  than  to  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Ohidstone).  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  some  remarks,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  which  I  think  it  is  neces- 
sary, very  shortly,  to  notice.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  question 
the  conduct  of  the  late  Government  in 
resolving  to  meet  Parliament  after  the 
circumstances  of  the  General  Election. 
I  can  only  say  that  that  was  a  decision 
which  we  arrived  at,  to  no  small  extent, 
upon  the  statements  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  as  to  his  own  posi- 
tion. We  had  the  best  of  reasons  for 
believing  that  he,  at  any  rate,  did  not 
consider  that  he  commanded  a  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  Whatever 
be  our  position  in  regard  to  this  As- 
sembly, m  our  belief  no  Party  has  a 
majority  in  this  House.  There  are 
three  Parties  in  this  House,  and  time 
alone  can  show  which  has  the  confi- 
dence of  the  -House  of  Commons.  But 
no  sooner  did  we  meet  the  House,  and 
announce  a  policy  with  reference  to  Ire- 
land which  included,  but  was  by  no 
means  solely  composed  of,  repressive 
legislation,  than  mere  was  that  com- 
bination between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  and  his  followers  and 
those  hon.  Members  who  sit  in  that  (the 
Irish)  quarter  of  the  House,  by  wnich 
he  succeeded  in  obtaining  that  majority 
on  which,  I  suppose,  his  Government  is 
now  based.  I  repudiate  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  dentleman  that  our  pro- 


posals witii  reference  to  Ireland  were 
solely  composed  of  coerdve  legislation. 
In  our  belief,  and  in  the  belief,  I  suspect, 
of  man^  others  besides  ourselves — I 
suspect  m  the  belief  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Bossendale — the 
primary  and  most  urgent  necessity  in 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland  is  to 
secure  the  supremacy  of  the  GK>vemment 
of  the  Queen  throughout  the  whole  of 
that  countiy,  and  vindicate  the  autho- 
rity of  the  law.  But  when  we  under- 
took to  submit  to  Parliament  measures 
for  that  purpose,  at  the  same  time  we 
undertook,  if  we  were  successful  in  pass- 
ing those  measures,  that  they  should 
be  immediately  followed  by  further 
legislation  on  the  great  question  of  the 
land,  with  which,  I  may  venture  to  say, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smilh)  has,  in 
past  years,  shown  himself  singularly 
qualified  to  deal.  But  what  is  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  affairs  ?  I  do  not  com« 
plain,  for  a  moment,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  disclosed  to  us  his 
Irish  policy,  to-night ;  but  what  I  do 
think,  in  common  with  n^  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  Plunket),  is  that  this  House, 
and  especially  Members  connected  with 
Irelana,  have  great  cause  to  complain 
that,  after  all  that  has  been  said  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  with  reference 
to  this  question,  the  declaration  of  that 
policy  is  to  be  postponed  for  more  than  a 
month  to  come.  Wow,  we  were  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  that  this  matter  has  been  his  daily 
and  his  nightly  study.  We  were  told 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain),  one  of  his  principal  Col- 
leagues, that  the  result  of  the  General 
Election  in  Ireland  had  made  it  impera- 
tive that  attention  should  be  immediately 
called  to  the  condition  of  the  country. 
Therefore,  this  question  has  not  for  the 
first  time  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  the  present  Government  on 
their  aoceptiDg  Office.  It  has  occupied 
their  attention,  by  their  own  admission, 
for  many  weeks  past ;  and  the  only  thing, 
in  fact,  of  which  they  could  stand  in 
need  when  they  assumed  Office  was  that 
official  information  which,  ol  course,  is 
only  at  the  disposal  of  the  Gt)vemment 
of  tiie  day.  Well,  now,  what  was  our 
conclusion  on  the  official  information 
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which  reached  us,  and  which  we  very 
acrefully  considered,  with  reference  to 
the  state  of  Ireland?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  twitted  us  with  haying 
been  six  months  in  making  up  our  minds 
as  to  the  policy 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  found  no 
fault  whatever  with  the  Government  for 
taking  six  months  to  make  up  their 
minds;  I  found  fault  with  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
for  demanding  from  us  a  declaration  on 
the  first  day  of  our  meeting  Parliament 
as  a  Gt)vemment. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Well,  but,  Sir,  it  is  not  accurate — it  is 
not  the  fact — to  say  that  we  took  six 
months  to  make  up  our  minds  in  the 
matter  at  all.  We  arrived  at  a  certain 
conclusion,  which  we  announced  to  the 
House  after  our  acceptance  of  Office, 
with  reference  to  the  non-renewal  of  re- 
pressive legislation  for  Ireland.  We 
stated,  at  the  time,  that  we  came  to  that 
decision  in  the  belief  that  the  powers  of 
the  ordinary  law  would  be  sufficient  to 
enable  the  Government  to  deal  satisfac- 
torily with  the  state  of  Ireland.  That, 
of  course,  was  a  decision  that  required 
time  to  test.  It  was  tested  throughout 
the  autumn  —  I  announced  myself, 
during  the  autumn,  that  if  we  found  that 
the  powers  of  the  ordinary  law  were  in- 
sufficient for  the  purpose  we  should  have 
to  apply  to  Parliament  for  further 
powers.  At  the  time  that  Parliament 
met  in  January  we  were  in  this  most 
difficult  position — that  my  noble  Friend 
the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  resigned  that 
post,  and  the  Minister  primarily  respon- 
sible for  the  government  of  Ireland  was 
necessarily  new  to  his  work.  What  did 
we  do?  We  did  not  alter  our  policy 
between  the  delivery  of  the  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne  and  the  day 
upon  which  I  announced  the  intention 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  dealing 
with  the  National  League  and  other 
societies  of  the  kind.  But  we  stated 
plainly  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
that— 

'<  Although  there  has  been  during  the  last 
year  no  marked  increase  of  serious  crimei 
there  is  in  many  places  a  concerted  resistuice  to 
the  enforcement  of  legal  obligations,  and  I 
regret  that  the  practice  of  organised  intimida- 
tion oontinues  to  exist." 

The  Speech  went  on  to  say — 
Sir  Michael  ffich'Beach 


"  No  effort  will  be  spared  on  the  part  of  my 
Government  to  protect  my  Irish  subjects  in  fM 
exercise  of  their  legal  rights  and  the  enjoyment 
of  individual  liberty.  If,  as  my  informatioii 
leads  me  to  apprehend,  the  existing  provisionB 
of  the  law  should  prove  to  be  inadeqiiate  to 
cope  with  these  growing  evils,  I  look  with  con- 
fidence to  your  willingness  to  invest  my  Qo- 
vemment  with  all  necessary  powers.*' 

That  was  the  statement  in  the  Speech. 
What  did  it  point  to?    It  pointed  to 
this — that  we  had  not,   at  that  time, 
actually  decided  what  were  the  precise 
means  by  which  the  state  of    things 
which  we  described  would  be  most  suc- 
cessfully   met.     That    was    a    matter 
which  necessarily  had  to  occupy  very 
grave  attention  ;    and   as  soon  as    it 
was  possible  I  stated  to  the  House  the 
decision  at  which  we  had  arrived  upon 
the  recommendation  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westminster. 
I  will  venture  again  to  assert  that  there 
was  absolutely  no  change  between  the 
declaration  in  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  and  the  announcement  sub- 
sequently made  to  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons.    That  announcement  was  based 
upon  the  very  serious  fact  which  ap- 
pears somehow  to  have  been  forgotten 
or  overlooked  by  the  Oovernment  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion.    We  stated 
our  opinion  as  to  the  serious  condition 
of  Ireland  in  regard  to  social  order,  and 
the    necessity  which    had  grown  into 
existence  of  adopting  exceptional  mea- 
sures for  dealing  with  it.    Were  we 
right,  or  were  we  wrong,  as  to  the  facts 
of  the  present  social  condition  of  Ire- 
land?    Were    we    right,    or  were  we 
wrong,  as  to  the  power  exercised  by  the 
National  League  in  many  parts  of  the 
coimtry,  as  to  the  supersession  by  the 
National  League  of  the  ordinary  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and,  indeed,  of  law 
itself  in  many  cases  ?  If  we  were  wrong, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  to    the    Lord  lieute- 
nant   of   Ireland   (Mr.    John   Morley) 
has    different    information    from    that 
which  reached  us,  if  he  can  show  that 
the  state  of  Ireland  is  not  what  it  was 
described  to  the  House  of  Oommons  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes),  then  let  him  say  so  to  the  House. 
Let  him  put  that  information  before  the 
country,  and  no  one  will  receive  it  with 
greater  pleasure  than  the  Members  of 
Sie  late  Government.    But  if  we  w&e 
right  in  our  estimate  of  the  oondition  of 
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Ireland,  then  all  I  can  say  is  this — that 
it  appears  to  me  nothing  can  be  grarer 
than  the  responsibih'ty  whioh  the  present 
GoTemment  are  incurring  by  postponing 
for  more  than  a  month  any  attempt  to 
deal  with  a  state  of  affairs  which  would 
be  a  disgrace  if  suffered  to  continue  in 
any  oiyilized  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  remember,  in  one  of  his 
speeches,  twitted  us  with  what  he  sup- 
posed, at  the  time,  to  be  our  policy  of 
neither  gOTeming  Ireland  ourselTce,  nor 
allowing  Ireland  to  govern  itself.  WeU, 
Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that,  at  any  rate  f  olr 
some  little  time  to  come,  he  will  be  fol- 
lowing a  course  precisely  similar  to  that 
whioh  he  so  wrongly  attributed  to  us. 
He  is  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  but 
I  will  venture  to  say  this — that  in  tbe 
present  state  of  affairs  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  he  is  Ohief  Secretary  by  the 
grace  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell),  and  is  compelled 
to  act  according  to  the  bidding  of  the 
National  League.  Well,  if  that  be  not 
so,  let  him  show  it  to  the  country.  Let 
him  come  forward  and  prove  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University,  who  spoke  to-night,  was 
wrong  in  his  description  of  the  condition 
of  the  country,  and  then  the  Oovemment 
will  have  said  something  in  justification 
of  their  present  position.  Before  they 
came  into  OfiBce  they  pressed  on  us, 
through  the  Prime  Minister,  the  imme- 
diate necessity  of  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Of  declaring 
your  intentions.]  Well,  of  *  declaring 
our  intentions"  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
this  question  should  be  dealt  with.  He 
told  Qs ''  that  whatever  should  be  done  for 
Ireland  shouldbe  done  with  all  the  promp- 
titude that  the  nature  of  the  case  re- 
quired." Whatever  we  thought  adequate 
for  the  case,  whether  wi£  respect  to 
social  order  or  the  land,  '^  let  us  know 
what  it  is ;  state  it  frankly  to  the  House." 
That  is  now  our  demand  to  him,  and  that 
demand  cannot  be  met  by  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  whole  question  for  more  than 
fiix  weeks.  Looking  at  what  we  believe 
to  be  the  present  condition  of  Ireland, 
I  think  nothing  can  be  graver  than  the 
responsibility  which  is  incurred  by  any 
Government  of  this  country  in  doing 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  University  so  well  de- 
scribed as  **  allowing  matters  to  drift," 
I  trust  we  may  have  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  succeeded  to  the 
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very  difficult  Office  of  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  whose  abilities,  I  am 
sure,  we  all  admire — I  trust  we  may 
have  from  him  some  statement  whidh 
may,  at  any  rate,  show  that  he  is  sensible 
of  the  grave  nature  of  the  organization 
with  which  he  has  to  deal,  the  obiects 
at  which  it  is  aimed,  and  the  evils  from 
which  the  country  must  suffer  if  it  is  not 
coped  with  in  a  very  different  spirit 
from  that  which  has  animated  the 
speech  of  the  Frime  Minister  to-night. 

SCOTLAND— CROFTERS  AND  COTTARS. 
Mr.  MAOFAELANE,  in  rising  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  the  insertion, 
at  the  end  of  the  15th  paragraph,  of  the 
foUowing  additional  paragraph  to  the 
Queen's  Speech : — 

"  This  House  humbly  expresses  its  regret  that 
in  Her  Majeaty's  Gracious  Speech  the  reference 
to  the  condition  of  the  people  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland  is  of  a  vague  and  in- 
definite character,  and  contains  no  satisfactory 
assurance  that  such  Legislation  as  the  serious 
nature  of  the  case  demands  will  be  undertaken, 
and  is  of  opinion  that,  until  a  Land  Bill  dealing 
in  a  comprehensive  manner  with  the  proved  and 
admitted  grievances  of  the  Highland  reople  has 
been  pasMd  into  Law,  the  Civil  or  Military 
Forces  of  the  Crown  should  not  be  employed 
to  evict  those  People  from  their  hereditary 
homes," 

said  that,  no  doubt  in  common  with  a 
great  many,  the  House  would  be  glad  to 
hear  the  announcement  of  the  Oovem- 
ment that,  on  Monday  next,  it  was  their 
intention  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  deal  with 
the  Land  Question  in  Scotland ;  but  it 
was  a  question  of  great  urgency,  and  he 
regretted  that  that  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  did  not  meet 
the  case  which  he  proposed  to  provide 
for,  if  the  House  would  accept  his 
Amendment.  His  Amendment  was  not 
to  force  the  Government  to  legislate  for 
a  settlement  of  the  Land  Question,  for  he 
imagined  no  pressure  was  required  to  be 
put  upon  any  Oovemment  to  compel 
them  to  see  the  absolute  necessity  of 
legislating  upon  the  question  with  a  view 
to  its  settlement.  It  was  dififerent  a  few 
years  ago,  when  he  first  took  the  liberty 
— which  was  then  thought  to  be  a  great 
liberty — of  moving  on  this  question.  It 
was  considered  a  g^eat  liberty  because, 
though  he  was  a  Scotchman,  he  repre- 
sented an  Irish  constituency.  That  re- 
proach— if  reproach  it  were— could  no 
longer  be  applied ;  for  he  had  come  back 
now  to  the  House  without  that  stain  upon 
his  character;  and  he  appeared,  as  a 
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Sootoh  Member,  to  plead  as  earnestly  as 
he  could  on  behalf  of  those  people  in 
whose  interests  he  had  put  down  his 
Amendment.  He  had  no  wish  to  take 
up  any  long  time  in  discussing  the  ques- 
tion, because  his  proposition  was  a  very 
simple  one.  He  coula  multiply  instances 
by  the  hundred  where,  in  public  meet- 
ing, resolutions  were  carried,  praying 
that  House  to  grant  suspension  of  evic- 
tion, pending  the  passing  of  the  legis- 
lative measures  proposed  by  Govern- 
ment. His  proposal,  he  thought,  was 
not  without  precedent;  because,  although 
not  in  the  exact  form,  it  contained  the 
substance  and  spirit  of  the  ill-fated  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  Bill  of  1880. 
He  moved,  on  this  occasion,  to  ask  this 
High  Court  of  Parliament  to  grant  an 
injunction  to  restrain  one  of  the  parties 
to  a  suit  from  ruining  the  other,  pending 
the  decision  of  this  High  Court  on  their 
case.  That  was  literally  the  issue  that 
was  raised  by  the  Amendment.  It  was 
an  appeal  for  injunction  against  one  who 
had  the  whole  power^he  power  of 
totally  ruining  and  banishing  if  he  chose 
—from  their  native  homes  as  many  as 
happened  to  reside  on  his  property.  He 
had  no  doubt  there  were  plenty  of  good 
landlords  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland;  but  it  was  not  the  good 
landlords,  but  the  bad  landlords,  they 
had  to  legislate  for ;  and  he  was  only  now 
asking  the  House  to  compel  the  bad 
landlord,  who  brought  shame  upon  the 
others,  to  do  that  which  the  good  land- 
lord would  do  of  his  own  accord.  By  the 
law  of  the  land  a  landlord  had  perfect 
liberty  to  evict  a  man,  whether  in  arrears 
or  not,  upon  six  months'  notice;  and  the 
reason  he  asked  the  House  to  accept  his 
Amendment  was  because,  before  it  was 
possible  for  the  Government  to  pass  their 
Bill  through  Parliament  and  bring  it 
into  e£Eeotive  use,  the  eviction  season 
would  have  passed.  Hundreds  of  evic- 
tions were  now  threatened  in  Soot- 
land  ;  people  were  having  notices  served 
upon  them;  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (the  Lord  Advo- 
cate) knew  perfectly  well  that  in  the 
month  of  May  the  eviction  season  would 
set  in,  and  in  order  to  prevent  that  he 
moved  his  Amendment.  To  show  the 
urgency  of  what  he  asked  for,  he  would 
cite  a  few  instances,  but  without  giving 
the  names  of  the  people  or  the  places. 
The  statement  was  that  last  Mar- 
tinmas   a    number   of    crofters    were 
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served  with  notices  of  removal.  They 
had  all  their  rents  paid,  and  their 
crofts  consisted  of  2}  acres  of  the  poorest 
soil.  These  crofts  were  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity  of  the  mansion  house,  and 
were  of  a  character  that  no  farmer  would 
pay  more  than  £12  for  the  whole  seveo. 
Yet  the  laird  derived  £84  a-year  from 
these  crofts.  These  people  went  on  to 
say  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
pay  these  rents,  and  that  hitherto  they 
had  been  paid  by  contributions  sent  by 
their  friends  in  the  South.  In  their 
present  circumstances  they  could  not  see 
what  they  were  to  do.  They  must  sub- 
mit to  the  law,  and  therefore  prepare 
for  eviction.  None  of  them  were  in 
arrears,  and  they  could  only  rely  upon 
the  Legislature  passing  some  measure 
to  stop  these  repressive  and  inhuman 
practices.  In  another  case,  reported  by 
the  Press  on  the  11th  of  February,  it 
was  stated  that  a  meeting  was  held  at 
Cromarty  for  the  purpose  of  approach- 
ing the  landlord  for  a  reduction  of  rent ; 
and  the  statement  was  that  Mrs.  Mao- 
Kenzie  declined,  and  said  she  would 
''put  the  whole  estate  under  fallow 
rather  than  give  one  sixpence  of  reduc- 
tion." These  were  the  statements  that 
came  from  a  people  in  a  state  of  despair. 
In  most  of  the  cases  in  which  evicticms 
were  threatened  it  was,  no  doubt,  on 
account  of  heavy  arrears ;  but  how  did 
they  arise  ?  They  were  carried  forward 
from  one  tenant  to  another,  these  being 
kept  upon  the  factor's  books  in  Urrttm 
over  the  tenants.  For  instance,  £6  was 
fixed  as  the  rent  in  the  books,  but  £5 
was  all  that  was  paid ;  but  after  a  time 
the  tenant  found  that  £1  a-year  had 
been  accumulating  as  arrears  idiich  too- 
vided  the  excuse  for  eviction.  There 
had  been  no  disturbances  and  no  out- 
rages of  any  kind  throughout  the  whole 
of  Scotland.  This  was  a  peaceful,  legi- 
timate, and  Constitutional  demand  that 
was  being  made;  and  he  appealed  to 
that  House,  to  the  Gentlemen  who  yoted 
for  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill,  who  voted  for  similar  measures 
for  Ireland,  for  the  Luad  Act  in  Ire- 
land, and  for  all  the  legislation  that 
had  taken  place  in  Irdand,  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  corresponding  classes  in 
Scotland,  and  not  leave  them  in  destitu- 
tion because  th^  were  peaoeable.  Let 
them  not  teach  them  to  break  the  law — 
that  was  a  lesson  that  had  been  taught 
in  Ireland ;  but  he  hoped  tiiat  his  coon- 
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trjmen  would  not  learn  it.  Legitimate 
legislation  was  what  they  required ;  and 
he  asked  the  House,  as  a  first  step,  to 
stand  between  them  and  a  wrong-doer, 
and  not  between  them  and  good  land- 
lords— ^though  even  good  landlords  in 
Scotland  had  far  too  much  power — ^more 
power  than  ought  to  be  trusted  to  any 
indiyiduals.  They  could  sell  their  land 
if  they  chose  to  Mr.  Winans,  and  the 
sale  would  entitle  him  to  gire  six 
months'  notice  to  the  whole  of  the  native 
population  who  were  not  under  leases. 
He  appealed  to  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment to  stand  between  those  people 
and  what  was  practically  sending  them 
out  of  the  country.  These  people  were 
attached  to  their  own  country,  and  he 
wanted  to  see  them  living  in  their  own 
glens  and  native  hill-sides,  and  not  dwell- 
ing in  the  slums  of  big  cities.  He 
wished  they  had  more  of  them  in  that 
position.  If  they  had,  they  would  not 
near  so  much  about  the  distress  of  the 
unemployed.  There  was  plenty  of  land 
for  the  unemployed  if  they  could  get  it 
to  cultivate.  He  had  not  brought  a  large 
number  of  cases  before  the  notice  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate ;  but  it  was  not  because  he 
had  not  the  cases  to  bring  forward  in  wit- 
ness of  what  he  had  said.  The  next  time 
this  matter  was  brought  forward  he 
would  read  case  after  case  and  take  up 
hour  after  hour.  He  moved  this  Amend- 
ment with  regret.  He  should  have  pre- 
ferred if  he  had  been  in  a  position  to 
move  this  Amendment  when  the  late 
Government  were  in  power — or  rather 
in  OflBce,  for  they  never  were  in  power. 
He  was  quite  sure  there  were  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  would  have 
supported  this  Amendment  under  those 
circumstances,  but  who,  under  existing 
circumstances,  would  not  be  able  to 
support  it,  and  he  thought  he  would 
probably  have  carried  it.  He  believed 
the  present  Government  seriously  meant 
to  deal  with  this  question,  and  that  they 
would  deal  with  it  in  a  very  different 
fashion  from  the  way  in  which  they 
proposed  to  deal  with  it  last  year,  for  a 
g^eat  many  things  had  happened  since 
then.  But  if  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  take  away  from  the  landlords 
the  power  of  evicting  the  people  for  no 
cause,  why  would  they  not  do  it  by 
accepting  this  Amendment  two  or  three 
months  in  advance  of  their  Bill  ?  He 
should  be  obliged   to  ascertain  by  a 


division  the  state  of  opinion  in  the  Houee 
upon  the  question,  so  that  they  would 
know  who  were  their  friends  and  who 
were  the  foes.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  move  the  Besolution  which  stood  in 
his  name. 

Db.  OL  AHK,  in  seconding  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  he  wanted  to  bring  be- 
fore the  House  some  facts  in  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  crofters  at  the 
present  time.  Two  or  three  years 
ago  the  hon.  Member  for  ArgyUshire 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  managed  to  get  the 
time  of  notice  for  eviction  changed 
from  six  weeks  to  six  months ;  and  they 
knew  that  already  a  large  number  of 
crofters  had  received  that  six  months' 
notice.  Under  the  Scotch  Act  those  who 
were  in  arrear  might  be  turned  out  if 
they  were  40  days  in  arrear  before  some 
date  in  May ;  and  what  he  feared  was 
that  a  large  number  of  crofters  who 
were  utterly  unable  to  pay  rent  in  con- 
sequence of  the  new  condition  of  things 
would  be  turned  out.  The  crofter  did 
not  so  much  make  his  living  out  of  the 
land  as  on  the  sea ;  and  the  crofter,  in 
his  capacity  as  farmer  and  in  his  capa- 
city as  fisherman,  had  lately  met  with 
an  unparalleled  condition  of  depression. 
As  a  farmer  his  stock  had  fallen  about 
50  per  cent  in  the  last  two  years.  In 
his  own  county  in  six  months  the  value 
of  stock  had  fallen  nearly  40  per  cent, 
so  that  if  the  crofter  sold  his  stock  to 
try  to  pay  his  rent,  even  then  he  could 
not  pay  it.  Of  course,  the  large  farmer 
felt  the  depression  nearly  as  much  as 
the  crofters,  and  they  also  required 
protection.  Only  they  had  got  capital, 
and  the  landlord  might  think  twice  bo- 
fore  he  killed  the  goose  that  laid  the 
golden  eggs — before  making  the  capi- 
talist farmers  bankrupt.  The  crofter 
had  been  paying  a  great  deal  for  his 
land  because  it  was  near  the  sea ; 
but  the  depression  in  the  land  had 
not  been  so  great  as  was  the  depres- 
sion in  the  fishing  industry.  The 
poor  people  were  told  to  go  to  sea  and 
fish ;  and  now,  just  as  they  were  driven 
away  from  off  the  best  tracts  of  the  land, 
the  steam  trawlers  ceune  and  drove  them 
away  from  off  the  sea  by  destroying 
their  gear  and  nets.  The  condition  of 
things  in  the  fishing  industry  was  very 
deplorable.  During  the  summer  a  large 
section  of  crofters  from  Eoss-sbire  and 
Inverness-shire  came  round  to  Wick  for 
the  summer  fishing,   and  expected  to 

Y2  IFifthNigU,'] 


647 


Address  tn 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


648 


make  what  would  pay  their  rents  and 
keep  their  families.  But,  unfortunately 
for  the  crofters,  last  year  nearly  all  the 
fish-eurers  went  bankrupt,  so  that  men 
who  a  few  years  ago  were  worth 
£20,000  were  now  only  worth  a  few 
pence.  The  fish  sent  to  Germany  and 
other  foreign  countries  last  year  did  not 
bring  to  many  of  the  curers  a  price 
sufficient  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  barrels 
in  which  they  were  packed,  while  there 
was  great  competition  from  other  sources, 
and  the  price  of  the  Norway  fish  had 
been  reduced,  altogether  making  a  most 
unfortunate  state  of  things.  The  fisher- 
men had  been  content  to  get  5«.  or  10«. 
in  the  pound  from  the  curers,  and  next 
year  it  was  difficult  to  conceive  what 
their  condition  would  be.  One  reason 
for  the  deplorable  condition  of  things 
was  because  of  the  action  of  the  Eailway 
Companies,  who  had  so  much  abused 
the  power  given  them  by  Parliament  to 
make  a  difiPerential  rate  of  carriage, 
which  was  much  against  the  home  pro- 
ducer, and  in  favour  of  foreigners. 
They  charged  no  less  than  £4  per  ton 
for  fish,  while  they  bought  salt  at  22«. 
and  potatoes  at  dO«.  But  the  crofter, 
though  he  was  now,  from  circumstances 
which  he  was  not  able  to  control,  unable 
to  pay  his  rent,  did  not  foreet  his  right 
to  the  land.  The  homes  of  the  crofters 
were  generally  those  which  they  had 
themselves  built,  and  they  were  begin- 
ning to  feel  desperate.  He  thought  the 
new  Scotch  Secretary  should  think  twice 
before  he  sent  troops  to  the  Highlands 
to  teach  the  Highland  people  what  had 
been  often  taught  the  Irish  people — 
namely,  that  law  often  meant  organized 
injustice.  They  wanted  to  get  from  the 
Government  and  the  House  an  assurance 
that  the  men  who  were  unable  to  pay 
rent  from  causes  beyond  their  control 
should  not  be  sent  adrift,  but  should  be 
secured  until  some  remedial  legislation 
was  enacted.  He  had  much  pleasure 
in  seconding  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyllshire. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  15th  paragraph,  to  insert 
the  words, — "  This  House  numbly  expresses  its 
regret  that  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
the  reference  to  the  condition  of  the  people  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  is  of  a 
ya^ue  and  indefinite  character,  and  contains  no 
satisfactory  assurance  that  such  Legislation  as 
the  serious  nature  of  the  case  demands  will  be 
undertaken,  and  is  of  opinion  that,  until  a  Land 
Bill  dealing  in  a  oomprehenaiYe  manner  with 
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the  proved  and  admitted  grieyanoes  of  the 
HigUand  People  has  been  passed  into  Law,  the 
Ci^  or  Military  Forces  of  the  Grown  should 
not  be  employed  to  evict  those  People  from 
their  hereditary  homes." — (Mr.  MaefarUme.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  EODERIOK  McDONALD  said, 
ho  had  lived  for  20  years  among  the 
crofters,  and  could  bear  out  the  state* 
ment  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Argyllshire.  The  fishery  was  in  a 
dreadfully  bad  state,  and  the  crofters 
were  quite  unable  to  pay  their  rents, 
which  were  greater  than  the  holdings 
were  worth.  It  was  not  proposed  that 
the  declaration  in  the  Amendment 
should  last  for  years,  but  only  for  one 
year,  by  which  time  the  ejectment  season 
would  have  passed,  and  they  hoped  for  a 
satisfactory  measure  enacted  by  the  Qx>- 
vernment.  Surely  for  one  year  the  land- 
lords could  afford  to  let  the  matter  lie. 
If  the  landlords  meant  to  force  the  people 
to  pay  rents  it  simply  meant  driving 
them  off  the  land,  and  they  all  knew 
the  results.  An  eviction  was  simply  a 
sentence  of  death  to  many  of  thoee 
people.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
landlords  to  say — "We  must  have  our 
rights;"  but  the  people  had  rights  aa 
well  as  the  landlords.  In  the  Highlands 
many  of  them  had  rights  superior  to 
those  of  the  landlords.  How  many  of 
the  proprietors  had  bought  the  land? 
The  Argyll  and  Sutherland  families  had 
paid  nothing  for  those  lands  on  which 
these  crofters  lived ;  and  he  hoped  that 
in  this  1 9th  century  such  landlords 
would  not  be  allowed  by  means  of 
evictions  to  turn  the  people  adrift.  In 
many  cases  the  land  had  been  kept  for 
the  landlords  by  the  strong  arms  of 
their  forefathers,  and  by  nothing  else. 
It  was  no  use  trying  to  get  blood  out  of 
a  stone,  and  it  was  no  use  trying  to  get 
money  from  the  crofters,  bemuse  for  a 
long  time  they  had  paid  their  rents  from 
money  they  did  not  get  from  their  crofts, 
and  now  they  had  no  more  to  pay.  He 
would  heartily  support  the  Amend- 
ment, hoping  that  Dy  this  time  next 
year  they  would  have  no  need  for  such  a 
Motion. 

Mb.  PICTON  said  that,  as  an  English 
Member,  he  desired  most  heartily  to 
support  the  Amendment.  He  had  taken 
means  of  informing  himself  on  this  sob* 
ject,  and  he  was  persuaded  of  the  urgent 
necessity  of   speedy  legislation,     ^at 
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speedy  legislation  would  not  be  sufficient 
if  evictions  were  to  be  allowed  to  go  on 
in  the  interval.     He  had  no  sympathy 
with  men  who  could  and  would  not  pay 
their    rent;    but    occasions    sometimes 
arose  when  a  large  number  of  tenants 
couid  not  pay  owing  to  special  circum- 
stances; and  then  it  was  only  fair  that 
other  portions  of  society  should  take  their 
part  in  the  burden,  and  not  throw  it  all  on 
the  poor.    The  Report  of  the  Crofters' 
Oommissioners  in  1884  was  a  lamentable 
indictment  against  the  whole  system  of 
the  North- Western  Highlands ;  and  this 
state  of  things  had  been  growing  worse 
ever  since,  and  evictions  were  becoming 
more    and    more    cruel.      The  Beport 
showed  that    a    social  revolution  had 
taken  place  in  these  districts,  in  the 
course  of  which  the  poor  toilers  had  been 
the  sufferers,  while  the  owners  had  up 
to  very  lately  been  the  gainers.    The 
Beport  showed   that  there    existed    a 
patent  contradiction  between  the  Statute 
Law  and  the  immemorial  tradition  and 
custom  of  those  districts.    It  also  gave 
instances  in  which  whole  communities 
had  been  driven  from  the  land,  and  had 
been  huddled  between  the  mountains 
and  the  sea  on  comparatively  bare  and 
barren  tracts,  on  which  the  utmost  in- 
dustry would  not  enable  them  to  live  in 
any  comfort.    Bights  had  been  unjustly 
invaded,  and  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  trifle  witn  this  matter.     Mr. 
Angus  Sutherland,  the  late  crofter  can- 
didate for  Sutherlandshire,  recently  gave 
an  account  of  what  was  known  as  the 
Bosehall  case.     He  stated  that  in  1845 
the  estate  of  Bosehall  was  purchased  by 
Sir  James  Matheson,  who  promised  the 
tenants  that  they  would  never  be  re- 
moved from  their  holdings,  at  any  rate 
BO  long  as  he  lived.  The  tenants  accord- 
ingly reclaimed  much  of  the  land,  and 
made  great  improvements.    The  estate 
was  then  sold,  or  rather  exchanged  for 
another,  and  all  the  tenants  were  served 
with  notices  to  quit  by  the  new  landlord. 
They  were  compelled  to  accept  the  land- 
lord's terms  or  forfeit  all  their  improve- 
ments; and  thriving  tenants  were  thus 
turned  into  rack-rented  feuars.    He  said 
it  was  incumbent  on  the  Government  to 
take  good  heed  lest  the  extreme  pressure 
of  what  might  be  legal  rights,  but  were 
moral  wrongs,  should  drive  a  long-sufiPer- 
ing  people  to  desperation,   and  bring 
about  bloodshed  and  disorder  in  hitherto 
comparatively  peaceful  regions. 


The  SECBETABY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Teevelyan)  :  I  have  listened  with 
great  pleasure  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton) ;  but, 
in  some  respects,  I  could  almost  have 
wished  that  the  hon.  Member  had  de- 
ferred his  speech  for  a  few  days.    I  have 
no  doubt,  from  his  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  he  has 
much  in  reserve  to  tell  us ;  and  I  should 
be  glad  if,  some  three  or  four  days  hence, 
on  the  Motion  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Crofters  Bill,   and  still  more   on   the 
second  reading,    he   moves  again  the 
sympathy  of  the  House  as  he  has  moved 
it  to-night.    I  cannot  but  think  that  his 
speech,  and  the  interesting  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Mac- 
farlane),  are  somewhat  premature,   or 
somewhat  tardy.    They  are  premature 
if  they  are  intended  to  excite  the  inte- 
rest of  the  House  in  those  provisions 
which  the  Government  intends  to  bring 
forward,  and  which,  I  earnestly  think 
and  trust,  will  be  of  a  nature,  if  not  to 
satisfy,  at  any  rate  to  gratify,  those  hon. 
Members.    But  they  are  tardy  as  applied 
to  the  present  condition  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  Government.     The 
Amendment  to  the  Address  which  the 
House  is  asked  to  entertain    to-night 
states  that  the  House  humbly  expresses 
its  regret  that  in  the  Queen's  Gracious 
Speech  the  reference  to  the  condition  of 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland 
is  of  so  vague  and  indefinite  a  character ; 
and  contains  no  satisfactory  assurance 
that    such    legislation  as    the  serious 
nature  of   the  case  demands  will  be 
undertaken.  That  is  the  Preamble  to  the 
Amendment.     I  am  not  here  to  defend, 
I  am  rather  here  to  adopt,  the  Address 
in  answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech ;  but  if  I  were  here  to  defend  it. 
I  should  say  that  the  line  and  a-half 
referring  to  a  measure  for  mitigating  the 
distressed  condition  of  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland  would  cover  legislation  of  a 
sort  which  might  be  venr  satisfactoiy 
even    to    advanced    Members  of    this 
House.     But  if  there  might  be  some 
justice  in  the  Amendment  three  weeks 
ago,  there  is  none  now ;  because  the  Go- 
vernment, through  the  mouth  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  has  promised — not  that  it  con- 
siders that  legislation  about  the  crofters 
is  of  great  importance,  but  that  it  con- 
siders it  almost  paramount,  for  the  very 
first  Notice  of  a  measure  that  has  been 
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giyen  by  the  present  Govemment — at 
any  rate,  the  first  Notice  of  any  measure 
of  importance  —has  been  for  a  Bill  for 
improving  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
and  cottars  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland.  I  ask  the  House  whether 
it  is  a  fair  reward  to  a  Government 
which  has  shown  itself  so  anxious  to 
grapple,  and  to  grapple  rapidly  and 
thoroughly,  with  this  great  question — 
whether  it  is  fair  to  reject  the  earnest 
appeal  of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  has 
given  this  pledge,  which  you  may  be 
sure  he  will  make  good — not  to  insert 
Amendments  in  this  Address;  and  I 
think  hon.  Members  will  have  to  show 
very  strong  cause  indeed  for  inserting 
this  Amendment,  because  it  is  an  Amend- 
ment of  a  very  serious  nature.  The 
Amendment,  after  the  Preamble  that  I 
have  quoted,  goes  on  to  declare  that  the 
Houge  is  of  opinion  that  until  a  Land 
Bill  dealing  in  a  comprehensive  manner 
with  the  proved  and  admitted  grievances 
of  the  Highland  crofters  has  been  passed 
into  law  the  Civil  and  Military  Forces 
of  the  Crown  should  not  be  employed  in 
evicting  the  people  from  their  here- 
ditary holdiuga.  I  earnestly  trust  that 
before  voting  hon.  Members  will  con- 
sider the  very  serious  nature  of  the 
Amendment  for  which  they  are  voting. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Caithness-shire 
(Dr.  Clark),  in  his  interesting  speech, 
referred  to  the  great  distress  of  the  fish- 
ing population,  and  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  are  suffering  by  the  compe- 
tition of  ^awlers,  and  by  the  discrimi- 
nating rates  of  railways.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
whether  the  fishing  population  of  the 
Western  Highlands  are  the  only  fishing 
population  in  the  United  Kingdom  that 
are  suffering  from  bad  trade  and  de- 
pression ?  If  that  is  not  the  ease,  why 
should  we  adopt  such  a  strong  remedy 
as  that  of  suspending  the  ordinary  ope- 
ration of  the  law  in  their  case,  and  in 
their  case  alone  ?  I  must  frankly  own 
that  I  would  not  assent  to  such  a  pro- 
posal. Before  adopting  it,  two  facts 
would  have  to  be  established.  One  of 
these  two  facts  would  be  that  the  popu- 
lation that  was  going  to  be  specially 
benefited  by  such  a  very  strong  proposal 
as  this  was  suffering  from  any  great 
grievance  of  a  nature  requiring  to  be 
remedied,  or  from  any  great  danger; 
and  the  other  thing  that  would  have  to 
be  eatabliahed  woidd  be  that  it  had  been 

J&.  TreveJyan 


up  to  this  time  entirely  neglected  by  Par- 
liament.   But  are  the  people  of  these 
Highlands  and  Islands  suffering  under 
any  very   great  grievance  from    evic- 
tions, or  from  any  danger  of  evictions  ? 
I  am  glad  to  think  that  at  a  time  like 
this  in  England  and  Scotland  the  land- 
lords are  treating  their  people  with  that 
sort  of  consideration  which   ought  to 
exist  between  the    landlords  and  the 
tenants.     [**  Oh,  oh !  "1    I  will  not  say 
it  is  being  done  everywhere;  but  I  know 
of  many  cases  in  England  and  in  Scot- 
land where  large  reductions  are  being 
given,  and  very  freely  given — perma- 
nent reductions — and  where  the  eviction 
of  an  old  tenant  is  the  very  last  idea 
that  would  occur  to  the  mind  of  tht* 
landlord.     But   are  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland  at  this  moment  the  districte 
where  there  is  an  exception  to  this  rule  ? 
Are  the  Highlands,  during  the  last  twu 
years,  districts  where  evictions  are  being 
ruthlessly  carried  out  ?    If  there  can  be 
any  charge  brought  against  the  lat'* 
Government,  or  against  the  Government 
which  preceded  it,  it  would  be — ^not  tha* 
evictions  in  the  Highlands  were   to 
easily  carried  out,  but  that,  practically 
there  were  no  evictions  at  all,  even  whei 
rents  could  not  be  obtained.    There 
no  part  of  the  country  in  which,  at  tL 
moment,  there  is  such  immense  and  su 
general  arrears  as  in  certain  parts  of : 
Highlands ;  and  to   tell  the  House 
Conmionsthat  during  the  last  six  mon' 
that  during  the  last  two  years,   ;l 
have  been  any  exceptional  crop  of  • 
tions  is  to  tell  them  something  wbi- 
not  a  fact ;  and,  imless  it  is  confirm^ 
the  most  powerful  evidence,  the  11 
could  not  be  induced  to  accept  pu 
extremely  strong  Resolution.     B  i 
not  the  case.    There  is  a  general  i 
among  the  landlords  of  the  Higl 
as  there  is  a  feeling  in  the  \1 
Commons,  and  in  the  country  in  .. 
that  the  crofters  of  the  Westeii. 
are  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  e 
which  ought  to  have  been  alct  ^ 
Ago  by  legislation,  and  that  th 
districtin  which,  of  all  others  iu  * 
try,  the  power  of  eviction  o  .. 
less  ruthlessly  and  most  merci :  •^■ 

and  I  do  not  believe  I  am  exa  .  >  .  . 

when  I  say  that  there  is  n<-  .         w  j 
these  Islands  where  the   \ 
been  in  less  danger  of  evictit 
were  in  the  crofting  districts 
Now,  I  come  to  the  quvsti         4ifl|.4i 
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has  been  done  for  the  crofters  in  this 
respect  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
Never  was  so  strong  a  Besolution  passed, 
giving  so  very  marked  a  lesson  in  the 
direction  of  doing  the  utmost  to  mitigate 
the  rights  of  landlords  to  the  Executive 
Gk)vernment,  as  the  Eesolution  that  was 
passed  on  the  14th  of  November,  1884, 
at  the  instance  of  a  distinguished  Irish 
Member,  who  has  vindicated  his  right  to 
take  up  the  cause  of  the  crofters.  The 
Besolution  was  as  follows : — 

Resolved  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  to 
give  effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission  upon  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
and  cottars  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland,  or  to  apply  such  other  remedies  as 
they  deem  advisable ;  and  that  this  House 
concurs  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Royal 
Ck>mmi68ion  at  pa^e  110  of  its  Report,  that 
'  The  mere  vindication  of  authority  and  repres- 
sion of  resistance  would  not  establish  the  rela- 
tions of  mutual  confidence  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  in  the  absence  of  which  the  Country 
would  not  be  truly  at  peace,  and  all  our  inquiries 
and  counsels  would  be  expended  in  vain.'  " 

That  is  the  Eesolution  under  which,  at 
this  moment,  the  Highlands  of  Scotland 
are  being  administered — the  unanimous 
Besolution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
giving  the  greatest  moral  sanction  in  its 
power  to  the  theory  that  the  rights  of 
the  landlord  should  not  be  pressed.  On 
that  Besolution  the  landlords  of  the 
West  of  Scotland  have  acted,  and  since 
that  Besolution  was  passed  evictions 
have  not  been  oppressive ;  and  to  say 
that  they  were  numerous  would  be  to 
say  something;  which  is  very  far  from 
the  fact  in  ^e  Western  Highlands. 
While  I  may  have  been  willing  to  give 
a  passive  assent  to  that  Besolution,  I 
cannot  go  further;  the  Qovernment 
cannot  go  further,  and  lay  down  the  opi- 
nion that  the  law  is  not  to  be  supported. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  whether  the  Qo- 
vemment  would  be  prepared  to  send 
troops  to  enable  Mr.  Winans  to  make 
any  fresh  evictions  in  order  to  extend 
his  deer  forests?  During  the  last  six 
months,  under  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, no  troops  have  been  sent  into  that 
district ;  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  very 
likely  that,  under  a  Liberal  Qovernment, 
any  troops  will  be  sent  for  such  a  pur- 
pose. We  desire  to  find  a  remedy,  not 
in  making  any  declarations  of  this  sort, 
but  in  bringing  in  and  pressing  forward 
a  Bill  giving  the  largest  measure  of  pro- 
tection and  comfort  to  the  crofting  popu- 
lation that  the  general  sense  of  the 


country  and  the  wisdom  of  Parliament 
will  allow  us  to  give.  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  was  rather  struck  by  the  speech  of 
one  hon.  Member  who  represents  the 
crofters,  and  by  the  fact  that  he  insisted 
so  very  much  upon  one  side  of  their 
difficulties  and  grievances — namely,  that 
of  the  want  of  fixity  of  tenure  and  of 
fair  rent,  while  he  said  so  little  of  what 
I  believe  the  crofters  themselves  feel  is 
at  the  bottom  of  their  difficulties,  and 
that  is  the  want  of  more  land.  I  hope 
I  have  given  sufficient  reasons  to  induce 
the  House  to  sympathize  with  me  in  my 
earnest  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  and 
those  who  act  with  him  not  to  press  this 
Amendment  on  the  Address.  If  he  does 
press  it  he  will  be  sure  to  find  in  the 
Lobby  against  him  many  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sympathize  with  his 
clients  with  a  sympathy  almost  as  strong 
as  his  own,  and  some  who  have  a  know- 
ledge not  immensely  below  even  his 
great  knowledge  of  what  they  really 
want.  I  wish  to  present  a  further  argu- 
ment to  the  House  relating  to  this  sub- 
ject. It  is  a  most  important  thing  that 
just  at  this  moment  we  should  not  pass 
a  Besolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
which  weakens  the  authority  of  the  law, 
which  refuses  to  allow  the  Government 
to  discriminate  between  those  cases  in 
which  rent  is  retained  in  the  hands  of  the 
person  who  is  able  to  pay  his  rent,  and  be- 
tween those  cases  in  which  a  crofter  is  suf- 
fering hopelessly  under  arrears  brought 
about  by  an  oppressive  state  of  the  law. 
There  is  another  reason  connected  with 
the  Western  Highlands  why,  at  this  mo- 
ment, we  cannot  afford  to  relax  the  au- 
thority of  the  law.  There  is  the  ques- 
tion of  rates.  The  authorities  have 
great  difficulty  in  getting  rates  from  the 
occupiers,  and  from  other  people  be- 
sides ;  and  if  the  House  of  Commons 
pass  this  Besolution,  which  I  feel  bound 
to  say  is  an  unjust  and  an  improper  one, 
and,  in  face  of  the  legislation  which  the 
Government  promise,^  a  most  unneces- 
sary one,  you  will  weaken  the  hands  of 
the  parochial  authorities  in  collecting 
those  rates,  and  bring  about  a  state  of 
things  which  will  be  most  disastrous 
and  most  discreditable,  and,  to  the  edu- 
cation of  those  districts  more  especially, 
?6rhaps  quite  fatal.  I  trust  that  what 
have  said  will  not  be  considered  as  in 
any  way  showing  a  waot  of  sympathy 
with  the  condition  of  the  crofters ;  but 
1 1  earnestly  hope,  in  view  of  what  I  have 
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said,  and  the  promise  of  the  Qovernment 
to  introduce  a  measure,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  his  way  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  he  begged 
to  congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  his  appointment  in  the  Mi- 
nistry as  Secretary  for  Scotland.  He 
seemed,  however,  to  be  but  imperfectly 
acquainted  with  the  condition  of  the 
"Western  Highlands.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  pos- 
sessed any  exact  information  as  to  the 
number  of  evictions,  or  the  number  of 
notices  which  had  been  served  to  pro- 
duce evictions  at  the  coming  term.  He 
had  been  informed  that  no  fewer  than 
200  notices  of  eviction  were  served  to 
become  due  in  May  last  year.  A  di£B.- 
culty  arose  as  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  law.  The  crofters  claimed  the 
benefit  of  the  Agricultural  Holdiugs 
Act ;  and  it  was  found  upon  trial  in 
Edinburgh  that  the  landlords  must  give 
six  months'  notice  to  the  tenants,  they 
having  failed  to  do  so.  He  had  ob- 
served from  the  newspapers  that  some 
landlords  had  served  notices  of  eviction 
in  a  wholesale  manner.  Those  notices 
would  come  into  force  on  the  15th  of 
May  next,  and  it  was  then  that  the 
difficulties  of  the  situation  would  arise. 
Then  was  the  time  when  the  landlords 
in  the  Highlands  would  have  to  appeal 
to  the  forces  of  the  Grown  in  order  to 
carry  out  those  arbitrary  and  unjust 
evictions.  The  hon.  Member  for  Argyll- 
shire (Mr.  Macfarlane)  did  not  ask  the 
suspension  of  evictions  to  be  carried  out 
indefinitely,  but  only  until  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  came  into  effect.  It 
was  feared,  and  with  too  much  reason, 
that  a  great  number  of  evictions  would 
take  place  in  the  Highlands  in  May 
next.  Notice  had  been  served  by  the 
landlords  to  that  effect ;  and  if  the  Bill 
of  the  Government  became  law,  it  would 
not  come  into  operation  in  time  to  pre- 
vent the  landlords  carrying  out  the 
evictions  at  Whitsuntide.  He  thought 
the  House  was  called  upon  to  express 
its  opinion  on  this  question,  and  to  say 
that  the  civil  and  military  powers  of  the 
Crown  should  not  be  used  for  evicting 
tenants  in  the  Western  Highlands  of 
Scotland.  Unless  the  Government 
adopted  some  such  opinion  as  this, 
there  was  great  reason  to  apprehend 
serious  difficulties  in  Scotland  in  May. 
The  responsibility  for  maintaining  the 
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peace  of  those  districts  would  rest  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    He  should, 
be  sorry  to  encourage  any  movement 
for  the  non-payment  of  rent ;  but  those 
acquainted  with  the   condition  of   the 
Highlands  knew  that  the  tenants  had 
not,  at  the  present  time,  the  means  of 
paying,  either  from  farming  operations 
or  from  fishing ;  and  he  thought  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  intervene  to  prevent  the 
landlords  taking  advantage  of  such  a 
state  of  circumstances  to  evict  crofters. 
There  were  many  cases  in  which  the 
holdings  of  the  crofters  were  worthless 
for  the  purpose  of  making  rent.     They 
were  really  a  foothold  for  the  men  on 
the  soil,  and  the  rents  had  always  been 
paid  from  fishing,  or  by  some  members  of 
the  family  going  to  some  other  part  of 
Scotland  and  paying  the  rent  of  those 
who  remained  at  home.     He  considered 
that  the  case  was  sufficient  to  justify 
the  action  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
recommended  to  the  House.    The  sus- 
pense of  evictions  would  only  affect  bad 
landlords;  and  he  thought  the  case  of 
the  crofters  was  quite  as  strong  as  that 
of  the  Irish  peasants  when  the  Govern- 
ment brought  in  a  Bill  in  former  years 
to  suspend  evictions.    The  people  in  the 
Western  Highlands  were  a  law-abiding, 
godly  people,  and  no  one  would  accuse 
them  of  turbulence  unless  they  had  good 
cause  for  the  complaints  they  had  made; 
and  he  should  have  thought  the  Go- 
vernment, under  verj'  difficult  circum- 
stances, would  have  been  very  glad  to 
accept  the  Motion. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  wished 
to  join  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  in  congratulating 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Tre* 
velyan)  upon  his  appointment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  shown  an  earnest  sym- 
pathy with  the  grievances  of  the  crofters, 
and  in  the  indication  which  he  had  g^ven 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  those  g^evances  in  a 
stroDg  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  that,  in  the  language  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
the  suspension  of  evictions,  he  had 
taken  a  somewhat  unfavourable  view  of 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyll- 
shire. He  thought  that,  at  this  mo- 
ment, the  relations  between  landlords 
and  crofters  in  the  Western  Highlands 
were  very  much  strained;  and  there  was 
a  fear  that,  unless  notices  of  evietioii 
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'were  witblield,  trouble  would  ensue  in 
that  region  at  an  early  date.  On  tlie 
"whole,  however,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Menaber  would  be  wise  in  listening  to 
the  appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him, 
and  not  press  his  Amendment  in  view  of 
the  Bill  promised  by  the  GoTernment. 

Mb.  BOYD  KINNEAR  said,  that 
there  were  one  or  two  points  in  the 
speech  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  on 
which  he  wished  to  make  a  brief  remark. 
The  first  was  the  statement  that  had 
been  made  as  to  the  improbability  of 
troops  being  employed  to  carry  out  evic- 
tions under  a  Liberal  Government.  But 
it  was  a  fact  that  under  the  last  Liberal 
Government  troops  were  sent  to  carry  out 
the  service  of  writs,  the  result  of  which 
would  be  the  eviction  of  crofters;  and, 
therefore,  there  could  be  no  security 
that  this  would  not  happen  again  merely 
because  a  Liberal  Government  was  in 
power.  Another  statement  was  that 
there  existed  in  other  parts  of  this  King- 
dom a  general  depression  in  agriculture 
calling  for  a  remedy ;  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  the  remedy  desired  in  this 
case  should  be  refused  because  it  did  not 
embrace  every  other  case.  There  was, 
however,  one  point  in  the  speech  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  which  would  lead 
him  to  join  in  urging  the  withdrawal  of 
the  Amendment ;  and  that  was  the  pro- 
mise g^ven  that  in  the  proposed  Bill  of 
the  Government  it  was  intended  to  take 
powers  for  preventing  evictions  in  all 
cases  in  which  they  ought  not  to  be 
carried  out.  [**No,  no!"]  If  it  were 
not  so  he  was  very  sorry,  and  in  that 
case  he  did  not  see  that  it  was  easy 
to  avoid  voting  for  the  Amendment. 
True,  it  proposed  the  stoppage  of  evic- 
tions of  every  sort,  and  he  could  not 
honestly  support  a  Bill  which  should  in- 
volve that  principle,  because  there  might 
be  cases  in  which  evictions  might  be 
legitimate  and  proper.  There  might  be 
cases  in  which  tenants  could  pay  their 
rents  and  would  not.  The  law  ought  to 
distinguish  between  the  two  classes  of 
cases.  But  this  could  easily  be  done  in 
any  measure  to  be  introduced.  If  he 
were  mistaken  as  to  the  scope  of  the 
Government  Bill,  it  was  the  duty  of 
Scottish  Members  and  of  Liberal  Mem- 
bers from  every  part  of  the  Kingdom 
to  vote  for  the  Amendment.  T^hat  he 
desired  was  that  such  modifications 
should  be  introduced  into  the  present 
law  as  would  be   necessary  to  make  it 


more  consistent  with  justice.  No  law 
would  command  the  respect  of  the 
people  of  this  country  except  in  so 
far  as  it  was  based  on  justice.  The 
g^eat  changes  in  circumstances  which 
had  taken  place  since  the  bargains  and 
leases  were  entered  into  should  be  taken 
into  consideration.  Those  changes  had 
not  been  brought  about  by  the  landlord 
or  the  tenant.  They  had  come  upon  us 
by  causes  altogether  beyond  the  control 
of  any  human  being ;  but  it  ought  to  be 
recognized  that  they  were  upon  us.  As 
he  had  said,  what  he  and  others  desired 
was  to  modify  and  alter  bargains  entered 
into,  so  as  to  make  them  what  fair  and 
just-minded  men  would  enter  into  at  the 
present  time.  He  would  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  H.  a.  MACDONALD:  I 
only  rise.  Sir,  on  account  of  an  observa- 
tion which  was  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Maofarlane), 
which,  although  not  intended  to  be  used 
in  an  ofEensive  sense,  was  to  the  efi'ect 
that  the  words  in  the  Address  may 
mean  no  more  than  that  a  measure  was 
to  be  introduced  for  reUef  by  the 
parochial  authorities.  I  have  no  desire 
to  protract  the  debate  upon  the  Address ; 
but,  as  such  a  suggestion  has  been 
made,  I  think  it  right  to  state  publicly 
that  there  was  no  such  intention  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
in  placing  those  words  in  the  Queen's 
Speech ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  our 
intention  to  introduce  a  measure  which 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyll- 
shire and  the  Members  from  Scotland 
who  have  spoken  in  this  debate  would 
have  found  to  have  been  a  somewhat 
comprehensive  measure.  I  have  only 
to  say  that  no  description  of  that  mea- 
sure could  have  been  more  unlike  reality 
than  the  suggestion  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyllshire  has  made.  I 
think  it  is  necessary,  however,  to  give 
some  explanation  on  behalf  of  myself 
and  my  Colleagues  in  the  late  Govern- 
ment who  propose  to  vote  against  this 
Amendment.  We  vote  against  it  be- 
cause we  are  satisfied  that  it  can  serve 
no  good  purpose.    It  expresses  the  re- 

§ret  of  the  House  that  in  the  Queen's 
peech — 

^'  The  reference  to  the  condition  of  the 
people  in  the  Highlands  and  Islandfl  of  Scot- 
land is  of  a  vague  and  indefinite  character ;  " 

whereas  it  is  proposed  to  amend   that 
condition  by  the  Bill  which  is  promised 
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to  be  brought  into  the  House.  The 
latter  part  of  the  Besolution,  if  passed 
by  this  House,  will  declare — 

"  That  until  a  Land  Bill  dealing  in  a  com- 
prehensive manner  with  the  proved  and  ad- 
mitted grievances  of  the  Highland  People  has 
been  passed  into  Law,  the  Civil  or  Military 
Forces  of  the  Oown  should  not  be  employed 
to  evict  those  People  from  their  hereiditary 
homes.*' 

Such  a  BesolutioQ  ought  not  to  be 
passed.  The  word  **  satisfactory"  is 
itself  most  vague.  Satisfactory  to  whom, 
the  nation  or  the  crofters  ?  and  satisfac- 
tory on  what  basis  ?  I  have,  therefore, 
no  hesitation  in  supporting  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  that  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.     M*LAEEN  :    My    right    hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scotiand  has 
made  an  appeal  to  the  Liberal  Members 
to  vote  against  this  Amendment.     He 
tells  us  that  it  would  be  injurious  and 
improper  in  us  to  carry  this  Resolution 
in  the  face  of  the  promise  which  Her 
Majesty's    Government  have  made  to 
desu.   immediately   with    this    pressing 
question.    But  in  the  same  speech  he 
was  candid  enough  to  tell  us,  from  his 
knowledge  of  the  measures  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet, 
that  the  Bill  proposed  to  be  introduced 
will  not  deal  with  the  salient  point  of 
the    Amendment.    He    intimated  that 
the  Bill  will  contain  no  provision   for 
suspending    the   process    of   evictions, 
which    hon.    Members    from    Scotland 
assure  us  will  be  put  in  force   about 
Whitsuntide.    A  few  Sessions  ago  we 
had  a  similar  Amendment  proposed  in 
the  Address  by  Members  from  Ireland ; 
and  the  present  Prime  Minister  on  that 
occasion  accepted  the  principle  in  the 
analogous  case   of  that  country.     He 
caused  a  Bill  to  be  brought  in  dealing 
with  evictions,  in  the  shape  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance ;  and  so  impor- 
tant was  that  Bill  considered  that  all 
the  Business  of    the  House  was  sus- 
pended in  order  that  it  might  be  passed. 
We  do  not  ask  now  for  any  revolutionary 
measures,  or  that  criminals  or  ofiPenders 
should  be  supported;  but  we  simply  ask 
that  these  unfortunate  crofters  who  have 
had  notice  of  eviction  served  upon  them 
shall  not  be  evicted  unless  their  case  does 
not  happen  to  come  within    the    four 
corners  of  the  Bill.     In  the  event  of  the 
Bill  becoming  law,  I  presume  that  it  is 
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impossible  to  pass  it  between  this  and 
Whitsuntide  ;  and  I  suppose  that  the 
landlords  are  not  disposed  to  give  any 
pledge  that  they  will  not  cany  out 
evictions  in  the  meantime.  We  simply 
ask  now  that  the  Liberal  Party,  who 
have  come  back  from  the  country 
pledged  to  deal  with  this  Land  Question, 
should  give  effect  to  the  pledges  which 
they  gave  to  their  constituents,  and 
take  me  only  opportunity  which  offers 
itself  between  this  time  and  Whitsun- 
tide to  obtain  a  declaration  from  the 
Government  that  they  will  not  use  the 
Civil  or  Military  Forces  at  their  disposal 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  evictions. 
The  Government,  not  with  any  intention 
of  being  unfair,  but  owing,  I  presume, 
to  a  mistake,  have  mixed  up  this  ques- 
tion with  the  analogous  question  of  a 
refusal  to  pay  rates  and  taxes.  My 
opinion,  and  that  of  those  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  this  part  of  Scotland,  is 
that  the  refusal  to  pay  rates  and  taxes 
has  arisen  from  abortive  attempts  to  en- 
force evictions  for  non-payment  of  rates. 
But  the  principal  persons  who  are  re- 
fusing to  pay  rates  and  taxes  are  not 
the  crofters,  but  the  landlords  who  have 
been  evicting  the  crofters.  All  I  ask  is 
that  the  Forces  of  the  Grown  should  not 
be  used  in  turning  out  these  unfortunate 
crofters  pending  legislation  to  meet  their 
case ;  and  unless  I  receive  some  assur- 
ance from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Scretary  for  Scotland  that  it  is  proposed 
to  withhold  the  employment  of  the  Forces 
of  the  Grown  for  that  purpose  I  shall 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  and  I  trust 
that  other  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  take  the  same  course. 

Mb.  DONALD  CEAWFOED :  I  am 
very  unwilling  to  protract  the  debate; 
but  I  think  that  the  speeches  which  have 
already  been  made  would  convey  a  wrong 
impression  to  the  House,  and  induce  it 
to  be  believed  that  a  majority  of  Mem- 
bers, who  sympathize  with  the  case  of 
the  crofters,  are  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane).  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  speaking  in  the  name 
of  those  who  sympathize  deeply  with  that 
part  of  the  population,  because  in  regard 
to  my  own  constituency  —  North -East 
Lanark — although  it  is  not  a  crofter  con* 
stituency,  and  although  it  consists  of  a 
hard-working  and  industrious  popula- 
tion engaged  in  industries  different  firom 
that  of  the  crofters,  I  may  say  that  no 
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question  was  pressed  more  strongly  upon 
my  notice  during  the  election  than  the 
subject  of  the  crofters  ;  and  there  are 
Tery  few  Members  in  the  House  whose 
acquaintance  with  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland  dates  as  far  back,  in  the  early 
period  of  their  lives,  as  my  own.  I 
confess  that  I  am  not  surprised,  for 
certain  reasons,  that  this  Amendment 
has  been  put  forward.  In  the  first 
place,  I  think  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
oer  for  Argyllshire  is  justified  in  the 
observations  he  made  with  reference 
to  the  paragraph  in  the  Address  to  the 
Crown.  If  anything  more  than  some 
eleemosynary  measure  of  relief  was  con- 
templated by  the  words  which  have  been 
placed  in  the  Address,  I  think  that  those 
words  have  been  chosen  with  singular  in- 
felicity. There  is  also  this  further 
point.    After  the  Eesolution  which  was 

Sassed  last  year  there  was  a  Bill  intro- 
need  by  Her  Majesty's  Q-overnment — 
the  Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone) — dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject. That  Bill  might  easily  have  been 
passed  in  the  course  of  last  Session ;  and 
the  Prime  Minister  made  an  appeal  to 
the  late  Government,  when  the  change 
of  Government  occurred  and  they  came 
into  Office,  that  that  Bill  should  be 
passed.  That  appeal  was  not  listened  to, 
and  the  request  of  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  rejected  ;  and  I  think  that 
much  allowance  must  be  made  for  the 
crofters,  after  the  patience  which  they 
and  their  friends  have  manifested,  in 
seeing  legislation  promised  year  aiter 
year  which  would  give  them  relief, 
Dut  which,  when  the  moment  comes 
when  it  ought  to  be  carried  to  com- 
pletion, has  been,  by  one  accident  or 
another,  retarded  and  set  aside.  I 
submit,  however,  that  there  is  scarcely 
anything  which  could  justify  such  a 
sweeping  interference  with  the  ordinary 
action  of  the  law  in  the  enforcement  of 
contracts  as  is  proposed  in  this  Amend- 
ment. I  say  **  scarcely  anything  "  be- 
cause I  think  there  is  one  state  of  cir- 
cumstances which  might  justify  it ;  and 
that  is  if  evidence  were  produced  of  a 
systematic  intention  to  evade  a  Bill  just 
coming  on  by  evicting  as  many  persons 
as  possible  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
such  evictions  earned  out  before  the 
Bill  was  passed.  But  we  have  no  evi- 
dence of  that  kind,  and  no  allegation  of 
that  nature  at  all ;  and  although  the  hon. 


Member  for  Argyllshire  has  said  that 
he  could  string  a  number  of  instances 
together  and  lay  them  before  the  House, 
if  it  would  not  weary  the  House,  he  did 
not  do  so.  WeU,  I  appreciate  his  ge- 
nerous consideration  for  the  House  in 
that  respect ;  but  I  submit  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  lay  such  evidence 
before  the  House  before  such  an  inter- 
ference with  the  action  of  the  law  as 
this  could  be  agreed  to.  It  is  a  far 
more  sweeping  measure  than  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  Bill,  because 
that  Bill  proposed  to  arrest  evictions 
under  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, whereas  in  this  case  we  are 
asked  not  to  proceed  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  but  arbitrarily  to  stay  the 
hands  of  the  authorities.  I  think  that 
the  assurance  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land ought  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  moved  the  Amendment,  and  I 
hope  that  he  will  not  press  the  Eesolu- 
tion. I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  there  are  many  hon.  Members  in 
the  same  position  as  myself,  who  have 
the  warmest  sympathy  for  the  object 
which  he  has  at  heart,  and  who  will  vote 
with  him  and  speak  for  him  if  necessary, 
unless  the  promised  measure  is  one  of  a 
thoroughly  liberal  and  satisfactory  cha* 
racter,  and  one  which  will  completely 
satisfy  the  ]ust  demands  of  the  crofters. 
Me.  SAUNDERS  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  has  been 
pleased  to  state  to  the  House  that, 
in  his  opinion,  scarcely  anything  can 
justify  the  adoption  of  this  Amendment. 
Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  case 
should  be  put  the  other  way.  Can  any- 
thing justify  the  evictions  which  will 
take  place  unless  this  Amendment  is 
passed?  The  very  fact  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  promised  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
crofters  shows  that  these  impending 
evictions  will  take  place  under  unjust 
conditions.  As  an  English  Member  and 
as  a  Member  sitting  on  this  (the  Mi- 
nisterial) side  of  the  House,  I  am  de- 
sirous of  finding  any  reason,  if  I  pos- 
sibly can,  for  adopting  the  appeal  which 
is  made  to  us  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  I  can  find  no  such  reason.  It 
is  perfectly  clear  that  no  Bill  can  be  in- 
troduced and  carried  through  this  House 
which  will  prevent  the  evictions  which 
will  take  place  next  May,  if  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  proposed  is  not 
carried.    I,    therefore,  cannot  absolve 
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my  conscience  from  the  necessity  for 
voting  for  this  Amendment,  whatever 
inconvenience  may  arise  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  consequence.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  if  hon.  Members 
realize  the  fact  that  the  vote  they  are 
now  about  to  give  may  cause  hundreds 
of  honest  men  to  be  evicted  from  their 
homes  they  will  hesitate  before  they 
reject  the  Amendment  which  would 
save  the  crofters  from  such  a  fate. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  104 ;  Noes 
234 :  Majority  130.— (Div.  list,  No.  4.) 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  to  draw  up  an  Address 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  said 
Resolution : — ^Mr.  Gladstone,  The  Ghanobllok 
of  the  ExcHBQUBB,  Mr.  Sbcretart  ChildbrSi 
Mr.  MuNDBLLAy  Mr.  Morlbt,  Mr.  Campbbll- 
Bannbrmak,  Mr.  Brtcb,  Mr.  Arnold  Morlbt^ 
Sir  Ughtrbd  Kat-Shuttlbworts,  and  Mr. 
Aolan D,  or  any  Three  of  them : — ^To  withdraw 
immediately :  --Qaeea*s  Speech  referred, 

THE  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  THE 
QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Eeport  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read, 
as  fouows : — 

Most  Gracious  Soybrbion, 

**  Wb,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
subjects,  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  Parliament 
assembled,  beg  leave  to  oonrey  to  Your  Ma- 
jesty our  thanks  for  the  Gracious  Speech  which 
Your  Majesty  has  addressed  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament. 

«  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Your  Majesty's  relations  with 
other  Powers  continue  to  be  of  a  friendly 
character. 

^*  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  difiference  which  existed,  when  Your 
Majesty  last  addressed  us,  between  Your  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemment  and  that  of  Russia,  on  the 
subject  of  the  Boundaries  of  Afghanistan,  has 
been  satisfactorily  adjusted,  and  that,  in  pur- 
suance of  a  Convention  which  will  be  laid  before 
us,  the  English  and  Russian  Commissioners^ 
with  the  full  concurrence  of  Your  Majesty's 
Ally,  the  Amir  of  Afghanistan,  have  been  en- 
gaged in  demarcating  the  frontier  of  that 
Country.  We  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we 
learn  with  satisfaction  that  Yoor  Miyesty  trust 
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that  their  work  may  tend  to  secure  the  con- 
tinuance of  peace  in  Central  Asia. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  a  rising  in  Eastern  Roumelia 
has  given  expression  to  the  desire  of  the  Inhahi- 
tants  for  a  change  in  the  political  arrangements 
under  which  they  were  placed  by  the  Treaty  of 
BerUn,  and  that  Your  AIajesty*s  object,  in  the 
negotiations  which  have  followed,  has  been  to 
bring  them,  according  to  their  wish,  under  the 
rule  of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  while  maintain  - 
ing  unimpaired  the  essential  rights  of  His  Im- 
perial Majesty  the  Sultan. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  under  a  Convention,  concluded  with  the 
Ottoman  Porte,  Commissioners  have  been  iq^ 
pointed  on  behalf  of  England  and  Turkey  to 
confer  with  His  Highness  the  Khedive,  and  to 
report  upon  the  Measures  required  for  securing 
the  defence  of  Egypt  and  the  stability  and 
efficiency  of  the  Government  in  that  Country. 

''We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in* 
forming  us  that,  greatly  to  Your  Majesty's  re- 
gret. Your  Majesty  was  compelled,  in  the  month 
of  November,  to  declare  War  against  Theebaw, 
the  King  of  Ava ;  that  acts  of  hostility  on  his 
part  against  Your  Majesty's  subjects  and  the 
interests  of  ,Your  Majesty's  Empire  had,  since 
his  accession,  been  deliberate  and  continuous  ; 
that  these  had  necessitated  the  withdrawal  of 
Your  ^fajesty's  Representative  from  his  Court ; 
and  that  Your  Majesty's  demands  for  redress 
were  systematically  evacled  and  disregarded. 

**  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  as 
that  an  attempt  to  confiscate  the  property  of 
Your  Migesty's  subjects,  trading  under  agree- 
ment in  his  dominions,  and  a  refusal^  settle 
the  dispute  by*  arbitration,  convinced  Yoor 
Majesty  that  the  protection  of  British  life  and 
property,  and  the  cessation  of  dangerous  anarchy 
in  Upper  Burmah  could  only  be  effected  by 
force  of  arms. 

**  We  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we  leam  with 
satisfaction  that  the  gallantry  of  Your  Majetty's 
European  and  Indian  Forces  under  Lieatenant- 
General  Sir  Harry  Prendergast  rapidly  brought 
the  Country  under  Your  Miyesty's  power ;  and 
we  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  Your  Majesty  has  decided  that  the 
most  certain  method  of  ensuring  peace  and 
order  in  those  regions  is  to  be  found  in  the  per- 
manent incorporation  of  the  Kingdom  of  Ava 
with  Your  Majesty's  Empire. 

**  We  thank  Your  Majesty  fur  informing  oi 
that  the  time  which  has  elapsed  since  Your  Ma- 
jesty assumed  the  direct  Government  of  India 
makes  it  desirable  that  the  operation  of  tho 
Statutes  by  which  that  change  was  effeoted 
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should  be  oarefnllj  inTestigatod,  and  for  com- 
mending this  important  matter  to  oar  earnest 
attention. 

"  We  aieare  Your  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
■atis^tion  that  a  protracted  negotiation  re- 
specting the  rights  of  the  Republic  of  France 
on  the  CkMwte  of  Newfoundland  under  the  Treaty 
of  Utrecht  has  been  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion  by  an  Agreement  which  will  be  laid 
before  us  and  before  the  Legislature  of  New- 
foundland as  soon  as  it  assembles,  and  that 
an  Agreement  has  also  been  made  with  Spain, 
securing  to  this  Country  all  commercial  rights 
granted  to  Germany  in  the  CaroUne  Islands. 

*'  We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  our  consent  will  be  asked  to 
LegialatiYe  Measures  rendered  necessary  by  a 
Conyention,  on  the  subject  of  International 
Copyright,  to  which  Tour  Majesty  has  agreed. 

'*We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  Estimates  for  the  Expendi- 
ture of  the  ensuing  year,  which  have  been 
framed  with  a  due  regard  to  efficiency  and 
economy,  will  be  submitted  to  ua. 

"  We  assure  Tour  Majesty  that  we  learn 
-with  regret  that  no  material  improvement  can 
lie  noted  in  the  condition  of  Trade  or  Agricul. 
ture ;  and  we  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing 
US  that  Tour  Miyesty  feels  the  deepest  sympathy 
for  the  great  number  of  persons,  in  many  voca- 
tioni  of  life,  who  are  suffering  under  a  pressure 
which  Tour  Majesty  trusts  will  prove  to  be 
transient:  but  we  humbly  express  our  regret 
that  no  measures  are  announced  by  Tour  Ma- 
jesty for  the  present  relief  of  these  classes,  and 
etpedally  for  affording  facilities  to  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  and  others  in  the  rural  districts 
to  obtain  allotments  and  small  holdings  on 
equitable  terms  as  to  rent  and  security  of 
tenure. 

"We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Tour  Majesty  has  seen  with 
deep  sorrow  the  renewal,  since  Tour  Majesty 
last  addressed  us,  of  the  attempt  to  excite  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  hostility  against  the  Legis- 
lative Union  between  that  Country  and  Great 
Britain;  that  Tour  Majesty  is  resolutely 
opposed  to  any  disturbance  of  that  fundamental 
Law,  and  that,  in  resisting  it,  Tour  Majesty  is 
convinced  that  Tour  Majesty  will  bo  heartily 
aapported  by  Tour  Parliament  and  Tour 
People. 

"  We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  social  no  less  than  the  material  condi- 
tion of  that  Country  engages  Tour  Majesty's 
anxious  attention ;  that,  although  there  has 
been  during  the  last  year  no  marked  increase 
of  seriouB  crime,  there  is  in  many  places  a  con- 


certed resistance  to  the  enforcement  of  legal 
obligations;  and  that  Tour  Majesty  regrets 
that  the  practice  of  organised  intimidation 
continues  to  exist. 

•*We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Tour  Majesty  has  caused  every 
exertion  to  be  used  for  the  detection  and  punish- 
ment of  these  crimes;  that  no  effort  will  be 
spared  on  the  part  of  Tour  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  protect  Tour  Majesty's  Irish  Subjects 
in  the  exercise  of  their  legal  rights  and  the 
enjoyment  of  individual  liberty,  and  that  if,  as 
Tour  Majesty's  information  led  Tour  Majesty 
to  apprehend,  the  existing  provisions  of  the 
Law  should  prove  to  be  inadequate  to  cope 
with  these  g^rowing  evils,  Tour  Majesty  looked 
with  confidenoe  to  our  willingness    to  invest 

Tour  Majesty's  Gt)vernment  with  all  necessary 
powers. 

''We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Bills  would  be  submitted  for 
transferring  to  Representative  Councils  in  the 
Counties  of  Great  Britain  local  business  which 
is  now  transacted  by  the  Courts  of  Quarter 
Session  and  other  authorities;  that  a  measure 
for  the  reform  of  County  Government  in  Ireland 
was  also  in  preparation ;  and  that  these  measures 
would  involve  the  consideration  of  the  present 
incidence  of  local  burdens. 

«  We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  making 
known  to  us  that  a  Bill  for  facilitating  the  Sale 
of  Glebe  Lands,  in  a  manner  adapted  to  the 
wants  of  the  rural  population,  would  also  be 
submitted  to  us ;  as  also  Bills  for  removing  the 
difficulties  which  prevent  the  easy  and  cheap 
^nsfer  of  land ;  for  mitigating  the  distressed 
condition  of  the  poorer  classes  in  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland;  for  the 
more  effectual  prevention  of  accidents  in  mines; 
for  extending  the  powers  of  the  Railway  Com- 
mission in  respect  of  the  Reg^ulation  of  Rates ; 
and  for  the  Codification  of  the  Criminal  Law. 

**  We  assure  Tour  Majesty  that  we  join  with 
Tour  Majesty  in  trusting  that  results  beneficial 
to  the  cause  of  education  may  issue  from  a  Royal 
Commission  which  Tour  Majesty  has  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Education 
Acts. 

"  We  humbly  assure  Tour  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
measures  which  may  be  submitted  to  us,  and 
that  we  earnestly  trust  that,  with  regard  to 
these  and  all  other  matters  pertaining  to  our 
functions,  the  keeping  and  guidance  of  Almighty 
Gk>d  may  be  vouchsafed  to  us." 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY:  Before 
the  House  passes  through  this  stage  of 
progress,   I  should  like  to  say  a  few 
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words  with  reference  to  some  of  the 
Irish  questions  raised  by  the  Address, 
and  which  may  be  raised  again  on  this 
stage  of  Beport.  An  Amendment  to  the 
Address  stood  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien).  That  Amendment 
referred  to  the  case  of  the  Irish  tenant 
farmers,  and  to  the  rigour  and  hardship 
of  Irish  evictions,  and  made  an  appeal 
to  the  Government  in  something  like  the 
same  spirit  as  the  appeal  made  on  the 

Sart  of  the  Scotch  crofters  by  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfar- 
lane).  We  might  have  pressed  that 
Amendment  to  the  Address,  and  there 
were  many  reasons  why  it  mieht  be  sup- 
posed that  we  ought  to  have  aone  so;  but 
hon.  Members  with  whom  I  have  the 
honour  to  act  considered  it  better,  on  the 
whole,  not  to  press  the  Amendment  at 
the  time,  and  under  the  circumstances. 
We  felt  fully,  of  course,  the  respon- 
sibility we  undertook  in  refraining  from 
pressing  so  important  an  Amendment. 
We  feel  most  keenly,  I  need  scarcely 
say,  the  hardships  and  miseries  to  whion 
the  Irish  tenant  farmers  are  exposed, 
and  the  dangers  and  penalties  almost 
certain  to  fall  on  them  during  the  next 
few  months,  or  during  the  next  few 
weeks,  by  the  system  of  evictions  in 
Ireland.  We  know  full  weU,  to  our 
sorrow,  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Government  called  a 
"  shower  of  snow  flakes  "  in  the  shape 
of  eviction  notices.  These  snow  flakes 
are  already  beginning  to  fall,  far  and 
wide,  over  Ireland ;  and  we  know  well  the 
power  of  that  *'  shower  of  snow  flakes  " 
to  extinguish  the  fire  on  many  a  hearth. 
It  was  not,  I  need  not  say,  from  want  of 
knowledge,  or  any  want  of  appreciation 
of  the  importance  of  the  Amendment, 
that  we  did  not  press  it.  We  had  more 
than  one  reason  for  the  course  we  have 
decided  upon  taking.  One  reason  was 
that  we  knew  the  Ghovemment  has  only 
recently  been  formed ;  that  it  is  acting 
now  under  difficult  conditions  ;  and  we 
cannot  expect  Ministers  to  be  ready  with 
a  full  and  clear  programme  of  policy  on 
all  points.  Another  reason  was — we 
thought,  if  we  pressed  forward  the 
Amendment,  we  mieht  be  misleading 
the  Government  and  the  House  with 
regard  to  what  we  believe  to  be  the  re- 
lative importance  of  the  great  questions 
belonging  to  Ireland,  and  wluch  will 
have   to   be   discussed  in  this  Session 
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of  Parliament.  We  do  think  that  the 
Government  might  have  announced 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  measure  to 
prevent  indiscriminate  evictions  all  over 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  was  very  strong  in  some  of  the 
statements  which  he  made  as  to  the  use 
of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  in  carrying  out 
evictions  in  Scotland.  He  reminded 
the  House  that  there  had  been  little  or 
no  use  made  of  the  troops  of  the  Queen 
to  enforce  the  carrying  out  of  evic* 
tions  under  the  Tory  Ghovemment,  and 
therefore  that  it  was  not  likely  that 
there  would  be  much  use  made  of 
them  under  a  Liberal  Administration. 
I  think  he  was  reminded  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House  that  there  was  no  such  ab- 
solute guarantee  for  the  crofters  of  Soot- 
land  in  that  matter ;  because,  tmder  a  pre- 
vious Liberal  Administration,  the  Forces 
of  the  Grown  had  been  used  to  carry 
out  evictions  there.  I  would  hope,  how- 
ever, from  the  statements  that  have  been 
made,  that  the  Government  at  present 
in  Office  will  be  inclined  to  do  all  that 
they  can  to  save  and  protect  the  unfor- 
tunate tenant  farmer,  and  to  stand  be- 
tween him  and  the  reckless  use  of  the 
landlord's  power.  A  law  may  be  used 
so  as  to  be  either  undiscriminating  and 
merciless,  or  it  may  be  so  used  as  to  be 
discriminating  and  merciful.  I  hope 
that  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  will  endea- 
vour to  use  his  great  power  and  in- 
fluence to  make  tne  law  discriminating 
and  merciful  as  regards  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland.  I  hope  he  will 
consider  and  distinguish  between  one 
eviction  and  another,  and  ^ideavonr  to 
use  his  power — and  I  am  sure  he  is  so 
inclined — ^in  a  manner  to  show  mennr  to 
those  who  would  pay  and  meet  their 
demands  if  they  could,  but  who,  from 
distress  and  poverty,  have  been  forced 
into  the  condition  of  hopeless  debtors. 
But  whilst  we  thought  all  this,  there 
were  reasons,  as  I  have  said,  to  induce 
us  to  forego  the  moving  of  the  Amend- 
ment. We  did  not  wish  to  mislead  the 
Government  and  the  House  as  to  our 
idea  of  the  relative  importance  of  the 
Irish  questions.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government,  in 
his  statement  this  evening,  told  us  that 
the  Government  intend  to  deal  with 
three  important  subjects  concemioff 
Ireland.    Jtet,  the  question  of  soctu 
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order  in  Ireland;  next,  what  he  pro- 
perly called  the ' '  great  question  "  of  land 
in  Ireland;  and,  thirdly,  the  question 
of  the  future  gOTemment  of  Ireland. 
Now,  we  were  under  the  impression 
that  if  we  hrought  forward  an  Amend- 
ment specially  dealing  with  the  Land 
Question,  and  no  other  Amendment, 
on  the  Address,  we  might  lead  the 
Gk>Temment  and  the  Mouse  to  he- 
Ueve  that  we  considered  the  Land 
Question  the  most  important,  and  the 
most  pressing  of  all  the  Irish  ques- 
tions of  the  Session.  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  are  not  under  that  impression. 
I  wish  it  to  he  distinctly  understood  by 
the  House — and  I  believe  I  speak  the 
unanimous  voice  of  the  National  Party 
in  this  House — that  we  consider  the 
great  question  of  Irish  National  Self- 
Oovemment  above  and  beyond  in  im- 
portance all  other  questions,  and  com- 
passing all  other  questions  around  in 
its  magnitude  and  strength.  Indeed, 
if  that  question  were  setUed,  all  other 
questions  would  settle  themselves.  [Irani- 
cdl  cheers  /rem  the  Oppoeition.']  I  per- 
fectly understand  that  cheer  from  the 
Benches  near  me ;  but  I  can  assure  those 
hon.  Members  that  even  in  their  interests 
— in  the  interests  of  the  landlord  party — 
it  would  be  better  by  far  that  the  question 
of  Irish  National  Self -Gbvemment  should 
he  settled  in  advance  of  all  other  ques- 
tions. The  Land  Question  migh^  no 
doubt,  be  settled  before  the  question  of 
National  Self-Gbvemment.  But  the  land- 
lord party  of  Ireland  in  this  House  may 
be  certain  that  if  the  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question  is  to  come  before  that  of 
National  Self-Oovemment,  the  settle- 
ment will  be  a  more  arduous  one  than 
a  settlement  that  comes  after  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  greater  question. 
Now,  the  Party  who  were  in  Office — 
the  late  Government — had  an  admirable 
chance  of  settling  the  question  of  Self- 
Govemment  if  they  could  only  have 
brought  up  their  minds  to  the  level  of  the 
crisis.  They  might  easily  have  carried 
a  measure  of  Home  Government,  for  they 
would  necessarily  have  bad  the  support 
of  a  large  number  of  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  they  might  have  carried  it, 
not  only  through  this  House,  but  most 
easily  through  the  House  of  Ix>rds.  But 
Bomehow  they  lost  the  opportunity. 
They  went  near  bringing  the  horse  to 
the  fence,  but  were  not  willing  or  able, 


at  the  last  moment,  to  take  the  jump. 
As  Atterbury  said  to  Swift — '*  There 
was  a  great  opportunity  lost  for  want  of 
spirit."  Then  came  that  mysterious 
change  in  their  policy  of  which  we,  the 
outsiders,  only  see  the  outward  and 
visible  signs,  but  about  which  I  think 
there  will  be  a  great  deal  of  very 
curious  history  to  be  written  for  the 
instruction  of  a  future  generation. 
The  sending  over  to  Ireland  of  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  from  this  House  on  a  mission  of 
inquiry,  and  the  proposed  visit  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
diogton  (Lord  Handolph  Ohurchill),  are 
amongst  the  incidents  that  will  have 
to  be  recorded.  They  first  sent  over 
an  inquiring  Gentleman,  a  Gentleman 
with  an  ear-trumpet,  and  now  they 
are  going  to  send  over  a  noble  Lord 
with  a  war-trumpet.  The  speeches 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  this  subject  re- 
mind me  of  a  character  in  one  of  Charles 
Dickens's  books — the  famous  Sim  Tap- 
pertit.  You  remember  that  Tappertit 
IS  under  the  impression  that  a  great 
social  revolution  is  about  to  go  on,  and 
he  declares  that  *'  something  will  come 
of  it — I  hope  it  mayn't  be  human  gore." 
Thereupon  he  rushes  forthwith  to  revel 
in  as  much  of  that  said  human  gore  as 
he  possibly  could.  I  hope  the  noble 
Lord  is  not  about  to  emulate  the  mis- 
sion of  the  immortal  Tappertit.  His 
sacred  mission  has,  I  trust,  nothing  to 
do  with  human  gore;  but  I  do  not 
think  we  can  congratulate  him  on  this 
newest  effort  of  the  Tory  Party  to  make 
history  in  Ireland.  The  Home  Bule 
Question  is  now  in  the  hands  of 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers;  it  is 
placed  especially  in  the  hands  of  one  of 
the  greatest  of  English  statesmen,  that 
statesman  who,  beyond  all  other  men,  is 
qualified,  and  I  believe  is  anxious,  to  bring 
it  to  a  satisfactory  settlement.  There  is 
one  other  reason,  and  I  desire  this  to  be 
brought  to  the  front.  Though  the 
statesman  now  at  the  head  of  the  Bealm 
is  vigorous  and  equal  to  the  great  task, 
we  cannot  count  upon  very  many  years 
of  his  active  services ;  and  it  is  on  him 
we  chiefly  rely,  among  all  English 
statesmen,  for  the  carrying  through  of 
this  great  measure  of  National  Some 
Bule.  Among  English  statesmen  at 
present  I  can  see  no  one  anything 
Juke  so  weU  qualified  as  the  present 
Prime  Minister  to  settle  the  question 
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of  Irish  Home  GoTernment.  Any  states- 
man so  inclined  oan  accomplish  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Land  Question;  but  at 
present  I  see  no  one  so  well  quali- 
fied as  the  present  Prime  Minister  to 
settle  the  Home  Bule  Question.  That 
is,  therefore,  another  reason  why  we  are 
most  anxious  and  most  eager  that  there 
should  be  no  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
order  in  which  these  questions  should  be 
taken ;  that  it  should  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  the  question  of  Home  Bule 
must  take  precedence  of  every  other. 
The  Irish  Eepresentatives  and  the 
Irish  people  are  anxious  to  settle  the 
question  of  Home  Bule,  and  are  clear 
that  it  must  come  first.  Nor  would  it 
be  possible  for  us  to  accept  with  good- 
will any  programme  or  arrangement 
which  would  put  that  question  later 
in  point  of  time  than  any  other  of  the 
great  questions  affecting  the  future  of 
the  country.  These  are  the  principal 
reasons  why  we  forbear  from  pressing 
the  Amendment.  We  daim  precedence 
for  the  great  national  question  of  Home 
Bule  over  every  other  question  affecting 
Ireland.  We  make  that  daim  in  the  name 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  in  the  interest 
not  only  of  the  Ijrish  people,  but  of  the 
English  people  as  well.  The  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland  will  undoubtedly 
suffer  in  the  next  few  months.  They 
have  suffered  much  already;  but  they 
are  a  patriotic  and  self-denying  dass  of 
men,  and  they  will  thoroughly  under- 
stand why  the  Irish  Members  of  the 
House  oi  Commons  demand  that  the 
National  claim  shall  have  precedence  of 
any  claim  they  have  to  make.  I  would, 
therefore,  strongly  urge  on  the  Govern- 
ment, if  they  are  determined  to  deal 
with  this  great  question  of  Home  Bule, 
not  to  interfere  with  the  chance  of  a 
satisfactory  settlement  by  postponing  it 
to  any  question  of  secondary  interest, 
however  intrinsically  important  that 
question  may  be.  Most  cordially  do  I 
wish  that  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Col- 
leagues may  be  able  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion, and  most  cordially  should  I  rejoice 
if  my  riffht  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  tne  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
should  have  a  share  in  the  great  honour 
and  gratification  of  bringing  this  long 
and  perplexed  dispute  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion.  I  urge  upon  him  and 
all  the  Members  of  the  Government 
to  take  it  from  me,  as  the  strong 
and  unanimous  feeling    of   the    Irish 
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people,  that  until  this  question  is  settled 
nothing  can  be  settled ;  but  when  this 
question  shall  have  been  once  dealt  with 
in  a  satisfactory  way  all  the  other  difi&- 
culties  will  disappear  and  melt  away 
almost  in  a  moment. 

Majoe  SAUNDEBSON  :   Sir,  I  did 
not  think  that  I  should  ever  agree  in  any 

Eoint  with  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits 
elow  the  Gangway ;  but  on  this  occa- 
sion I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  on  onepoint, 
and  that  is  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  deal,  in  the  first  instance, 
with  the  question  of  Home  Bule  in  Ire- 
land. I  quite  reciprocate  the  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
that  is  the  question  of  the  hour,  and 
that  to  deal  in  the  first  instance  with 
social  order  and  then  with  the  question 
of  land,  holding  out  and  dangling  before 
the  eyes  of  the  Irish  people  the  possi- 
bility of  English  concession  which  should 
culminate  in  the  immediate  future  in 
the  establishment  of  an  Irish  Home  Hule 
Parliament,  would  be  about  the  most 
disastrous  course  of  policy  which  this 
House  has  ever  pursued.  I  think  we 
have  a  right  to  expect  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbvemment  will  give,  not  only 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
but  to  one-third  of  the  Irish  population 
whom  I  and  other  Members  from  Ulster 
represent,  a  distinct  answer  as  to  their 
intentions  about  a  separate  Legislature 
in  Ireland.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  informed  the  House  to-night — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  told  us  that  it  is  not  fair  to  ex- 
pect that  when  they  have  assumed  the 
reins  of  power  for  so  short  a  time  they 
should  be  able  to  give  to  the  House  a 
clear  definition  of  what  their  Irish  policy 
will  be.  Certainly,  I  should  not  be  so  un- 
fair as  to  imagine  that  we  could  ask  them 
to  place  on  the  Table  all  the  details  of 
a  complicated  policy.  But,  Sir,  we  have 
had  distinct  indications  that  there  exist 
in  the  Cabinet  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man three  distinct  ideas  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  a  separate  Government  in  Ireland. 
We  have  the  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J. 
Morley).  We  have  also  the  speeches  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
the  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  C.  Bossell). 
But,  more  than  that,  we  have  had  a  tele- 
graphic announcement  of  Home  Bole 
policy  from  the  Prime  Minister  himself; 
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and  as  the  right  bon.  Gbntlemaii  has 
never  denied  me  accuracy  of  that  tele- 
graphic announcement,  I  may  take  it 
lor  granted  that,  at  any  rate  in  the 
month  of  December,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  become  a  convert  to  the 
policy  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  I  Would  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
the  remarkable  fact  that  that  suggestion 
of  Home  Eule  being  conceded  to  Ire- 
land was  the  most  expensive  announce- 
ment ever  made.  Never,  I  think,  was 
BO  oostly  an  announcement  made  to  Eng- 
land as  upon  that  occasion.  The  very 
idea  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
inclined  to  favour  a  Home  Eule  policy 
sent  down  the  shares  of  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  45  per  cent.  [^A  lawfh,'}  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  laugh  at 
that  statement;  but  they  have  no  money 
in  the  Bank  of  Ireland.  Bailway  as 
well  as  Bank  shares  fell  in  an  equally 
alarming  manner.  Every  preparation 
was  made  for  a  political  exigency  of  a 
most  difficult  and  dangerous  kind ;  and 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  we  prepared  for 
civil  war.  [^Laughter, ^  I  speak  in  the 
House  of  Commons  exactly  as  I  would 
speak  in  Ulster,  because  I  state  what  I 
know  to  be  absolutely  true ;  and  that  is 
the  effect  which  the  announcement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  upon  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  That  effect  was 
evidenced  by  the  effect  it  had  on  his  own 
Party  in  England,  for  it  was  not  simply 
upon  the  imagination  of  excited  Orange- 
men that  this  new  policy  of  the  Prime 
Minister  produced  an  effect,  but  also 
upon  his  own  Party ;  for  we  found  that 
the  moment  that  indication  of  policy 
was  given  his  own  followers  in  England 
took  action,  and  declared  that  they  did 
not  coincide  with  that  new  policy.  Con- 
sequently, it  was  something  far  more 
serious  than  one  of  those  reports  which 
occasionally  find  their  way  into  the  pub- 
lic Press.  I  think  when  the  House  of 
Commons  recognizes  the  fact  that  even 
the  supposition  that  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister should  conceive  the  policy  of  con- 
ceding Home  Eule  to  Ireland  had  such 
a  disastrous  effect  upon  Ireland,  I  ven< 
ture  to  say  that  the  House  of  Commons 
may  realize  what  effect  the  reality  of 
Home  Eule  would  have.  Now,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  told  us,  in  the  speech  he  made  at 
the  commencement  of  the  debate  upon 
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the  Address,  that  he  has  been  thinking  of 
this  Irish  Question  and  its  solution  both 
night  and  day.  Therefore  it  cannot 
have  come  upon  him  unawares.  Is  it 
too  much,  then,  to  expect  of  him  that  he 
will  give  us  some  definite  declaration— 
**aye"  or  "no" — whether  he  has  de- 
cided to  concede  the  request  made  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  ?  I  think  it  is  a  very 
reasonable  request  which  the  Loyalist 
part  of  the  Irish  population,  forming 
one- third  of  the  entire  population,  make 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government.  We 
are  placed  in  a  very  peculiar  position 
at  the  present  moment.  We  are  told 
that  until  the  1st  of  April  we  shall  not 
have  any  de6nite  indication  of  what  Her 
Majesty's  Government's  policy  will  be. 
One  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
spoke  to-night — ^I  think  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  —told  us  that  they  have 
at  the  present  moment  no  policy  on  the 
subject.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  has  given  us  an  in- 
dication of  how  he  intends  to  form  a 
policy — he  intends  to  enter  into  corre- 
spondence with  the  Irish  people.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a  practical 
method,  or  a  satisfactory  manner  of 
finally  determining  what  the  ultimate 
destiny  of  the  Irish  population  shall  be. 
The  question  of  Ireland  is  to  undergo  a 
kind  of  incubation  at  the  instance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  the  final 
hatching  of  the  egg  is  to  be  some  mea- 
sure which  will  give  peace  to  that  coun- 
try. That  is  a  proceeding  which  I 
venture  to  protest  against  in  the  name 
of  every  man  who  values  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  Ireland.  But  until 
the  1st  of  April  we  are  to  have  no 
opportunity  of  speaking  in  the  House 
of  Commons  upon  the  nature  of  tibe 
legislation  proposed  to  be  introduced  for 
Ireland.  Therefore,  I  must  say  a  word 
as  to  the  line  on  which  that  policy  is  to 
go.  We  object  to  Home  Eule  in  Ireland 
for  two  reasons.  We  object  to  Home 
Eule  because  we  believe  that  legislative 
separation  would  be  an  unmixed  evil  to 
Ireland  herself.  I  admit,  however,  that 
that  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  Secondly,  we 
object  most  strongly  to  the  Home 
Eulers.  There  is  one  fact  in  the  calcu- 
lation which  is  an  absolute  certainty, 
and  I  think  it  may  facilitate  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  in 
his  efforts  to  solve  the  Irish  problem* 
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That  certain  fact,  Sir,  is  this— that  there 
is  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  the  hands  into 
which  the  reins  of  Gtovemment  will  fall 
,  if  Home  Eule  is  conceded.  The  ques- 
tion we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is  this. 
Have  the  Gentlemen  into  whose  hands 
the  reins  of  power  will  fall  given  us  in 
the  past  any  indication  of  their  power 
to  carry  on  successfully  the  government 
of  Lreland  if  they  obtain  supreme  power 
in  that  couutry  ?  If  I  were  to  give  the 
character  in  which  I  view  hon.  Members 
sitting  below  the  Gangway,  I  might  pro- 
bably be  looked  upon  as  a  prejudiced 
witness.  [**No,  no!"  from  the  Home 
Rule  Memlers,']  I  am  afraid,  notwith- 
standing, that  it  might  be  so ;  and,  in 
fact,  I  might  be  called  to  Order  if  I  used 
language  as  strong  as  that  which  I  pro- 
pose to  read  in  a  quotation.  The  words 
are  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  in  a  speech  which 
he  delivered  at  Leeds.  It  is  not  what 
may  be  called  absolute  ancient  history, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
the  speech  only  five  years  ago.  I  admit 
that  m  the  course  of  five  years  people  do 
sometimes  change  their  minds;  but  I 
think  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  distinctly  changed  his  mind  since 
this  speech  was  delivered  he  would  un- 
doubtedly, from  the  very  high  position 
he  holds  in  the  country,  have  said  that 
he  had  changed  his  mind  on  so  very  im- 

gortant  a  point.  This  is  what  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  said  in  describing  the 
Party  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
neU)— 

«  For  nearly  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
Christendom  a  body— a  small  body— of  men 
have  arisen,  who  are  not  ashamed  to  preach  in 
Ireland  the  doctrine  of  public  plunder.  I  take 
as  the  representative  of  the  opinions  I  denounce 
the  name  of  a  gentleman  of  considerable  ability 
— Mr.  Famell,  the  Member  for  Oork,  a  gentle- 
man, I  will  admit,  of  considerable  ability— but 
whose  doctrines  are  not  such  as  really  need  any 
considerable  ability  to  recommend  them.  If  you 
go  forth  upon  a  mission  to  demoralize  a  people 
by  teaching  them  to  make  the  property  of  their 
neighbours  the  object  of  their  coyetous  desire, 
it  does  not  require  superhuman  gifts  to  find  a 
certain  numb^  of  followers  and  adherents  to  a 
doctrine  such  as  that." 

If  I  had  used  that  langpiage,  I  expect 
you,  Sir,  would  have  called  me  to  Order. 
Tor  my  own  part,  I  should  never  have 
thought  of  describing  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  as  robbers  led  by  a 
robber  chief.  But  these  are  the  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
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Minister,  and  the  House  will  easily  un- 
derstand why  even  an  Eastern  dervish 
would  object  to  place  himself  at  the 
disposal  of  Ali  Baba  and  the  Forty 
Thieves.  At  that  time  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Oork  (Mr.  PameU)  had 
40  followers.  It  is,  therefore,  our  busi- 
ness to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  we  absolutely  accept 
this  definition  of  the  character  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork  and 
his  followers  as  beine  perfectly  correct. 
The  House  will  easily  understand  that 
we  have  the  most  determined  intention 
of  opposing  to  the  uttermost  any  Govern- 
ment formed  of  men  of  this  description. 
But,  perhaps,  the  House  may  imagine 
that  we  exaggerate  the  situation;  and 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Oork  and  his  Friends  form  a  Govern- 
ment the  minority  will  be  treated  with 
perfect  fairness  by  that  Assembly.  Per- 
haps the  House  will  allow  me  to  read  an 
extract  from  a  speech  delivered  very  re- 
cently by  a  rev.  gentleman,  a  supporter 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Oork;  and  if  this  speech  describes  ac- 
curately the  treatment  that  we,  the 
Loyalists,  believe  we  are  to  receive  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork 
ever  succeeds,  as  I  believe  he  never  will 
succeed,  in  dominating  the  policy  of 
Ireland  it  is  necessary  1  should  read  it 
to  the  House.  The  speech  was  delivered 
in  Dublin  in  the  course  of  the  late  elec- 
tion for  North  Dublin,  or  rather  upon 
the  declaration  of  the  poll.  The  lan- 
guage used  was  not  altogether  Parlia- 
mentary ;  but  I  think  it  is  essential  that 
the  House  should  be  acquainted  with  the 
kind  of  language  which  is  used  in  Lre- 
land  by  supporters  of  the  hon.  G^tle- 
man.  This  speech  appeared  in  The 
Freeman' e  Journal,  in  The  Irish  T^imee,  in 
The  Dublin  Express,  and  in  other  papers; 
and  I,  therefore,  suppose  that  it  maybe 
admitted  to  be  accurate.  As  I  have  said, 
it  was  delivered  at  the  declaration  of  the 
poll  for  North  Dublin  by  the  Ee v.  Father 
Beehan,  who  said — and  I  hope  the  House 
will  pay  attention  to  this  quotation,  for, 
at  any  rate,  the  words  are  remark- 
able— 

"  The  Castle  officials,  with  distended  abdo- 
mens, would  have  to  go,  for  it  is  time  for  them 
to  be  on  the  ran.  They  (the  Nationalists)  were 
not  straggling  merely  for  a  green  flag ;  they 
wanted  three  meals  a  day — [Critt  of  "TVeft- 
son  I  **]— good  clothes  on  their  backs — {Cri4$  tf 
"Shame !  "1 — and  employment  for  honest  meo. 
["  Shame !  ^*} 
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That  does  not  apply  to  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway. 

**  The  election  was  over,  and  the  real  struggle 
was  to  begin  now.  What  they  wanted  now  was 
the  spoils— the  loaves  and  fishes  of  all  those 
fellows  who  had  the  monopoly  up  to  this.  They 
wanted  men  of  their  own  to  be  the  officials  for 
this  country,  to  fill  every  situation  and  every 
occupation  that  they  were  qualified  for.  From 
the  highest  to  the  lowest,  and  the  topmost  man 
in  the  Castle  must  make  way  for  one  of  theirs, 
and  the  lowest  official  in  the  poorhouse  yonder 
must  be  replaced  by  one  of  theirs.  What 
did  their  opponents  do  in  their  day?  They 
kept  everything  to  themselves ;  and  now  they 
might  thank  God  that  they  (the  Nationalists) 
gave  them  raw  and  unboiled  justice." 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  exactly  the  point  that 
we  thoroughly  understand  in  Ireland. 
We  have  gfot  sufficiently  epicurean  tastes 
not  to  desire  that  the  article  should  be 
cooked  for  us  at  Westminster — [An  hon. 
Member:  You  have  cooked  juries.]  The 
raw  and  unboiled  article  which  would  be 
served  up  by  the  hou.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  his 
Friends  would  entirely  disagree  with  the 
constitution  of  the  Irish  Loyalists. 
Therefore,  we  ask  the  right  hon.  G-en- 
tleman  and  his  OoUeagues,  in  dealing 
with  this  question,  to  consider  first  of  all 
tlie  character  of  the  men  into  whose 
hands  the  Government  of  Ireland  must 
inevitably  fall  as  described  by  their  own 
Chief,  and  then  to  come  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  say,  with  that  character 
staring  them  in  the  face — **We  have, 
nevertheless,  consented  to  dismember  the 
lEmpire,  in  order  to  satisfy  men  who  have 
been  described  so  aptly  and  so  justly  by 
the  Prime  Minister  of  England."  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  House  will  ever  consent 
to  dismember  the  Empire  on  these 
terms.  What  would  they  gain  ?  They 
would  be  supposed  to  gain  one  great 
advantage,  and  that  is  in  the  absence 
from  this  House  of  the  Irish  Members. 
But  according  to  the  scheme  indicated 
they  would  not  gain  that  advantage. 
You  would  have  them  here  still.  In- 
deed, Ireland  appears  to  me  to  be  to 
England  what  the  Old  Man  of  the  Sea 
was  to  Sinbad  the  Sailor.  Ireland  has 
got  its  legs  round  England's  neck.  Take 
care,  lest  in  taking  Ireland  off  you  do 
not  break  England's  neck.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his 
Friends  appear  to  take  this  position  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  They  do  not 
advocate  a  policy  ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
stands  here  as  a  political  Warwick — to 
make  and  unmake  Ministries  at  his  will. 


In  the  calculation  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  he  has  overlooked  one  great 
political  factor.  He  may  succeed  once 
in  performing  this  operation ;  but  he  has 
overlooked  one  factor  which  he  will  find 
in  the  end  omnipotent  to  crush  him  and 
his  objects,  and  that  is  the  patriotism 
that  is  to  be  found  in  Ireland,  and  the 
love  of  England  still  to  be  found  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  when  the  House  of  Commons 
is  brought  face  to  face,  as  it  must  be  in 
the  immediate  future,  with  the  fact  that 
in  Ireland  they  must  learn  to  face  and 
crush  the  organization  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  is  the 
head — that  they  must  either  do  that  or 
dismember  and  destroy  the  Empire  to 
which  they  belong,  they  will  form  one 
united  Party,  and  be  able  to  deal  most 
easily  with  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
followers,  retaining  still  the  honour  and 
glory  of  England  and  the  welfare  of  Ire- 
land. 

Address  agreed  to :  —  To  be  presented 
by  Privy  Councillors. 


SUPPLY. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee)  intimated 
that  the  House  would  be  asked  to- 
morrow to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  asked  what  the 
Estimates  were  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  take  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE :  The  Civil 
Service  Supplementary  Estimates. 

Besohedf  That  this  House  will.  To- 
morrow f  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty. 

Estimates  referred. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Beiohid,  That  this  House  will,  7b- 
morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for 
raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 


SHOP  HOUflS  KEGULATION  BILL. 

{Sir  John  Lubboek,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  MaonaghUn^ 

Sir  Robert  Feelt  Mr.  Raihhone,) 

[bill  56.]      SECOND  READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read, 
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Sib  JOHN  LUBBOOK :  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  proceed  with 
the  seoond  reading  of  this  Bill.     The 
object  of  the  measure  is  to  provide  that 
no  child  or  young  person  employed  in  a 
shop   shall  be  worked  for  more  than 
12  hours  in  a  day.     The  second  reading 
was  passed    by  the  House    last  year 
without  a  division.     It  has  been  said 
that  the  Bill  has  since  undergone  some 
modifications ;  but  that  is  not  so.     The 
Bill  is  practically  the  same  measure  as 
was  adopted  last  year.     We  did   not 
propose  any  inspection  last  year,  nor  do 
we  do  so  now  ;  because  we  believe  that 
it  would  be  to  the  interests  of  all  shop- 
keepers that  the  others  should  conform 
to  the  law.   This  is  no  question  between 
shopkeepers  and  their  assistants.    The 
g^eat     majority    of    shopkeepers    are 
anxious  to  close  earlier.    I  have  been 
several  times  asked  whether  there  is 
really  any  need  for  this  BiU ;  whether  it 
is  possible  that  any  large  number  of 
young  persons  are  actually  employed  for 
more  than  12  hours  in  the  day?    On 
this  point  I  may  remind  the  House  that 
last  year  I  had  the  honour  to  present 
Petitions  from  almost    all    our    large 
cities,  and  finally  one  monster  Petition 
containing  many  thousands  of  signa- 
tures.   A  meeting  was  held  last  June 
in    support    of   this    Bill,   which  was 
warmly  supported    by  the  Bishop  of 
London,  Cardinal  Manning,  Earl  Stan- 
hope, Lady  John  Manners,  and  Mr.  F. 
Harrison,  while  the  Chair  was  taken  by 
that    eminent  Judge,  Lord  Bramwell. 
Lord   Bramwell  is  well  known  as  a 
staunch    supporter    of    individual    in- 
dependence, and  an  opponent  of  Go- 
vernment interference  and  over-legisla- 
tion.   But  he  warmly  supported    the 
present  Bill.    He  said — 

*^  No  one  had  a  doubt  of  the  proprietv  of  laws 
for  the  preyention  of  cruelty  to  animals.  That 
most  be  admitted  to  be  a  nght  thing.  Why  P 
Because  they  were  helpless ;  because  they  could 
not  protect  themselves.  But  they  were  not 
more  helpless  than  the  child  —  a  two-footed 
creature,  who  was  subjected  to  the  orders  and 
control  of  those  against  whom  he  was  powerless 
to  struggle.  It  could  not  be  doubted  that  the 
Bill  wUch  Sir  John  Lubbock  had  brought  for- 
ward was  one  which  ought  to  receive  the 
approval  of  that  meeting.  He  believed  a 
shortening  of  the  shop  hours  would  be  a  good 
thing  for  everybody  concerned.  He  believed 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  not  only  for  those 
who  worked  in  the  shop,  but  for  their  em- 
ployers. It  would  diminish  eipenses,  and  the 
workpeople  would  be  fresher  f^nd  more  vigorous 


in  the  service  of  their  master  than  they  cotild 
possibly  be  now." 

The  Shop  Hours'  League  have  also 
collected  a  great  deal  of  evidence  on  the 
subjects-evidence  which  I  am  sure  no 
one  can  read  without  warm  sympathy 
and  compassion.  To  make  my  case 
complete  the  House  will,  I  hope,  allow 
me  to  give  one  or  two  cases. 

Louisa  B ,  aged  19,  drapery,  four  and  a 

half  years  at  Battersea. 

**  My  hours  are  from  8.30  a.m.  to  9.30  p.m., 
and  on  Saturdays  until  12  p.m.  As  to  meaU,  we 
are  supposed  to  eat  our  food  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible, and  then  return  to  the  shop.  I  was  in 
perfect  health  when  I  entered  the  business, 
now  I  often  feel  ready  to  sink  down  for 
want  of  fresh  air  and  rest.  Before  the  end  of 
the  day,  and  especially  on  a  Saturday,  I  feel 
exceedingly  weary  and  depressed,  and  have 
difficulty  in  standing  until  the  clock  strikes  12. 
I  am  quite  unfit  to  attend  a  place  of  worship  on 
Sunday  morning.*' 

Amy  J.  L ,  aged  19,  drapery,  Eling's  Oroos. 

'*!  have  been  in  business  three  years  at 
Poplar,  Hackney,  and  where  I  am  now.  At 
Poplar  the  hours  were  9  a.m.  to  10  p.m.,  at  the 
other  places  from  8.15  and  8.30  a.m.  to  9.30 
and  10  p.m.,  and  at  12  p.m.  on  Saturdays.  It 
is  often  12.30  and  1  on  a  Sunday  morning  be- 
fore we  get  out  of  the  shop.  Meal  times,  about 
20  and  25  minutes  for  dinner,  and  15  minutes 
for  other  meals.  I  was  in  perfect  health  when 
I  first  went  into  the  business.  During  the  last 
18  months  I  have  been  away  from  business 
three  times  through  illnesses,  which  the  doctor 
said  was  through  the  long  hours.  If  I  had  a 
little  out-of-door  exercise  1  should  be  much 
better ;  and  I  think  it  might  be  arranged  for 
us  to  sit  some  time  during  the  day  when  we 
are  not  busy.  I  am  always  thaukful  when 
Sunday  comes ;  but  I  am  never  fit  to  go  to  a 
place  of  worship  till  night." 

E.M. — ^in  a  shop  in  Camberwell — saya — 

<*Went  into  business  between  16  and  It 
years  of  age.  The  average  hours  are  irom  8 
and  8.30  a.m.  to  9.30  and  10  p.m.,  and  £roni 
11.30  to  12  p.m.  on  Saturdays.  In  my  present 
situation  we  have  no  stated  time  for  meals. 
We  eat  as  quickly  as  possible,  and  then  hurry 
back  to  the  shop.  Never  before  I  went  into 
business  did  I  know  what  illness  was  ;  but  ainoe 
have  scarcely  known  what  it  is  to  be  free  from 
pain.  I  have  overflowing  of  blood  to  the  bead, 
which  causes  me  to  swoon  after  standing  a  lon^ 
timA.  I  scarcely  know  what  it  is  to  stiuid  with 
ease  for  the  violent  pains  in  my  feet  and  lega, 
Mv  feelings  at  the  end  of  the  day  are  so  dread- 
fully low  and  weak  that  I  scarcely  have  the 
strengUi  to  undress.  I  never  feel  thoroog^y 
rested  when  I  have  to  get  up." 

Another  girl,  in  a  shop  at  Deptford,  said — 

''I  begin  at  8  a.m.  and  leave  at  10  p.m., 
Saturdays  8  a,m.  to  12  p.m.  We  have  from 
15  to  20  minutes  allowed  for  each  meaL  We 
are  very  often  called  forward  from  cor  meal« 
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to  the  shop  to  attend  to  cuBtomers.  We  leave 
our  meals  half  consumed,  and  then  the  food  is 
either  cold  or  we  get  no  more.  When  apprenticed 
to  the  drapery  my  health  was  good ;  but  it  is 
gradually  failing,  and  the  doctor  says  I  am  in  a 
consumption.  I  am,  therefore,  obliged  to  leave 
at  the  end  of  the  month.  I  have  never  been  able 
to  get  for  a  walk  except  on  a  Sunday,  as  no 
respectable  girl  cares  to  go  out  between  10  and 
II  at  night.  After  the  fatigue  and  worry  of 
the  week  I  am  so  thoroughly  worn  out  that  my 
only  tiiought  is  to  rest  on  a  Sunday ;  but  it  goes 
too  quicuv,  and  the  other  days  drag  on 
slowly." 

It  is  stated  that  probably  one-half  of  the 
drapers'  assistants  in  London  never  enter 
a  place  of  worship,  and  those  who  do  are 
so  drowsy  that  they  can  scarcely  keep 
awake.  The  cases  I  have  given  are  by 
no  means  of  an  exceptional  character. 
In  Islington,  out  of  250  shops  counted, 
200  were  open  at  9.30  p.m. ;  at  Hack- 
ney, 150  out  of  200  at  9.80;  in  Ham- 
mersmith, 200  out  of  250;  in  Kentish 
Town,  120  out  of  175  ;  in  Bow,  125  out 
of  175 ;  in  Bermondsey,  320  out  of  400 
at  10  p.m. ;  in  Lambeth,  350  out  of  450  ; 
in  Battersea,  140  out  of  200 ;  Poplar, 
120  out  of  150;  at  Stoke  Newington, 
225  out  of  300;  in  Whitechapel,  475 
out  of  600  at  10.15  ;  while  on  Saturdays 
a  large  proportion  of  these  shops  con- 
tinue at  work  till  midnight.  It  must 
also,  of  course,  be  remembered  that  the 
assistants  have  to  go  on  writing  some 
time  after  the  shops  are  closed.  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  these  districts 
are  worse  than  others  ;  they  are  merely 
taken  as  samples.  Thus,  as  the  assist- 
ants begin  work,  on  an  average,  about  8 
in  the  moiniog,  their  actual  working 
hours  are  from  16  to  17  in  one  day,  and 
from  13  to  14  on  five  days  in  the  week. 
Probably  it  would  be  within  the  mark 
to  say  that  the  majority  of  shopkeepers' 
assistants  work  from  75  to  90  hours 
a-week.  I  have  taken  these  illustrations 
£rom  London;  but  the  evil  is  by  no 
means  confined  to  the  Metropolis.  In 
liverpool  it  is  deeply  felt,  and  my  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  that  City  had 
last  year  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject. The  Shop  Hours'  League  have  in- 
stituted inquiries,  and  they  state  that  at 
Brighton,  for  instance,  the  hours  are 
about  the  same  as  in  London ;  in  Bristol 
they  are  excessively  long;  at  Chester, 
Derby,  Huddersfield,  Leeds,  York,  and 
elsewhere  they  are  about  80  per  week. 
At  Manchester  most  of  the  retail  shops 
have  terribly  long  hours.  At  Eochdale 
''they  are  far  too  long,  and  we  do  not 


know  how  to  shorten  them."  The 
Bill  contains  no  new  principle  ;  it 
merely  extends  to  shops  that  which  is 
already  the  law  in  workshops ;  it  sug- 
gests no  machinery  or  inspection ;  it 
involves  no  expense ;  it  would  not  in- 
terfere with  trade ;  there  would  not  be 
a  yard  of  stuff  or  an  ounce  of  tea  sold 
less  than  now ;  and  we  should  lengthen 
and  brighten  the  lives  of  thousands  of 
these  poor  children.  Just  let  me  ask 
the  House  to  consider  what  14  hours  of 
work  mean.  We  cannot  reckon  less 
than  seven  for  sleep,  one  for  breakfast 
or  supper,  half-an-hour  for  dressing  and 
imdressing,  one  hour  for  buying  neces- 
saries, doing  their  room,  &c.,  and  if  we 
allow  an  hour  for  getting  backwards 
and  forwards  we  have  accounted  for 
the  whole  24 ;  and  not  a  moment  is  left 
for  amusement,  or  self-improvement,  for 
fresh  air  or  family  life,  for  any  of  those 
occupations  which  cheer,  brighten,  and 
ennoble  life — in  fact,  we  literally  say 
that  not  only  have  they  not  a  moment 
to  themselves,  but  they  are  so  hard 
worked  that  at  the  end  of  the  week  they 
are  fit  to  drop  with  fatigue.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  all  London  would  gain  if 
the  shop  assistants  had  greater  oppor- 
tunities of  intellectual,  moral,  and  spi- 
ritual improvement.  Moreover,  the 
cruel  effect  of  the  long  hours  is  con- 
siderably increased  by  the  fact  that  the 
unfortunate  assistants  have  to  stand  the 
whole  time.  This  long  standing  is  a 
terrible  evil.  How  injurious  standing 
is  we  may  clearly  see  from  the  fact  that 
though  customers  remain  in  a  shop  for 
so  comparatively  short  a  time  they  are  in- 
variably accommodated  with  seats.  Oon- 
sidering,  however,  the  relative  need  of 
rest  as  between  the  assistants  and  their 
customers,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the 
seats  are  on  the  wrong  side  of  the 
counter.  This  is,  happily,  no  question 
between  shopkeepers  and  their  assist- 
ants. There  is  no  such  difference.  I 
believe  the  shopkeepers  are  almost  as 
anxious  to  close  as  the  assistants  them- 
selves. Perhaps,  then,  it  may  be  said, 
why  not  leave  the  matter  in  their 
hands?  Because  in  almost  every  case 
the  arrangements  for  early  closing 
have  been  rendered  nugatory  by  the 
action  of  some  very  small  minority 
among  the  shopkeepers.  Over  and 
over  again  we  read  that  the-  shop- 
keepers in  a  given  district  are  anxious  to 
close,  and  have  all  agreed  to  do  so  with, 
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perhaps,  a  single  exception.  But  that 
single  exception  is  fatal.  One  after  an- 
other the  rest  gradually  open  again,  and 
the  whole  thing  breaks  down,  and  thus 
a  small  minority  tyrannize  over  the  rest. 
It  seems  clear  that  nothing  but  legisla- 
tion can  remedy  the  evil.  Voluntary 
action  has  been  tri^d  and  failed  over 
and  over  again.  For  instance,  in  1872 
a  South  London  Drapers'  Association 
was  formed  in  order  to  shorten  the 
hours.  An  influential  Committee  was 
formed,  and  about  250  drapers  joined 
the  Association.  After  much  labour 
and  expense,  and  a  great  deal  of  can- 
vassing, they  agreed  to  close  at  8.  This 
arrangement  began  on  the  2nd  of  Sep- 
tember ;  but  it  lasted  only  about  a  fort- 
night. One  by  one  the  shops  kept  open.  At 
last  only  the  20  Committee  men  were  left, 
and  then  the  whole  movement  collapsed ; 
but  before  finally  breaking  up  they  met 
and  passed  a  unanimous  resolution  that 
nothing  short  of  legislation  would  suffice 
to  shorten  the  hours  of  labour  in  retail 
shops.  I  might  quote  many  other  cases, 
but  will  only  refer  to  one.  At  Sunder- 
land a  similar  attempt  was  made,  but 
very  soon  broke  down  in  the  same  way. 
Indeed,  the  great  majority  of  shop- 
keepers would,  I  believe,  welcome  a 
Bill  which  would  prevent  a  small  mino- 
rity of  unprincipled  competitors  from 
obtaining  an  unfair  advantage.  The 
question  naturally  arises  whether  the 
passage  of  this  Bill  would  have  the 
effect  of  throwing  young  persons  out  of 
employment  ?  Now,  in  the  first  place,  it 
is  estimated  that  from  one-half  to  two- 
thirds  of  the  shop  assistants  are  young 
persons  ranging  from  12  to  21  years  of 
age,  and  the  conditions  which  regulate 
their  employment  would  govern  the 
rest.  Moreover,  the  great  majority  of 
shopkeepers  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
close  if  the  remainder  would  do  so. 
There  is,  indeed,  one  objection  to  fac- 
tory legislation  which  does  not  apply  to 
a  Bill  like  the  present.  It  is  obvious 
that  interference  with  manufacturers,  if 
carried  too  far,  might  drive  them  out 
of  the  country,  and  thus,  by  depriving 
our  factorv  population  of  work,  defeat 
its  own  object.  In  such  a  measure  as  I 
am  venturing  to  recommend  there  is  no 
such  danger.  The  shops,  on  the  whole, 
will  obviously  do  as  much  business, 
whether  they  are  open  12  hours  or  14, 
though  the  shopkeeper  who  keeps  open 
may  fetch  away  a  little  bosinese  £rom 

Sir  John  Luhhock 


his  more  merciful  or  considerate  neigh- 
bour. No  one,  then,  can  say  that  our 
proposals  are  of  a  character  to  injure 
trade,  while  they  would  brighten  and 
prolong  the  lives  of  thousands  of  our 
countrymen  and  countrywomen.  The 
hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  John  Luhhock,) 

Mb.  THOEOLD  ROGERS:  I  en- 
tirely  agree  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  I  think  it  is  a  sound  one,  in  the 
interests  of  the  community  and  of  young 
people  themselves.  I  certainly  feel  that 
young  persons  between  13  and  18  years 
of  age  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  work 
more  than  12  hours  a-day;  but  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Bill  will  not  entirely  meet 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  I  have 
had  a  great  deal  of  communication  with 
persons  engaged  in  business  on  the 
South  side  of  London ;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  circimistances  under  which 
the  businesses  are  carried  on  there  are 
altogether  different  from  those  which 
apply  to  businesses  in  the  West  End  of 
London,  and  that  it  might  be  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  trade  to  include  indis- 
criminately all  businesses  in  this  Bill. 
I  hope,  therefore,  although  I  cannot 
object  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
that  after  it  has  been  read  a  second 
time  my  hon.  Friend  will  agree  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Committee.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  letter  from  one  of  the  principal 
traders  of  South  London — the  head  of  a 
very  large  firm  indeed — and  he  tella  me 
that  they  are  obliged  to  begin  business 
at  8.30  in  the  morning.  They  have  to 
carry  on  the  business,  which  is  that  of  a 
drapery  establishment,  until  12  o'dook 
in  the  day,  when  the  business  itself 
begins  to  slacken ;  and  from  that  time 
until  8  in  the  evening — I  am  speaking 
of  a  part  of  the  Metropolis  where  almost 
the  whole  of  the  community  are  a  la- 
bouring people — the  writer  informs  me 
that  he  might,  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses, shut  up  his  shop.  But  at  8  in 
the  evening  the  business  begins  again, 
and  it  is  found  necessary  to  conduct  the 
greater  part  of  it  between  8  and  12 
o'clock  at  night.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  if  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend 
were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  we 
should  get  evidence  from  persons  en- 
gaged in  busineM  under  cufihient  dr- 
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camBtanoes  from  the  shopkeepers  and 
tradesmen  of  the  West  End,  and  that 
we  should  get  some  evideooe  whioh 
might  enable  us  to  modify  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  so  as  to  render  it  useful  to 
all  classes  of  the  community.  I  am 
afraid  that  if  we  pass  it  in  its  present 
form  it  may  press  hardly  upon  many 
persons  who  are  not  in  over-flourishing 
circumstances  at  the  present  moment, 
and  who  will  feel  inclined  to  say  that  we 
have  been  legislating  for  the  poorer 
parts  of  London  on  lines  altogether  in- 
applicable, however  suitable  they  may 
be  for  the  West  End  of  the  Metropolis. 
Firms  like  those  of  Marshall  and  Snel- 
grove  and  others  may  be  able  to  shut 
up  their  establishments  at  6  or  7  o'clock 
in  the  evening ;  but  in  districts  inhabited 
by  the  poorer  classes  I  am  quite  certain 
that  the  shops  have  to  be  kept  open  for 
a  much  longer  time.  This  correspondent 
of  mine  says — 

'*  From  8  nntil  9.30  we  take  as  much  or  more 
money  as  in  the  whole  of  the  preyioos  part  of 
the  day." 

He  states,  further — 

"  Trade  is  not  prosperous  at  the  present 
moment." 

And,  speaking,  perhaps,  a  little  angrily, 
he  asks — 

"What  \b  the  need  of  legislation  of  this 
kind  ? '» 

He  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  most 
of  the  shops  at  present  voluntarily  close 
at  5  p.m.  upon  one  day  in  the  week;  and 
he  adds  that  the  condition  of  the  assist- 
ants employed  in  the  shops  is  improv- 
ing every  year  without  pressure  being 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  employer.  I 
believe  that  that  is  the  case.  I  cannot, 
as  I  said  at  first,  resist,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  I  ought  to  resist,  in  the  in- 
terests of  humanity  and  good  sense, 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but  I 
do  trust  that  when  it  has  been  read  a 
second  time  my  hon.  Friend  will  have  no 
objection  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee.  The  time  of  the  Session  is  very 
early ;  and  I  hope  that  every  Member 
who  would  serve  upon  the  Committee 
would  be  anxious  to  report  at  as  early  a 
date  as  possible.  I  hope,  also,  that  the 
Committee  would  be  able  to  find  out 
means  by  which  businesses  which  re- 
quire longer  hours  than  others  may  be 
satisfactorily  conducted. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 


Childebs)  :  I  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words  before  the  Bill  is  read  a  second 
time,  seeing  that  the  matter  is  one 
which  must  come  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  Home  Office.  I  have  not  yet  had 
time  thoroughly  to  consider  the  whole 
question ;  but  as  far  as  this  Bill  lays 
down  that  young  persons  between  the 
ages  of  13  and  18  should  not  be  worked 
more  than  12  hours  in  the  day,  which  is 
the  main  provision  of  the  Bill,  I  think 
that  everyone  in  this  House  will  ag^ee 
that  young  persons  of  that  age  should 
not  be  overworked.  The  Home  Office 
look  upon  women  and  young  persons 
such  as  these  as  being  under  their 
charge  with  respect  to  the  amount  of 
work  which  they  may  be  called  upon  to 
do ;  and  I  cannot  deny  that  it  is  a  sound 
principle  they  should  not  be  worked 
more  than  12  hours.  That  is  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  and  on  that  ground 
I  shall  not  object  to  the  second  read- 
ing. But  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  in 
my  opinion,  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
is  altogether  unworkable,  and  that 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  accept 
its  provisions.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  says  that  the  Bill 
proposes  to  exclude  from  its  operation 
those  employed  in  licensed  public-houses 
and  refreshment  bars;  but  these  appear 
to  me  to  be  the  persons  who,  of  all 
others,  require  protection,  and  who 
should  not  be  allowed  to  be  employed 
for  more  than  12  hours  a-day.  There- 
fore, I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a  pro- 
vision which  the  House  ought  to  adopt. 
Then  I  understand  my  hon.  Friend  to 
say  that  the  Bill  does  not  propose  to 
appoint  any  additional  Inspectors ;  and 
yet  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  extend  the 
provisions  of  the  Factories  and  Work- 
shops Act  of  1873  to  persons  employed 
in  shops.  But  if  you  do  not  employ 
persons  to  carry  on  the  duty  of  inspec- 
tion, how  are  you  to  enact  that  these 
young  people  employed  in  shops  are  to 
come  under  the  provisions  of  that  Act  ? 
Without  some  provision  in  regard  to  in- 
spection I  am  afraid  the  Bill  would  be 
altogether  unworkable.  I  will  only  say 
that  I  will  consider  very  carefully  the 
nature  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and 
will  be  prepared  to  state  my  view  at  a 
later  stage.  I  would,  therefore,  respect- 
fully recommend  the  House  to  allow  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  pass ;  but 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  allow  some 
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interval  to  elapse — say  six  weeks  or  so — 
before  taking  the  next  stage,  so  that  we 
might,  in  the  meantime,  have  the  advan- 
tage of  the  advice  and  opinion  of  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  matter,  and 
who  will  necessarily  be  entrusted  with 
the  working  of  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
As  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bormondsey  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers) 
that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  I  have  no  very  strong 
opinion  upon  the  matter ;  but  I  will  be 
prepared  to  accept  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock), 
if  he  will  consent  to  defer  the  Commit- 
tee stage  for  a  few  weeks. 

SmR.  A8SHET0N  CEOSS :  I  hope 
that  we  are  not  going  to  discuss  all  the 
Bills  that  are  down  upon  the  Paper.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  wise  plan  to  adjourn 
the  House  after  we  shall  have  disposed 
of  this  Bill.  In  my  opinion  it  would  be 
wise  to  adjourn  before  we  come  to  the 
next  Order  of  the  Day.  ["No!"]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary has  said  that  he  agrees  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  I  confess  that  I 
do  not  see  anything  in  the  principle  of 
the  measure,  or  the  form  in  which  it  has 
been  drawn,  to  which  I  object ;  but  I 
would  strongly  recommend  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  charge  of  it  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock), at  this  early  period  of  the  Session, 
and  after  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, either  to  postpone  the  Committee 
stage  for  six  weeks,  or  else  to  refer  it  to 
a  Select  Committee.  Such  a  course  would 
not  amount  to  the  shelving  of  the  Bill, 
but  would  simply  insure  that  the  ques- 
tion would  receive  full  consideration, 
especially  in  regard  to  the  difficulty 
which  has  been  raised  as  to  the  class  of 
persons  to  which  it  ought  to  apply.  My 
own  view  is  that  the  very  wisest  course 
to  take,  at  this  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, would  be  to  refer  it  at  once  to  a 
Select  Committee,  in  order  that  its  pro- 
visions may  be  thoroughly  discussed^  I 
am  quite  sure  that  a  Select  Committee 
would  be  able  to  report  long  before  the 
six  weeks  which  the  right  hon.  Gende- 
man  has  referred  to.  I  therefore  hope 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  will  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bermondsey  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers),  and 
refer  the  measure  to  a  Select  Committee ; 
and  after  this  Bill  has  been  disposed  of 
I  hope  the  House  will  consent  to  ad- 
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joum  without  proceeding  to  discuss  any 
of  the  remaining  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Sm  JAMES  FERGUSSON  :  Sir,  I 
should  wish  to  make  one  or  two  obsM'- 
vations,  as  I  happened  to  be  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Factory  and  Workshops 
Committee,  which  some  years  ago  sat 
and  considered  this  very  question.  I 
may  say  that  while  we  were  very  ready 
to  give  relief  to  young  persons  employed 
for  long  hours,  yet,  for  the  reasons  given 
in  our  Report,  we  did  not  see  our  way  to 
do  so  in  the  case  of  shop-workers.  If 
the  House  will  refer  to  this  Report  of 
the  Committee  they  will  find  a  great 
deal  of  information  given  on  the  evi- 
dence of  persons  from  many  quarters 
of  the  Kingdom.  The  question  pre- 
sented a  good  deal  of  difficulty  ;  and  I 
am  of  opinion  that  domestic  industry 
is  a  thing  with  which  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  interfere,  and  that  legis- 
lation upon  it  would  probably  do  more 
harm  than  good.  We  must  all  feel  very 
much  sympathy  with  young  persons, 
women  especially,  who  are  employed  for 
long  hours ;  and  it  is  within  my  know- 
ledge that  young  women  are  often  em- 
ployed for  14  or  15  hours  at  refresh- 
ment bars.  That  is  much  longer  than 
the  time  during  which  young  people  are 
employed  in  shops,  or,  at  least,  in  such 
as  are  attached  to  dwellings  where  they 
take  their  meals.  Therefore  I  am  glad 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Coders)  has 
exercised  caution  in  giving  assent  to  the 
Bill.  I  believe  that  hon.  Members  will, 
on  consideration,  see  that  there  is  great 
reason  for  caution  before  giving  scope 
to  their  benevolent  ideas  with  reference 
to  this  question. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  Sir,  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  adopt  the  sugg^tion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Childers).  If  the  House 
agrees  to  the  second  reading  of  the  BUI 
I  will  then  move  that  it  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee."— (iSir  John  Zuhhoek.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BERESPORD  HOPE:  Sir,  as 
the  hour  is  late,  and  the  next  Bill  on  the 
Paner  is  an  important  one,  which  there 
will  be  plenty  of  op{K>rtunities  of  con- 
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ndering  hereafter,  I  shall  now  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Seres/ord  Mope.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  I  rise  to  op- 
pose the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  is  hut  too  transparent, 
and  it  is  one  which  I  think  ought  not  to 
be  passed  over  without  comment.  At 
this  hour  I  am  not,  of  course,  disposed 
to  go  against  the  will  of  the  House;  but 
I  cannot  agree  to  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  unt'd  it  is  ascer- 
tained. The  next  Bill  upon  the  Paper 
is  one  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  entertain  a  high  opinion; 
and  that,  no  doubt,  is  the  secret  of  his 
wish  for  the  adjournment.  But  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  not  use  the  op- 
portunity which  is  now  before  us  of 
considering  that  Bill,  as  it  is  yet  early — 
[Zauffhter'j'-ia  the  morning.  If  I  have 
the  privilege  of  moving  the  second 
reading  I  shall  not  occupy  more  than 
five  minutes  in  giving  reasons  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill ;  and  certainly  there  is 
no  reason  which  I  can  see  why  the 
House  should  not  be  asked  to  agree  to 
that  Motion.  I  hope  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  accede  to  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  Adjournment  without  a 
more  definite  reason  than  that  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge,  of 
whom  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  once 
said  that  no  sooner  did  we  begin  busi- 
ness in  February  than  he  wanted  to 
know  when  we  should  rise  for  the  Easter 
holidays.  I  trust  the  House  will  not 
agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  137 ;  Noes 
142 :  Majority  6.— (Div.  List,  No.  5.) 

PARLIAMENTARY   FRANCHISE    (EX- 
TENSION TO  WOMEN).-[BiLL  70.] 
(Mr.  WoodaUf  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Moulds- 
worth,  Mr.  Illingicorthf  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Mr. 

Torke.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  OOURTNEY  :  Sir,  when  I  op- 
posed  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  I  promised  that  I  would 


not  occupy  more  than  five  minutes  if  I 
had  the  privilege  of  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  and  I  intend  to 
keep  tiiat  promise.  I  must  apolog^ 
for  appearing  here  for  that  purpose, 
because  my  name  is  not  upon  the  back 
of  the  Bill ;  but  the  House  will  be  aware 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hanley  (Mr.  Woodall)  has  accepted  the 
position  of  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance, and  I  can  only  regret  that  the 
Bill  has  now  passed  from  his  hands. 
In  the  meantime,  until  further  charge 
of  the  Bill  is  taken  by  some  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  have  promised  to  look  after  it. 
Sir,  the  simple  ground  on  which  I  shall 
ask  the  House  to  accept  the  measure  is 
one  which  I  believe  will  commend  itself 
to  hon.  Members  on  this  side — ^it  rests 
upon  the  principle  laid  down  some  years 
Ago  by  the  present  Prime  Minister,  that 
the  franchise  ought  to  be  extended  in 
every  case  unless  it  was  barred  by 
personal  unfitness  or  political  danger. 
Now,  I  think  it  is  impossible  to  allege 
that  the  enfranchisement  of  women 
comes  within  either  of  these  qualifica- 
tions. We  have  already  given  the  fran- 
chise to  women  in  the  election  of  school 
boards,  and  also  in  the  election  of  muni- 
cipal councils,  and  in  each  case  in  the 
opinion,  which  has  been  verified  by  ex- 
perience, that  they  were  not  personally 
unfitted  to  exercise  the  franchise.  Now, 
what  is  the  allegation  made  as  to  the 
political  danger  of  giving  them  the 
franchise?  I  say  it  is  an  allegation 
which  I  am  ashamed  to  hear,  and  one 
which  I  think  those  who  make  it  ought 
to  be  ashamed  to  utter.  They  say  that 
the  giving  of  the  vote  to  women  would 
be  politically  dangerous ;  they  refer  to 
Primrose  Leagues,  and  say  that  it  will 
add  to  the  Oonservative  strength  in  the 
country.  Now  I  do  not  believe  that. 
The  experience  we  have  had  of  the  use 
of  the  vote  given  to  women  in  connection 
with  school  boards  and  town  councils  is 
not  consistent  with  that  declaration. 
That  experience  shows  that  women  are 
divided  in  opinion  very  much  as  men 
are  between  the  two  political  Parties; 
and  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  extension  of  the  franchise  to  them 
would  lead  to  any  increase  of  Oonserva- 
tive strength.  Even  if  it  were  so,  I 
should  not  hesitate  to  extend  it  to  them. 
I  hope  that  the  support  of  hon.  Members 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  will  be 
given  to  the  Bill,  and  that  they  will  not 
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say  that  they  oppose  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  women  because  they  believe  it 
will  benefit  one  political  Party  more 
than  another.  Now,  I  believe  that  if 
there  is  any  fear  of  danger  from  the 
Primrose  League,  and  from  the  intro- 
duction therefrom  of  women  into  poli- 
tics— an  introduction  not  of  a  direct 
character — ^that  such  fear  or  such  danger 
will  be  lessened,  if  not  altogether  re- 
moved, by  giving  women  the  privilege 
of  claiming  to  vote ;  for,  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  simply  because  they  have  not  been 
allowed  to  have  the  vote  as  a  privilege 
and  as  a  right,  and  to  feel  what  they 
owe  to  the  country  in  giving  their  vote, 
that  we  have  witnessed  the  action  of 
women  in  respect  of  some  elections 
which  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
inspired  by  the  best  possible  motives. 
But,  Sir,  I  look  to  this  gift  to  have  the 
greatest  influence  over  the  character  of 
women  themselves.  Because  it  will  give 
them  a  larger  range  of  ideas,  because  it 
will  introduce  them  to  the  highest  and 
best  in  the  public  life  of  the  country,  I 
would  give  the  franchise  to  women.  I 
would  give  them  the  franchise  even  if  I 
anticipated  some  temporary  political 
danger.  But  there  is  no  ground  what- 
ever for  that  anticipation;  experience 
has  shown  that  the  danger  is  imaginary. 
There  is  only  one  other  observation  I 
wish  to  make,  and  that  is  in  relation  to 
the  framing  of  this  Bill.  This  Bill  pro- 
poses to  give  the  electoral  vote  to  all 
women,  being  single,  immarried,  or 
widows,  who  possess  the  same  qualifica- 
tions in  respect  to  property  which  now 
gives  to  men  the  right  to  vote.  I  do  not 
think  it  can  be  seriously  said  that  dan- 
ger would  attach  to  the  gift  proposed  to 
be  given  by  this  Bill ;  and  I  most  sin- 
cerely and  oonfldently  recommend  the 
Bill  to  the  acceptance  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Courtney,) 

Mr.  PULE^ON  :  I  do  not  propose 
to  detain  the  !uiouse  more  than  one  mo- 
ment. What  I  am  particularly  desirous 
of  saying  is  that  a  large  majority  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  will  support  this 
Bill  upon  grounds  altogether  different 
to  those  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Bodmin  Division  of 
Cornwall  (Mr.  Courtney).  It  is  not  for 
the  House  to  consider  whether  there  is 
any  fear  of  danger  involved  in  the  en- 

Mr.  Courtney 


franchisement  of  women — the  queatiim 
is  purely  and  simply  whether  womea 
are  entitled,  under  our  Constitution,  to 
the  franchise.  The  supporters  of  this 
measure  claim  that  the  franchise  lightlj 
belongs  to  women.  Personally,  I  do 
not  share  the  opinion  the  hon.  GFen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Courtney)  entertains  as  to 
the  effect  which  will  not  be  produced, 
nor  do  I  share  his  opinion  as  to  the 
effect  which  will  be  produced,  by  the 
passing  of  this  measure.  Single  wom.en 
or  widows  who  pay  rates  and  taxes  either 
have  a  right  to  the  franchise,  or  tliey 
have  not.  I  claim  that  they  have  a 
right  to  it.  It  was  felt  by  many  that 
the  passing  of  the  Francluse  Bill  last 
year  afforded  Parliament  a  fitting  op- 
portunity of  adopting  the  principle 
embodied  in  this  Bill.  I  regret  to  say, 
however,  a  great  many  hon.  Members— 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
niingworth),  and  others  whom  I  see 
sitting  near  the  hon.  (Gentleman  now 
— thouffh  pledged  to  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  deliberately  voted  against 
the  proposal  to  engraft  it  upon  the 
Franchise  Bill.  I  contend  that  there 
would  have  been  very  little  diffioolty  in 
passing  through  both  Houses  a  clause 
embodying  this  principle  in  the  Fran- 
chise Bill,  because  it  was  shown  that  a 
very  large  majority  of  the  Members  of 
both  Houses  were  then  in  favour  of  the 
enfranchisement  of  women.  Such  being 
the  case,  and  knowing  as  we  do  that 
at  least  100  Members  upon  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  pledged  to 
support  the  Bill  in  obedience  to  a 
Party  Whip  deliberately  went  into  the 
Opposition  Lobby  when  the  question 
was  introduced  during  the  passing  of 
the  Franchise  Bill,  I  trust  the  second 
reading  will  be  agreed  to  without  further 

delay. 

Mb.  EYEBETT  :  I  have  muoh  plea- 
sure in  supporting  the  second  reacUng 
of  this  Bill.  I  am  fully  convinced  that 
there  is  no  class  of  people  now  exer- 
cising the  franchise  in  this  oountnr  who 
would  exercise  it  more  intelligently  and 
more  independently  than  would  the 
class  this  Bill  proposes  to  enfranchise. 
I  know  many  women  who,  but  for  the 
fact  that  they  are  women,  would  be 
voters,  and  they  feel  most  keenly  the  de- 
privation they  suffer  in  not  being  al- 
lowed to  exeroiBe  any  influence  in  the 
passing  of  the  laws  of  this  great  nation* 
We  have  a  lady  as  the  Sovereiga  of  this 
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Bealm ;  we  have  admitted  ladies  to 
exercise  Totes  in  respect  to  the  lower 
departments  of  public  life  ;  and  to  ex- 
olude  them  from  any  voice  in  the  doings 
of  this  House,  where  measures  more  im- 
portant than  any  others  are  debated 
and  passed,  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very 
unreasonable  and  inconsistent  proceed- 
ing on  our  part.  With  the  certain 
knowledge  that  a  large  number  of  this 
dass  of  persons  would  exercise  tho  fran- 
chise intelligently,  independently,  and 
with  an  earnest  desire  to  do  good  to  the 
country,  I  most  heartily  support  the  se- 
cond reading  of  this  Bill.  I  believe  that 
by  passing  this  measure  we  shall  still 
further  add  to  the  strength  which  was 
given  to  the  nation  by  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  during  the  last  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  BERE8F0ED  HOPE  :  I  appeal 
to  the  House  whether  the  length  and 
character  of  the  speeches  to  which  we 
have  just  listened  is  not  a  very  good 
argument  that  this  is  not  the  hour  or 
the  occasion  on  which  we  can  properly 
debate  this  measure  ?  Whether  the  Bill 
is  a  good  or  a  bad  Bill  it  is  a  very  im- 
portant Bill.  It  proposes  an  enormous 
and  unknown  addition  to  the  franchise — 
an  addition  to  the  franchise  of  a  class  of 
persons  totally  different  from  those  who 
have  hitherto  voted.  It  comes,  too,  on 
the  very  morrow  of  the  largest  addition 
to  the  franchise  we  have  ever  had,  when 
I  think  everyone  might  have  wished 
and  have  expected  there  should  be  a 
little  breathing  time  to  see  how  the  ad- 
dition of  last  year  worked.  It  is  only 
by  the  merest  accident  that  it  has  been 
possible  to  bring  this  Bill  on  to-night — 
a  Qovernment  night — and  now  we  are 
asked  to  hurry  it  through  with  five- 
minute  speeches.  I  dare  say  the 
speeches  are  excellent.  Still,  they  are 
only  five-minute  speeches,  and  a  Bill  of 
this  sort  should  not  be  dealt  with  in 
five-minute  speeches.  In  point  of  fact, 
if  the  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  now  it 
will,  for  all  practical  purposes,  have  been 
read  undebated  ;  and  to  carry  a  Bill  of 
this  nature,  excellent  as  it  may  be— and 
I  am  not  tnclined  to  admit  it  is  excellent 
— would  be  nothing  less  than  a  scandal : 
it  would  be  a  misfortune,  because  it 
would  lower  very  considerably  the  na- 
tional respect  which  is  entertained  for 
the  way  we  do  our  business.  I  wish  to 
spare  Uie  time  of  the  House,  and  there- 
fore I  do  not  now  argue  the  Bill  on  its 


merits,  as  I  should  have  done  at  another 
and  more  reasonable  hour;  to-night  it 
is  quite  sufficient  to  argue  on  the  points 
I  have  mentioned.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Courtney),  who  moved  the  second 
reading,  pointed  out  that  it  was  only  pro- 
posed to  enfranchise  widows  and  spins- 
ters, and  not  married  women.  Whether 
that  is  an  advantage  in  itself  or  not — whe- 
ther it  is  an  encouragement  of  morality  or 
not,  I  will  not  say.  But  this  I  do  say — 
that  the  safeguard  is  tainted  with  the  pro- 
verbial worthlessness  of  all  safeguards. 
We  know  that  a  safeguard,  generally 
speaking,  amounts  to  dust  to  be  thrown 
in  someone's  eyes.  If  we  allow  dust  to 
be  thrown  in  our  eyes  in  this  case,  we 
shall  in  a  short  time  see  very  respectable 
married  women  clamouring  at  our  doors 
and  demanding  a  share  in  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART :  I,  Sir,  also 
intend  to  make  a  short  speech,  although 
short  speeches  have  been  so  much  com- 
plained of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope).  I  am  rather  astonished  that  it 
should  be  felt  that  to  debate  a  subject  in 
five-minute  speeches,  if  they  are  to  the 
point,  is  a  disgrace  to  this  Assembly.  I 
am  sure  that  a  Bill  like  this,  which  has 
been  so  long  before  the  country,  and  so 
frequently  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
is  much  more  effectually  dealt  with  in 
such  short  speeches  as  have  just  been 
deprecated  than  in  long  speeches.  I 
have  to  argue  in  favour  of  this  measure 
in  the  briefest  possible  manner.  It  is  a 
measure  of  justice,  Mr.  Speaker;  and  on 
that  ground  I,  for  one,  base  my  support 
of  it.  We  give  the  franchise  to  classes 
or  bodies  of  persons  for  a  double  reason — 
first,  because  they  have  their  own  in- 
terests to  protect ;  and,  secondly,  for  no 
less  a  reason — namely,  that  it  is  very 
difficult  to  ascertain  what  will  benefit  a 
given  class  of  people,  or  what  is  the  best 
way  to  deal  with  their  difficulties,  unless 
we  have  the  opinions  of  that  class  before 
us.  There  is  no  officially  recognized 
method  by  which  the  opinion  of  any 
body  of  persons  is  brought  to  the  notice 
of  this  House,  other  than  the  recording 
of  votes  at  the  ballot.  Women  are  at 
this  moment  gifted  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  political  influence.  That 
political  influence  is  now  exercised  free 
from  any  responsibility,  and  that  is  an 
evil  and  a  misfortune.  If  we  could  stop 
their  poUtioal  influence  we  might  get 
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rid  of  the  misfortune ;  but  we  cannot  do 
that  now;  and,  therefore,  why  not  attach 
responsibility  to  it  ?  I  believe  that  the 
varied  misfortunes  which  have  been  so 
repeatedly  foretold  and  indicated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  to  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  belong  will  vanish  under  the 
happy  touch  of  responsibility. 

Mb.  CONYBE AEB  :  I  do  not  propose 
to  detain  the  House  even  for  the  pro- 
verbial five  minutes,  but  merely  wish  to 
add  one  argument  which  seems  to  have 
been  overlooked  by  hon.  G-entlemen 
•who  have  already  spoken — an  argument 
which,  I  think,  is  not  unworthy  of  the 
attention  of  the  House.  It  appears  to 
me  that  one  of  the  best  arguments  in 
favour  of  granting  this  measure  of  jus- 
tice to  those  who  have  been  denied  it  so 
long  is  that  women,  as  the  mothers  of 
future  generations,  can  and  do  exercise 
considerable  influence  upon  the  minds 
of  those  who  are  to  come  after  us.  We 
have  every  reason  to  believe  that  it  will 
be  to  the  interest  of  generations  yet  un- 
born that  the  mothers  of  our  posterity 
should  be  able,  by  having  the  vote,  to 
take  such  an  interest  in  political  matters 
as  will  enable  them  to  educate  properly 
the  minds  of  their  children.  For  during 
the  early  years  of  childhood,  when  the 
infant  mind  is  most  open  to  receive  im- 
pressions, it  is  from  the  mother,  rather 
than  the  father,  that  the  child  derives 
that  instruction  "which  it  most  readily 
assimilates.  No  one  can  have  studied 
the  history  of  this  country  without  know- 
ing that  this  question  has  been  debated 
many  years ;  and,  therefore,  if  we  can 
dispose  of  the  subject  now  in  five- minute 
speeches  much  good  will  result. 

Mr.  RADOLIFFE  COOKE :  I  am 
one  of  the  many  new  Members  of  the 
House ;  and  if  I  feel  a  little  diffidence  in 
making  a  short  speech  upon  this  Bill, 
the  House,  I  am  sure,  will  accord  me 
its  indulgence.  Sir,  it  does  astonish  me, 
as  an  Englishman  and  as  a  Member  of 
this  deliberative  Assembly,  that  at 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  in  three 
or  five-minute  speeches,  a  great  Consti- 
tutional change —a  change  greater  than 
any  that  has  ever  been  effected  in  any 
country  in  the  world — should  be  made 
by  a  jaded  Legislature.  P*  Oh !  "]  I 
suppose  that  1,  a  new  Member,  feel 
more  tired  than  experienced  Members, 
and  that  I  have  used  an  improper  word. 
I  heard  aome  hon.  Members  who  sup- 
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ported  this  Bill  speak  of  having  had 
experience  of  women  franchise.  Where? 
I  tiiink  that  it  is  only  in  the  somewhat 
wild  States  of  America — ^the  Mormon 
State,  for  instance — that  the  franchise 
has  been  given  to  women.  We  are 
asked  to  make  this  enormous  Oonatita- 
tional  change  on  such  experience  as 
that.  The  speeches  of  the  two  Mem- 
bers who  last  addressed  the  House 
were,  I  consider,  strongly  opposed  to 
the  measure.  Those  hon.  Members 
spoke  of  the  weight  and  importance 
in  the  country  of  married  women.  All 
the  advocates  of  this  measure  based 
their  support  of  it  upon  the  cireum- 
stance  that  the  grievance  which  one  sex 
suffers  springs  from  the  action  of  the 
other  sex,  and  that  those  grievances  can- 
not be  redressed  because  the  one  sex  have 
not  the  vote.  Now,  the  grievances  of 
which  women  complain  spring  from  the 
marital  relation.  I  suppose,  quite  un- 
consciously, I  have  been  very  amusing ; 
but  if  we  read  The  WofnanU  SufirS^ 
Journal,  a  copy  of  which  was  sent  to  me 
to-day,  we  find  that  it  is  because  of  the 
behaviour  of  the  husbands,  and  the 
rights  which  they  exercise  over  the 
property  of  their  wives,  that  the  women 
demand  the  franchise.  It  is  because 
husbands  come  home  drunk  and  kick 
their  wives,  and  sometimes  injure  the 
children — ^it  is  for  all  these  reasons, 
which  seem  to  me  to  be  associated  with 
the  marital  condition,  that  the  franchise 
is  wanted  for  women.  Well,  the  hon. 
Members  who  bring  in  this  BUI  propose 
to  give  the  franchise  to  women  who 
know  nothing  about  these  reasons, 
widows  who  had  known  something 
about  them,  and  spinsters.  Let  us  re- 
verse the  case.  Let  us  suppose  that  in 
this  country  the  franchise  was  conferred 
upon  women,  and  not  upon  men,  and 
that  we,  the  men,  wished  redress  from 
the  grievances  which  we  suffer  from  tiie 
women,  those  grievances  arising  only 
as  they  can  arise,  out  of  the  marital  re- 
lations. I  have  repeatedly  said  I  sop- 
pose  I  am  very  amusing ;  but  I  wotud 
respectfully  ask  the  House  what  grier- 
ances  spinsters  and  widows  suffer  hom 
men?  Well,  should  we  be  satisfied  if 
it  was  proposed  to  give  the  franohise 
only  to  old  bachelors  and  widowers? 
The  hon.  Member  based  his  argu- 
ment upon  the  question  of  personal 
fitness,  yet  he  seeks  to  exclude  the  fittest 
of  their  sex  who  are  seleoted  for  the 
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most  important  function.     [Laughter,'] 
Xt  is  no  laughing  matter ;  it  is  getting 
beyond  that.      We  are  excluding  the 
most  fitting  of  their  sex — ^namely,  those 
who  are  selected  for  the  most  important 
functions.    All  the  grievances  suffered 
by  women  arise  out  of  the  marriage  re- 
lation.   Most  Members  in  this  House 
are  desirous  of   seeing   classes  repre- 
sented, and  the  class  of   women  who 
suffer  grievances  at  the  hands  of  men 
are  not  the  spinsters  and  widows,  but 
the  married  women ;  and  if  women  are 
to  be  represented  at  all,  the  married 
women  ought  to  have  their    interests 
represented  in  Parliament.     My  hon. 
Friend  on  my  right  says  that  married 
women  do  not  pay  taxes ;   but  that  is 
not  the  point.    The  point  is  whether  we 
shall  give  women,  as  women,  the  vote,  or 
not.     Further  than  that,  if  we  pass  this 
Bill,  it  is  inevitable  that  we  must  even- 
tually admit  women  to  Parliamentary 
representation.   I  will  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber why  I  think  so.    Will  women  be 
satisfied  by  being  represented  by  per- 
sons of  the  opposite  sex  ?    Is  it  likely 
they  will  be  satisfied  by  the  franchise 
being  given  to  widows  and  spinsters? 
It  appears  to  me  inevitable  that  they 
would  demand  to  have  women  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  women.    We  are  not  satis- 
fied unless  we  have  class  Bepresenta- 
tives ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  the  women 
will  not  he  satisfied  unless  they  are  re- 
presented by  their  own  sex.    I  have 
only  one  word  more,  and  that  is  that  a 
measure  so  important  as  this— more  im- 
portant than  any  Beform  Bill  that  was 
ever   introduced,    whatever    its    scope 
might  ultimately  be — ought  not  to  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  a  private  Member, 
but  should  be  dealt  with  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Sib  HENBY  JAMES :  I  have  risen 
80  often  in  past  Parliaments  to  discuss 
this  question  that  I  should  not  have 
taken  part  in  the  debate  on  this  Bill  if 
it  had  oeen  brought  on  under  ordinary 
circumstances.  I  do  not  intend  to  dis- 
ooss  the  merits  of  the  question  now; 
but  I  thiiJc  that  an  opportunity  should 
be  afforded  for  those  who  oppose  the 
measure  to  be  in  their  places.  My  hon. 
Friend  was  within  his  right  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but  I 
think  lam  also  within  my  right  in  say- 
ing that  it  was  not  expected  that  the 
second  reading  would  be  taken  to-night. 
That  being  so,  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  entering  into  arguments  to 


show  that  this  is  a  very  grave  question. 
We  all  admit  that ;  for  it  is  dear  that 
the  Bill  would  interfere  with  the  politi- 
cal prospects  of  this  country — and  still 
more  so  on  any  future  extension  of  the 
franchise  hereafter.  Such  a  question 
does  not  deserve  to  be  dealt  with  in  five- 
minute  speeches.  In  this  new  Parlia- 
ment, when  the  subject  was  being  dis- 
cussed before  Members  who  had,  pro- 
bably, never  heard  it  discussed  before, 
I  think  that  so  important  a  measure 
should  not  be  introduced  for  the  first 
time  at  this  hour.  At  all  events,  it  can- 
not be  dealt  with,  at  least,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  those  who  oppose  it  in 
five-minute  speeches;  for  they  have 
much  to  say  upon  the  subject,  and  the 
opportunity  is  not  afforded  them  to-night 
to  discuss  it.  I  appeal  to  those  who 
support  the  Bill.  If  it  is  to  have  any 
weight  in  the  country,  will  it  not  be 
better,  before  voting  for  or  against  so 
grave  a  change,  to  learn  the  views  of 
the  occupants  of  the  Ministerial  Benches? 
I  will  keep  my  word,  and  I  will  not  take 
part  in  the  discussion  of  the  Bill ;  but 
those  who  are  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  addressing  the  House ;  and,  therefore, 
with  a  view  of  enabling  others  to  discuss 
the  question,  I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Sir  Henry  James,) 

TheOHANOELLOB  of  thbEXOHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  Whjjam  Habcourt)  : 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
said  upon  this  subject.  When  the  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross) 
suggested  that  we  should  adjourn  the 
House  I  quite  concurred  and  voted 
with  him,  and  I  am  sorry  that  the 
majority  was  not  in  favour  of  adopting 
that  course.  Although,  after  all,  we 
might  deal  with  small  measures  on  the 
first  night  of  a  Session,  it  has  never 
been  according  to  custom  to  deal  with 
Bills  of  first-rate  importance  on  such 
occasions ;  and,  as  everybody  knows  that 
this  is  a  measure  of  first-rate  importance, 
nobody  expected  that  it  would  come  on 
at  this  Sitting.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  thought  very  properly 
that  so  important  a  question  should  not 
be  taken  when  none  of  the  Leaders  of 
the  Party  opposite  are  in  their  jplaces. 
It  is  perfectly  certain  that  this  cuvision 
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will  be  regarded  in  the  House  and  in 
the  country  as  a  snapped  division. 
Everybody  knows  that  it  is  so.  Nobody 
expected  that  the  question  of  female 
suffrage  would  be  dealt  with  to-night ; 
and  it  would  not  be  fair  to  the  House 
or  to  the  country  that  in  a  new  Parlia- 
ment, and  at  such  an  hour,  a  question 
of  such  magnitude  should  be  dealt  with 
in  this  absurd  way.  I  shall  certainly 
support  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Sib  JOHN  GOEST :  I  am  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
second  the  proposal,  because  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House  was 
suggested  by  him  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  It  was  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Home  Secre- 
tary. 

Sir  JOHN  GOEST :  When  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  Henry  James)  rose,  he  had  no 
intention  of  moving  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  until  it  was  suggested  to  him 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  on  previous 
occasions  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  about  submission  to  the  will 
of  the  House ;  and  if  ever  there  was  a 
division  taken  which  showed  the  will 
of  the  House,  it  was  that  which  was 
taken  a  short  time  ago,  when  the  House 
deliberately  decided  that  it  would  deal 
with  this  question  now.  What  is  the 
objection  to  this  course  ?  It  is  that  the 
question  has  not  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed. If  this  was  a  new  question, 
there  might  be  a  great  deal  in  that 
argument ;  but  it  is  a  very  old  question, 
and  has  been  discussed  over  and  over 
again;  and  although  we  have  had 
amusing  speeches  to-night,  there  has 
not  been  one  single  new  argument 
advanced  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
Now  the  House,  which  is  a  fall  one, 
has  decided  that  they  would  come  to  a 
division  on  the  second  reading  to-night. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knows, 
and  we  all  know,  that  there  will  be 
ample  opportunity  for  those  who  oppose 
the  Bill  to  express  their  opinions  upon 
it  in  its  future  stages;  but  I  do  not 
suppose  that  there  are  half-a-dozen 
Members  in  the  House  who  have 
not  made  up  their  minds  upon  this 
subject  years  ago ;  and  all  I  ask  is  that 
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in  this  full  House,  in  obedience  to  the 
will  of  the  House,  we  shall  be  allowed 
to  express  our  opinion  on  the  second 
reading  of  this  measure.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  hope  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division ;  but  if  he  does,  I 
trust  the  House  will  adhere  to  its 
former  decision. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEA.LY :  I  should  like 
to  point  out  to  new  Members  what  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  really  means. 
If  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  is  agreed 
to,  all  hope  of  passing  the  Bill  must  be 
abandoned,  for  it  will  inevitably  be 
blocked  or  talked  out  on  future  days, 
and  would  have  no  chance  whatever  of 
being  passed.  The  proposal  to  adjourn 
the  debate  is  exceedingly  disingenuous; 
but  the  effect  of  it,  if  passed,  would  be 
to  prevent  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  having  any  legislative  efiTect. 
The  supporters  of  this  Bill  are  entitled, 
when  they  get  a  chance,  to  bring  it 
forward;  and  they  should  have  tiie 
courtesy  of  the  House  extended  to  them 
now  that  they  have  secured  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET :  The  history 
of  this  Bill  shows  that,  for  many  years 

East,  it  has  always  been  lost  because  of 
aving  been  talked  out  on  a  Wednesday, 
or  because  of  having  been  blocked  after 
half-past  12  o'clock  at  night.  On  that 
ground,  and  because  the  measure  has 
been  fully  discussed  over  and  over  again 
in  past  years,  I  beseech  the  House  not 
to  lose  this  opportunity  of  passing  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  to  allow 
the  subject  a  fair  chance  of  being  oon* 
sidered  by  the  new  Parliament. 

Mr.  PuLESTON:  Eeferenoe  has 
been  frequently  made  to-night  to  the 
position  of  the  Bill,  and  its  chance  of 
coming  on  aeain  if  this  opportunity  is 
lost.  I  may  be  allowed  to  suggest  what 
will  be  easily  understood  by  everybody 
— that  if  we  take  a  vote  on  the  question 
of  the  adjournment,  it  will  be  a  direct 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  not  only  a  direct  vote  against 
the  second  reading,  but  against  the 
principle  of  the  measure.  I  would  point 
out  that  this  is  not  the  first,  or  the 
second,  or  even  the  third  time  that  this 
and  similar  Motions  have  defeated  the 
Bill ;  and  I  shall  be  curious  to  know, 
after  we  have  taken  the  division,  how 
many  hon.  (Gentlemen  pledged  up  to  tiie 
eyes  to  support  the  measure  have  gone 
into  tiie  Lobby  on  a  Motion  of  tUi 
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kind  to  defeat  it,  as  they  did  last  year 
when  the  Eefonn  Bill  was  before  the 
House.  

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH:  I  wish  to 
make  an  appeal  to  my  right  hon.  Eriend 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  for  one  moment.  It  will  be 
in  his  recollection  that  many  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  during  last 
Session,  and  at  a  critical  moment  in  the 
progress  of  the  Reform  Bill,  deliberately 
supported  the  Government  when  they 
appealed  to  us  not  to  give  our  votes  in 
favour  of  this  measure.  Well,  to-night 
I  have  been  reproached  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Devonport 
(Mr.  Puleston)  for  the  course  I  took  on 
that  occasion.  I  would  remind  him  that 
I  got  up  on  that  occasion,  and  appealed 
to  the  House  not  to  jeopardize  the  mea- 
sure before  it,  but  to  postpone  the  vote 
on  the  principle  of  the  proposed  change 
to  a  time  when  the  matter  could  be  de- 
cided on  its  merits.  I  consider  that  that 
time  has  now  come.  I  should  be  quite 
content  if  25  out  of  every  100  Members 
have  made  up  their  minds  on  the  Bill. 
When  the  Keform  Bill  was  before  us, 
and  that  curious  move  was  made  by  the 
House  in  the  sudden  conversion  of  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
supposed  to  be  supporters  of  this  mea- 
sure, I  had  an  idea  that  the  feeling  then 
was  that  it  would  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment to  extend  the  franchise  to  women, 
and  might  lead  to  the  defeat  of  the 
Franchise  Bill.  I  would  remind  my 
hon.  Friend  that  it  will  be  found  that 
all  those  who  honestly  express  them- 
selves in  favour — — 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  that  of  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate;  and  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  must  confine  him- 
self to  that. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  102 ;  Noes 
159 :  Majority  57.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Sib  HENRY  JAMES :  I  would  crave 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  just  to  say 
one  word.  I  am  not  disposed,  if  I  may 
say  so,  to  press  this  matter  further.  We 
have  made  our  protest  in  asking  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate ;  but  as  the 
adjournment  has  not  been  agreed  to, 
and  as  there  is  so  large  a  majority 
against  it,  it  would,  it  seems  to  me,  be 
d^ourteous  to  continue  further  oppo- 
sition. I  would  appeal  to  the  opponents 
of  tlie  Bill  not  to  take  a  division  against 


the  second  reading.  If  we  do  the  result 
may  be  misimderstood  in  the  country. 
For  my  own  part,  I  shall  take  no  share 
in  any  division,  as  I  think  it  desirable 
to  make  our  stand  on  another  stage  of 
the  measure. 

Me.  CEEMEE  :  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir 
Henry  James)  appeals  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  him  to  postpone  the  consi<» 
deration  of  the  measure.  I  wish  to 
observe  that  there  are  many  Members 
of  the  House  who  would  have  been  glad 
to  have  spoken  on  the  subject  if  an  op- 
portunity nad  been  afforded  them— hon. 
Gentlemen  who  feel  very  strongly  on 
the  subject  before  us.  For  myself,  I 
should  be  sorry  to  separate  myself  from 
my  political  Friends ;  but,  in  common 
with  many  others,  I  feel  very  strongly 
on  the  matter,  and  should  have  liked  to 
have  spoken.  We  have,  however,  come 
unprepared  to  do  so,  not  anticipating 
that  the  subject  would  come  on  to-night ; 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
hon.  Members. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tueeday  2nd  Marcb. 

Resolved^  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ.— {Mr,  John  Talbot,) 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  I9th  February,  1886. 


Several  Lords — ^Took  the  Oath. 

MINUTES.]— Sessional  Committbbs— Stand- 
ing Orders  Committee,  appointed  and  nomi- 
nated ;  Committee  of  Selection,  appointed  and 
nominated. 

Public  Bills — First  Reading — Lunacy  Acts 
Amendment  •  (12) ;  Lunacy  •  (13). 

THE  UNIVERSITY  OP  MALTA. 
QUESTION. 

Visooxmr  SIDMOUTH  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  would  lay  on  the  Tahle  a  Beport 
of  an  inquiry  into  certain  irregularities 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  in  connection 
with  the  matriculation  examination  in 
the  University  of  Malta  ? 
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The  SEOEETAEY  op  STATE  (Earl 
QBAimLLB),  in  reply,  said,  that  no  Ee- 
port  upon  the  subject  had  been  received 
at  the  Colonial  Office.  His  Predecessor 
in  Office,  in  consequence  of  a  Notice 
which  was  given  by  the  noble  Viscount, 
wrote  to  the  Governor  of  Malta  to  send 
a  Report  to  the  Colonial  Office ;  but  it 
had  not  yet  arrived.  When  it  came  he 
would  look  it  through,  and  inform  the 
noble  Viscount  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  its  production. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR  SCOT- 

lAND. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  received  (by  post) 
from  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  of  Scot- 
land, 

Minutes  of  the  election  of  the  Earl 
of  Dundonald  as  one  of  the  sixteen 
Peers  of  Scotland,  4th  February  1886, 
in  room  of  Cunninghame  Lord  Berth- 
wick,  deceased ;  and 

Separate  Return  by  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  of  certain  Titles  of  Peerage 
called  at  the  said  election,  in  right  of 
which  respectively  no  vote  had  been 
received  and  counted  at  any  election  for 
fifty  years  then  last  past  (pursuant  to 
Act  14th  and  15th  Vict.,  chap.  87.) 

STAKDINO  0BDEB8  OOMMITTBE. 

The  Lords  following,  with  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  were  named  of  the  Committee: — 


M.  Winchester. 
M.  Bath. 
Ld.  Steward. 
E.  Devon. 
E.  Carnarvon. 
£.  Cadogan. 
E.  Milltown. 
E.  Belmore. 
E.  Chioheet«r. 
E.  Powis. 
E.  Venilam. 
E.  Morley. 
E.  Amherst. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Dacie. 
E.  Lathom. 
y.  Hawarden. 
y.  Hutchinson. 
V.  Harding^. 
V.  Eversley. 


L.  de  Ros. 

L.  Clinton. 

L.  Save  and  Sele. 

L.  Balfour  of  Burley. 

L.  Boyle. 

L.  Monson. 

L.  Digbv. 

L.  Thurlow. 

L.  Hopetoun. 

L.  Foxford. 

L.  Colchester. 

L.  Silchester. 

L.  De  Tabley. 

L.  Sudeley. 

L.  Belper. 

L.  Hartismere. 

L.  Penryhn. 

L.  Wolverton. 

L.  Sandhurst. 

L.  Colville  of  Culross. 


ParVATB  BILLS. 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  during  the  present 
BMsion  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee  unless  otlierwiso  ordered. 


COMMITTEE   OF   SELECmOK. 


The  Lords  following ;  vis., 

E.  Bforley.  L.  Boyle. 

E.  Lathom.  L.  Colville  of  CuItom. 

with  the  Chairman  of  Committees  were  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  five  Lords  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
each  opposed  Private  BilL 

LTJNAOY  AOTS  AMEHDMEKT  BILL    |^H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  lunatics 
—  Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Chancdlor; 
read  l^    (No.  12.) 

LUNACY  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  enactments  respect- 
ing lunatics  —  Was  preeenUd  by  The  Lord 
Chancellor;  read  W  (No.  13.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Friday^  l^th  February^  1886. 

MINUTES.]— Nbw  Member  SwoBN—Stephen 
0*Mara,  esquire, /or  Queen's  County  (Ossory 
Division). 

Select  CoMMimiBS— Printing,  appointed  and 
nominated;  Mr.  Octavius  Yaughan  Morgan, 
appointed. 

Supply — considered  in  Commit tes — Civil  See- 
vices  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1885-6) ; 
Class  I.  —  Public  Works  awd  ButLDinos, 
Votes  7,  10,  15;  Class  II.~Sala»tes  akv 
Expenses  of  Civil  Departments,  Votes  2, 
5,  6,  9,  10,  11,  15,  34,  41 ;  Class  HI.^Law 
AND  Justice,  Votes  5,  17,  27,  29. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Bemding  — 
Coal  Mines*  [92];  Glebe  Lands*  [931; 
Copyhold  and  Customary  Tenure*  L^J; 
Common  Juries  Remuneration*  [95] ;  Ground 
Game  Act  (1880)  Amendment*  [96];  Bail- 
way  Regulation*  [97];  Education  (Scot- 
land) (Soiool  Fees)*  [98];  Commons  and 
Indosure  Acts  Amendment*  [99];  Pariia- 
mentaiy  Voters  Registration  *  [100]. 

First  J?M</m^— Land  Registry  •  [911. 

Second  Reading  —  Theatres,  fto.  (Metropolis) 
[69],  debate  a4foumed. 

QUE8TI0N8. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  CORPO- 
RAL PUNISHMENT  IN  SCHOOL8- 
HILLESDEN  NA'HONAL  SCHOOL. 

Oaptain  YERNEY  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Oounoil,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  ease  of 
severe  corporal  punishment  inflicted  by 
Ellen  Scholding,  schoolmistress  of  the 
National  School,  Hillesden,  Backing* 
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hamsliire,  on  Monday  18th  Jannaiy 
18S6y  upon  Harriett  Stuchbniy,  a  moni- 
tress,  aged  fourteen  years,  for  the  offence 
of  laughing  in  church  the  preyious  day ; 
and,  whether  such  a  punishment  for 
such  an  offence,  inflicted  by  the  school- 
mistress in  school  hours,  and  justified 
by  the  school  managers,  meets  with 
the  approval  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfaik),  in 
reply,  said,  this  was  one  of  the  cases, 
fortunately  yery  rare,  in  which  a  teacher 
punished  a  cluld  in  the  school  for  an 
offence  committed  in  the  church.  The 
punishment  was  unduly  severe,  and  the 
teacher  was  brought  before  the  magis- 
trates, who  dismissed  the  case,  but 
warned  the  mistress  to  be  more  careful 
in  future.  It  had  been  the  practice  of 
the  Department  to  abide  by  a  magiste- 
rial decision.  At  the  same  time  the  mis- 
tress had  been  reprimanded,  with  a 
warning  that  a  repetition  of  the  offence 
would  require  more  serious  action  than 
a  reprimand. 

EGYPT— WAK  IN  THE  SOUDAN-THE 
GARRISON  AT  EASSALA. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
Her  Majesty'slate  Government  took  steps 
to  relieve  the  Egyptian  Garrison  of  Kas- 
sala;  and,  if  so,  what  success  attended 
those  efforts,  and  what  is  the  present 
condition  of  the  town  and  garrison  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtce):  The  relief  of 
Kassala  was  the  subject  of  careful  con- 
sideration by  Her  Majesty's  late  Go- 
vernment, as  appears  by  the  Parliamen- 
tary Papers  laid  before  the  House.  The 
various  proposals  made,  the  steps  taken, 
and  the  results  could  hardly  be  explained 
within  the  usual  limits  of  an  answer  to  a 
Parliamentary  Question ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  will  find  full  information  upon 
the  sulyect  in  the  Parliamentary  Paper, 
Egypt  No.  20, 1885,  recently  distributed, 
and  in  a  further  Paper  only  distributed 
this  morning,  Egypt,  No.  2,  1886. 

Mb.  O'KELLY :  Have  the  Govern- 
ment any  information  in  regard  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  Kassala  garri- 
son? 

Ms.  BRYCE :  The  hon.  Member  will 
find  the  latest  information  we  possess  in 
the  Paper  issued  this  morning. 

yOL.  OCOII.     [thibd  sbkiss.] 


EXPLOSIONS   m  MINES— BBPORT  OF 
THE  BOTAL  COMMISSION. 

CoLOirsL  BLUNDELL  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Why  no  Beport  has  as  yet  been 
presented  by  the  Boyal  Commission, 
appointed  in  1879 — 

"  For  the  purpose  of  inqQiring  and  reporting 
whether,  with  respect  to  the  influence  of  flactua- 
tions  of  atmospheric  pressore  upon  the  issue  of 
firedamp  from  coal,  to  the  adoption  of  trost- 
worthy  indications  of  the  presence  of  firedamp, 
and  generally  to  modes  of  systematic  observation 
of  the  air  in  mines;  to  improved  methods  of 
ventilation  and  illumination ;  to  emplojrment  of 
explosive  agents  in  the  geUing  of  minerals ; 
and  to  other  particolars  relating  to  mines  and 
mining  operations,  the  reeonroes  of  science  far- 
nish  any  practicable  expedients  that  are  not 
now  in  use,  and  are  calcalated  to  prevent  the 
occurrence  of  accidents  or  limit  their  disastrous 
consequences ; " 

and,  how  soon  the  Commissioners  may 
be  depended  upon  to  present  their  Be- 
port? 

The  SECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs),  in  reply,  said,  he  had  made 
careful  inquiry  as  to  the  delay  in  the 
production  of  this  Beport.  He  was 
assured  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion that  the  delay  had  been  inevitable, 
as  the  experiments  on  safer  methods  of 
blasting  had  been  too  important  to  be 
hurried  oyer.  The  Commission  was  now 
sitting  three  days  a-week,  and  hoped  to 
have  their  Beport  ready  by  the  end  of 
the  month. 

THE   LUNACY    COMMISSIONEES   (lEtE- 
LAND)-THE  REPOET. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COBBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Beport  of  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners,  Ireland,  for  the  year 
1884,  which  should  have  been  issued 
last  year,  has  not  yet  been  delivered ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  cause 
the  Annual  Beport  to  be  got  out  in  a 
reasonable  time  after  the  expiration  of 
each  year  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley),  in  reply,  said,  the  Be- 
port was  in  course  of  preparation,  and 
no  time  would  be  lost  in  presenting  it  to 
Parliament. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mb.  DIXON.HABTLAND  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
an  early  reply  may  be  expected  fron^ 
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the  Lords  OommiBsioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Treasury  to  the  Memorial  of  the 
Civil  Service  Writers,  which  was  recom- 
mended to  their  Lordships'  favourable 
consideration  by  120  Members  of  Par- 
liament nearly  six  tnonths  ago  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Habooubt)  said, 
that  this  matter  had  not  yet  come  before 
him;  but  he  had  reason  to  believe  it 
would  do  so  before  long. 

METROPOLIS-OBDEB  IN  THE  STREETS 
—DUTIES  OF  THE  HOME  OFFICE. 

Mb.  BURDETT-COUTTS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  when  full  notice  is  given 
of  a  public  meeting  to  be  held  in  the 
streets  of  London,  under  circumstances 
of  obvious  danger  arising  from  indus- 
trial depression,  it  is  in  accordance  with 
the  practice  of  the  Home  Office  to  take 
the  initiative  in  the  defence  of  the  public 
peace  by  giving  such  special  directions 
to  the  police  authorities  as  will  support 
them  in  the  unusual  course  of  adopting 
severe  coercive  measures  towards  a 
public  demonstration  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbbs")  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  have  to  say  that  when  notice  is 
given  of  a  public  meeting  to  be  held  in 
the  streets,  the  custom  is  for  the  Com- 
missioners of  Police  to  take  the  initiative 
by  issuing  such  orders  to  their  men  as 
they  may  think  necessary  for  preserving 
the  public  peace,  such  orders  being 
afterwards  sent  to  the  Home  Office  in  a 

Printed  form,  as  I  explained  yesterday, 
am  not  aware  that  any  different  course 
would  be  taken  if  there  was  danger  of 
the  peace  being  disturbed  by  industrial 
depression,  though,  no  doubt,  the  conduct 
of  the  Police  Authorities  in  dealing  with 
open-air  meetings  are  always  guided  by 
their  knowledge  of  the  objects  of  the 
meeting  and  the  behaviour  of  those 
attending  it. 

THE  MERCHANT  SEBVICE— THE 
SMACK  "  COLUMBINE." 

Mb.  jacks  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  explain  why 
no  proper  search  or  pursuit  was  made 
after  the  smack  Columbine,  which  lately 
drifted  from  Lerwick  to  the  Norwegian 
Coast  with  an  invalid  on  board,  although 
two  of  Her  Majesty's  despatch  boats, 
the  Za^le  and  the  Active,  as  also  the 

Mr.  Dixon^Rartland 


fishery  cutter  Vigilant,  were  lying  idle  in 
Granton  Harbour  all  fully  manned  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert),  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  telegram  asking  for  assistance 
in  searching  for  the  smack  Columbine  did 
not  reach  the  Admiralty  until  Tuesday, 
the  accident  having  occurred  on  the  pre- 
vious Saturday.  The  Active  and  the 
Eagle  were  Coastguard  sailing  yawls; 
the  Vigilant,  also  a  sailing  vessel,  be- 
longed to  the  Scotch  Board  of  Fisheries, 
and  was  not  under  Admiralty  orders. 
Looking  at  the  time  that  had  elapsed 
since  the  accident,  and  the  fact  that 
there  were  local  steamers  that  had  been 
employed  and  that  could  be  re-employed, 
the  Admiralty  informed  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  they  had  no  vessel  that  could 
be  sent  to  search  for  the  smack  with  any 
hope  of  success.  He  might  add  that  if 
the  Admiralty  had  any  vessel  lying  at 
Lerwick,  or  anywhere  in  the  imme£ate 
neighbourhood,  they  would  have  been 
ver^  glad  to  render  all  the  assistance  in 
their  power. 

EDUCATION— NON-ATTENDANCE  AT 

SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  large 
number  of  summonses  issued  against 
parents  of  the  poorest  class  for  not 
sending  their  children  to  school,  these 
summonses  in  many  instances  resulting 
in  imprisonment;  and,  whether  he  is 
disposed  to  instruct  the  magistrates  to 
show  greater  consideration  and  leniency 
in  their  power  to  inflict  imprisonment, 
especially  in  cases  where  illness  or  gpreat 
poverty  occasions  the  non-attendance  of 
children  ? 

The  SECEETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  As  far  as  the  Home  Office 
is  aware,  there  is  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  law  is  being  administered  with 
harshness,  or  without  due  regard  to  all 
the  circumstances  of  each  case.  I,  there- 
fore,  see  no  occasion  to  issae  instructions 
to  the  magistrates  with  respect  to  their 
duties  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  JENNINGS  said,  that  as  there 
were  40  summonses  before  the  Police 
Courts  lately  he  would  ask  the  Question 
again  on  Monday. 

TARIFF  AND  CUSTOMS  ACT,  187S. 
Mb.  kino  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  in  view  of  the 
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fact  that  Section  179  of  ''  The  Tariff 
and  Castoms  Act,  1876/'  by  providing 
that — 

^  Every  person  who  shall  be  found  to  hare 
been  on  board  any  ship  or  boat  liable  to  for- 
feiture, shall  forfeit  a  sum  not  exceeding  one 
hundred  pounds,  and  may  be  taken  before  a 
justice  to  be  dealt  with/' 

by  its  terms  exposes  innocent  persons  to 
conTiction,  he  proposes,  in  accordance 
with  the  answer  of  his  predecessor,  to 
take  early  steps  to  repeal  or  alter  that 
section? 

The  CH  ANOELLOB  op  the  EXOHE- 
QTJEB  (Sir  William  Haecourt),  in 
reply,  said,  his  Predecessor  called  for  a 
Heport  on  this  subject  from  the  Com- 
missioner of  Customs.  He  would  ask 
that  this  Beport  should  be  communi- 
cated to  him,  and  the  matter  would 
then  receive  his  consideration. 

THE  INDIAN  CIVIL  ADMINISTRATION 
—THE  GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  AOT, 
1858. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by  The 
Olohe  newspaper  on  the  9th  instant,  and 
by  The  Timee  on  the  10th,  that  certain 
extensive  changes  in  the  constitution  of 
the  branches  of  the  Indian  Civil  Ad- 
ministration will  shortly  be  brought 
under  consideration;  whether  it  is  in- 
tended that  such  changes  will,  previous 
to  the  necessary  legislation  or  Orders, 
be  submitted  to  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  intend  to  propose  a  Com- 
mittee upon  Indian  Administration 
during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  hunter  asked.  Whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
appoint  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
tl\e  operation  of  the  Government  of 
India  Act,  1858? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtbed  Ka.y-Shuitle- 
wobth),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  intention  to  bring  such 
changes  imder  consideration  as  those 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
In  reply  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  he  had  to  state  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intended  to  propose 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Joint  Committee  of  In- 
quiry. Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Aberdeen  (Dr.   Hunter)  would 


allow  him  to  add,  in  answer  to  his  Ques- 
tion, that  the  operation  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  Act,  1858,  would,  of 
course,  come  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee, 

DEPRESSION  OF  TBADE  AND  IN- 
DUSTRY-DISTRESS  AT  SHIPBUILD- 
ING PORTS. 

Mb.  GOURLET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
serious  extent  of  the  distress  of  the 
artizan  classes  which  has  existed  for 
nearly  two  years  at  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  shipbuilding  ports  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend  endeavouring  to 
ameliorate  the  distress,  by  promoting 
systematic  State  -  aided  Emigration, 
either  with  or  without  the  co-operation 
of  the  agents-general  of  the  Colonial 
Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osbobnb  Mobgan),  in  reply, 
said,  his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
subject.  He  had  just  come  from  attend- 
ing a  very  large  and  representative  de- 
putation which  had  waited  upon  the  Se« 
cretary  of  State  on  this  subject.  Lord 
Granville,  after  hearing  the  views  of  the 
deputation,  expressed  his  deep  sym- 
pathy with  the  sufferers  from  the  state 
of  things  which  was  described  to  him, 
and  solicited  a  more  detailed  statement 
of  the  scheme  which  the  Gt>vemment 
were  asked  to  adopt,  especially  from  a 
financial  point  of  view.  Meantime,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  come  to 
any  decision  upon  the  question.  But 
the  extent  and  character  of  the  existing 
distress  were  the  subject  of  careful  in- 
quiry by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  were  also  giving  their  anxious  con- 
sideration to  the  various  suggestions 
which  had  been  made  for  its  relief.  He 
might  add  that  the  communications 
begun  by  Her  Majesty's  late  Govern- 
ment respecting  possible  means  of  assist- 
ing emigration  by  the  diffusion  of  in- 
formation for  intending  emigrants  were 
being  carried  on  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  in  conjunction  with 
the  Treasury,  with  the  Colonial  Agents 
General,  and  with  private  associations 
who  promote  emigration,  but  that  it 
would  be  premature  to  annoimce  any 
final  decision  on  the  matter  at  pre- 
sent. 
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METROPOLIS-LONDON   MUNICIPAL 

BEFOBM. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, What  are  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goyernment  with  respect  to 
the  Reform  of  the  Municipal  Qovern- 
ment  of  London  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childees)  :  My  hon.  Friend  will  under- 
stand that  it  is  impossible  for  me  at 
the  present  moment,  within  a  few  days 
after  taking  Office,  to  give  any  definite 
pledge  of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  so  important  a  question. 

CENTRAL  AMERICA-THE  PANAMA 

CANAL. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  person  has  been  autho- 
rised, as  has  been  stated,  to  represent 
this  Country  upon  the  inquiry  into  the 
condition  of  the  works  in  connection 
with  the  Panama  Canal  which  is  now 
being  held  upon  the  spot  under  the 
direction  of  M.  de  Lesseps ;  and,  if  so, 
who  that  person  is,  and  what  are  his 
instructions  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtoe):  The  statement 
referred  to  is  incorrect.  No  person  has 
been  authorized  by  Her  Majesty's  Gp- 
Ternment  to  represent  this  country  upon 
the  inquiry  in  question. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  legal  opinion  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  widening  the  Suez  Canal, 
which  the  late  Government  informed 
the  House  was  being  taken,  has  yet 
been  obtained;  if  so,  when  it  and  the 
case  submitted,  and  any  other  papers 
bearing  upon  the  question,  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtce)  :  The  opinion  has 
not  yet  been  obtained  owing  to  the 
change  of  Goyernment.  The  Reports  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  are  con- 
fidential Papers,  and  it  would  be  con- 
trary to  usage  and  precedent  to  lay 
them  before  Parliament.  As  soon  as 
the  communications  between  Her  Ma- 

I'esty's  Government  and  that  of  Egypt 
lave  come  to  a  definite  issue  Papers  will 


be  laid  on  the  Table  whidi  will  afford 
full  information  upon  the  subject. 

SCOTLAND  — FARM  SERVANTS— A 
ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Db.  CLARK  asked  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  If  the  GK>yemment,  in  view  of 
future  legislation  regarding  the  agricul- 
tural labourers,  will  appoint  a  Rojral 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  the  farm  seryants  of  Scotland  as  to 
their  system  of  seryice  and  hours  of 
labour,  and  the  extent  to  which  the 
Bothy  system  is  still  carried  on,  and 
the  physical  and  moral  results  of  that 
system  ? 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbeyelyan)  :  The  Government 
have  not  had  any  complaint  of  late  years 
with  regard  to  the  condition  of  the  farm 
servants  in  Scotland  which  would  ap- 
pear to  call  for  the  appointment  of 
another  Royal  Commission  —  always 
rather  a  serious  matter  when  there  are 
so  many  subjects  into  which  inquiry  is 
demanded.  The  condition  of  the  Scotch 
agricultural  labourer  was  very  folly  in- 
quired into  by  the  Commission  on  the 
Employment  of  Young  Persons  and 
Women  in  Agriculture.  In  point  of 
fact,  it  was  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  on 
all  subjects  relating  to  the  agricultural 
population;  and  the  Commission  doToted 
to  Scotland  the  whole  of  their  Fourth 
Report,  of  the  year  1870,  some  500 
pages  long.  I  cannot  think  the  state  of 
affairs  has  changed  sufficiently  to  de- 
mand fresh  inquiry;  and  I  would  be 
very  glad  if  hon.  Ghentlemen  examine 
this  Report  very  carefully  before  they 
make  up  their  minds  that  further  in- 
quiry is  necessary. 

INDIA  (BENGALHLEGAL  APPODTT. 

MENTS. 

Mb.  hunter  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 
Chief  Justice  of  Bengal  is  about  to  take 
leave;  whether,  on  a  former  oecadoB 
when  the  Chief  Justice  took  leave,  the 
senior  puisne  Judge,  Mr.  IdStter,  was 
appointed  to  act  as  Chief  Justice  during 
his  absence ;  and,  whether,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  the  same  course  would  be 
followed,  or  a  Judge  junior  to  Mr. 
Mitter  appointed  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  <a 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtbkd  Kat-Shutiui. 
wobth):  Sir  Richard  Gbrth  has  fomxA 
lef^ve  of  absence  to  be  abeolutely 
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sary,  because  of  the  state  of  bis  bealtb. 
He  baSf  at  tbe  same  time,  expressed  a 
wish  to  retire;  and  I  have  reason  to  know 
that  by  the  end  of  March  his  retirement 
will  take  place.  In  that  case  it  is  not 
likely  that  a  temporary  appointment  will 
be  necessary.  I  believe  that  what  is 
stated  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question  is  quite  correct.  There  has 
been  a  rumour  that  Mr.  Justice  Cun- 
ningham would  be  appointed  to  act  in 
Sir  Bichard  Garth's  absence ;  but  that 
rumour  has  no  foundation.  Nor  it  is 
true  that  there  has  been  an  intention  to 
paas  over  Mr.  Mitter. 

DEPRESSION  OF  TRADE  AND  INDUS- 
TRY— THE  UNEMPLOYED-HAR- 
BOURS OF  REFUGE. 
Sm  EDWAED  BIEKBECK  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  will  give  his  serious  consideration  to 
the  advisability  of  employing  workmen, 
who  at  the  present  time  are  without  em- 
ployment on  account  of  the  existing  de- 
pression, in  order  to  carry  out  at  once 
the  necessary  works  for  the  formation  of 
harbours  of    refuge  on  the   East   and 
North  East  Coasts  of  England  ? 

The  FIBST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  :  It  would  more  properly  apper- 
tain to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
answer  a  Question  relating  to  the  em- 
ployment of  workmen  who,  unfortu- 
nately, are  out  of  employment ;  but  I  am 
very  glad  to  meet  the  Question  after 
having:  communicated  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  And,  Sir,  what  I  have  to 
say  is  that  there  are  many  reasons  which 
would  prevent  me  from  holding  out  the 
expectation  desired  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man— namely,  that  we  would  carry  out 
the  necessary  works  for  the  formation  of 
liarbours  of  refuge  on  the  East  and  North- 
East  Ooasts  of  England.  One  among 
those  reasons  is  that  there  has  been,  and 
there  is,  aided  by  the  public  in  a  bene- 
ficial manner,  a  large  amount  of  private 
enterprize  in  connection  with  works  of 
that  Kind ;  and  I  am  afraid  that  an  an- 
nouncement such  as  the  Question  asks 
would  paralyze  that  private  enterprize, 
and  very  possibly  lead  to  the  dismissal 
of  a  number  of  persons  now  employed. 

CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND— SALE  OF 
ADVOWSONS. 

Mb.  BAETLEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  sale  by  private 


auction  of  the  advowson  of  St.  Oathe- 
rine's  Church,  Abercromby  Square, 
Liverpool,  on  the  11th  of  February  last, 
when  it  was  reported  that  the  bidding 
began  at  £100,  and  increased  by  small 
amounts  till  it  reached  £700,  the  reserved 
price ;  that  there  was  a  large  attend- 
ance, and  the  bidding  went  on  amid 
considerable  excitement  till  the  sum  of 
£1,055  was  reached,  when  the  advow- 
son was  sold ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  to 
stop  such  sales  in  the  Established 
Church  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  :  I  am  cognizant  of  the  evil  prac- 
tices connected  with  sales  of  the  rights 
of  Church  property ;  and  I  am  very  de- 
sirous that  Parliament  should  entertain 
favourably  any  reasonable  measure  for 
the  purpose  of  checking  or  putting  an 
end  to  tbese  abuses.  I  have  always  en- 
deavoured to  promote  and  obtain  facili- 
ties, as  far  as  I  could,  for  discussing  mea- 
sures of  that  kind  in  this  House ;  but  I 
own  that  measures  of  that  kind  might 
very  well  be  left  in  the  hands  of  private 
Members.  I  do  not  think  the  Govern- 
ment, in  the  present  state  of  its  actual 
and  possible  engagements,  could  under- 
take to  bring  in  any  such  Bill. 

DEPRESSION  OF  TRADE  AND  INDUS- 
TRY—THE COMMISSION  OF 
INQUIRY. 

Me.  ASHMEADBAETLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  will  state  to  the  House  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the 
Depression  of  Trade  ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  provide  the 
funds  necessary  for  the  continuance  of 
the  work  of  the  Commission  ? 

Thb  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella)  :  I  am  de- 
sired by  the  Prime  Minister  to  answer 
the  hon.  Member's  Question.  I  may 
say  that  there  is  no  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  depart  from  the 
usual  practice,  and  to  interrupt  or  inter- 
fere with  the  work  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission. On  tbe  contrary,  I  can  say,  on 
behalf  of  my  own  Department  and  of 
the  Government,  that  they  are  willing  to 
give  to  the  Commission  all  the  informa- 
tion and  assistance  in  their  power. 

Mr.  A8HMEAD  BARTLETT  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
the  latter  part  of  my  Question. 
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Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  think  I  have. 
I  said  we  were  willing  to  give  *'  all  the 
assistance  in  our  power.'' 

DEPRESSION  OF   TRADE   AND  INDUS- 
TRY—THE INQUIRY. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  he  intended  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  information  which 
he  would  obtain  in  answer  to  the  in- 
quiry he  was  now  conducting  as  to  the 
degree  and  the  extent  of  the  prevailing 
distress  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain)  :  Yes,  Sir.  The  inquiries 
I  am  conducting  are  very  extensive.  I 
have  addressed  Circulars  to  various 
local  bodies  and  private  individuals; 
and  I  have  already  received,  and  still 
receive,  a  great  deal  of  information  on 
the  subject.  As  soon  as  this  approaches 
completion  I  propose  to  lay  Papers  on 
the  Table. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE   REOORDER- 
SmP  OF  LIVERPOOL. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  a  gentleman  had 
been  appointed  to  the  Becordership  of 
Liverpool ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  had 
received  any  communication  from  the 
Corporation  of  Liverpool  with  regard  to 
the  salary  attaching  to  the  office ;  and 
whether  any  reply  had  been  sent  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers)  said,  he  should  reply  to  this 
Question  on  Monday,  the  Notice  of  it 
having  only  reached  him  a  short  time 
ago. 

In  reply  to  Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross, 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  that  the  ap- 
pointment rested  with  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  not  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS      OP     THE 

HOUSE— THE   CHAIRMAN  OP 

COMMITTEES. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury a  Question  bearing  on  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  evening.  Supply  stands  as 
the  first  Order  of  tne  day.  The  House 
is  aware  that  no  hon.  Gentleman  has 
yet  been  appointed  to  fill  the  Office  of 
Chairman  of  Committees.    I  think  there 


is  a  general  feeling  in  the  House  that 
such  an  appointment  should  not  be 
made  without  previous  Notice,  and  with- 
out more  formality  than  the  ordinary 
Motion  that  a  certain  Member  should 
take  the  Chair.  Therefore,  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  could 
now  state  to  the  House  whom  he  intends 
to  move  into  the  Chair  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gi^ad- 
stone)  :  My  intention  was  to  conform  to 
the  usual  practice ;  and  the  usual  practice, 
undoubtedly,  is  to  name,  at  the  time  when 
Supply  is  called  upon,  a  certain  Member 
for  the  Chairmanship  of  the  Committee. 
But  whether  that  practice  ought  to  be 
altered  may  be  open  to  consideration, 
and  I  do  not  give  any  opinion  adverse 
to  such  a  view.  I  wish  to  reserve  it  for 
impartial  consideration.  Undoubtedly, 
if  I  had  known  that  there  was  an 
anxiety  on  the  subject,  I  should  not 
have  had  the  least  difficulty  in  stating 
yesterday  what  we  propose  to  do.  I 
now  willingly  state  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  anticipation  of  the  possi- 
bility of  reaching  Supply  to-night,  that 
my  intention  is  to  propose  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bodmin 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Courtney), 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  under  a 
former  Administration,  should  be  Chair- 
man of  Committees. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked,  whe- 
ther, when  the  new  Bules  were  under 
consideration,  it  was  not  the  under- 
standing of  the  House  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  should  not  be  ap- 
pointed without  due  Notice  being  given, 
and  an  opportunity  afforded  for  full 
discussion  r 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  think 
I  can  state  what  took  place.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  understanding  to  the  effect 
just  stated  with  regard  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  The  choice  of  Chair- 
man is  a  very  responsible  duty  resting 
on  the  Government,  who  uniformly  pro- 
pose him;  and  I  do  not  recollect  any 
announcement  of  an  intention  to  change 
the  existing  practice.  What  did  exist, 
and  may  have  led  to  the  misapprehen- 
sion, was  a  feeling  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  measure  adopted  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  what  were  called,  per- 
haps rather  irreverently, '  'casual ''  Chair- 
men on  occasions  from  time  to  time.  In 
that  opinion  I  entirely  shared.  We  con- 
sidered a  plan  for  amending  what  we 
thought  required  amendment.    I  gave 
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Notice  of  this  plan  after  it  had  been 
much  considered,  in  the  hope  that  it 
would  receive  universal  consent ;  but  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  if  I 
remember  right,  of  very  considerable 
authority  on  such  matters,  immediately 
blocked  my  Notice,  and  gave  intimation 
that  it  would  have  to  be  subject  to  full 
disoussion,  and  it  may  not  be  in  my 
power  to  find  time  in  the  House  for  the 
purpose.  

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  inquired 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
revive  his  Motion  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  should 
be  disposed  to  revive  that  Notice,  pro- 
vided I  see  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
being  able  to  pass  it  without  a  serious 
demand  on  the  time  of  the  House.  I 
do  not  think  I  could  undertake  to  find 
any  considerable  portion  of  time  for  its 
discussion. 

LOED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL'S  VISIT 

TO  BELFAST. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  with  a  view  to 
eventualities,  he  intends  to  detail  any 
official  shorthand  writers  to  accompany 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  on  the  occasion  of  his  visit 
to  Belfast  ? 

The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley):  I  have  not  hitherto 
thought  of  this  course ;  but  it  shall  have 
my  best  consideration. 

OHDim  OF  THJE  DA  Y. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and*Ouestion  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker'  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EVICTIONS  (IREIuAND)-CASE  OF  THE 
WIDOW,  ANNE  SHAW,  CO.  MONA- 
GHANr-RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEA.LY,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  eviction  of  the  widow, 
Anne  Shaw,  from  her  freehold  in  county 
Monaghan,  by  Mr.  Jesse  Lloyd,  J. P., 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  that  county,  and 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal thereon  in  December  last ;  and  to 
move — 


'*  That  the  falsification  of  the  records  of  the 
Monaghan  County  Court  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace,  observed  on  by  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
calls  for  the  immediateremoYal  of  the  officials 
implicated,*' 

said,  he  thought  some  apology  was  due 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
for  the  way  in  which  the  Motion  had 
necessarily  been  brought  on  while  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  new  to  his 
Office,  and  therefore  could  not  be  sup- 
posed to  be  directly  acquainted  with  the 
facts  of  the  case.     Dublin  Castle,  at  any 
rate,  had  sufficient  notice  of  the  matter ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  most  unfortunate 
that  nothing  would  be  done  by  that  in* 
stitution  for  the  chastisement  of  officials 
in  Ireland,  except  direct  attention  was 
called  thereto  by  a  Motion  in  that  House. 
Mr.  Jesse  Lloyd  was  a  J.P.,  and  was 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  County  Mona- 
ghan and  Chairman  of  the  Monaghan 
Board  of  Guardians.    He  was  also  a 
local  landlord,  and  the  person  who  did 
his  evictions  for  him  was  his  deputy  as 
Clerk  of  the  Peace — Mr.  J.  W.  Johnson. 
Some  two  years  ago  a  plot  of  ground, 
formerly  belonging  to  the  Presbyterian 
Widows' Eund,  and  held  as  a  freehold 
by  a  Presbyterian  widow  named  Anne 
Shaw,  was,  by  some  mischance,  included 
by  the  Landed  Estates  Court  in  a  con- 
veyance of  certain  lands  to  Colonel  Lloyd. 
Colonel  Lloyd  thereupon  got  a  decree  for 
possession  against  this  poor  woman;  and 
on   her    appealing    to    the    Judge  of 
Assizes  the  Judge  affirmed  the  decree 
for  possession,  but  made  an  order  stay- 
ing the  execution  of  the  decree  until  she 
got  a  lease  of  the  premises  for  her  life 
at  a  nominal  rent.    In  the  course  of  a 
few  months,  however,   Colonel  Lloyd, 
with  his  deputy  Johnson,  turned  the 
poor  woman  out  of  her  holding,  and 
levelled  the  house  to  the  ground  without 
giving  her    a    farthing    compensation. 
Mrs.  Shaw  then,  by  the  aid  of  a  public 
subscription — ^for  she  was  a  helpless  poor 
woman  of  80  years  of  age  —  brought 
an  action  against  Colonel  Lloyd  for  the 
specific  performance  of  the  order  for  a 
lease  made  by  the  Judge   of  Assizes. 
When  this  matter  came  before  the  Court 
it  was  found  that  either  Colonel  Lloyd 
or  his  deputy  had  falsified  the  record  of 
the  judgment  given  by  the  Judge  of 
Assize  in  their  own  Court  in  a  manner 
unfavourable  to  Mrs.  Shaw ;  and  this  con- 
duct  on  their  part  was  sharply  com- 
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mented  upon  by  Lord  Juetioe  Fitzg^bbon 
and  Lord  Justice  Barry.  After  the 
judgment  given  by  those  two  learned 
Judges  he  (Mr.  Healy)  thought  Colonel 
Lloyd  should  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
one  moment  longer  in  the  office  of  Clerk 
of  the  Peace.  The  case  might  appear  a 
paltry  one ;  but  it  was  in  miniature  a 
picture  of  the  violence  of  the  oppression 
of  the  poor  in  Ireland.  Landlordism  ran 
through  every  pore  of  private  and  public 
life  in  Ireland,  and  poisoned  and  debi- 
litated public  justice  at  its  very  core. 
When  those  landlords  committed  crimes 
for  which  they  ought  to  be  whipped  at 
the  cart-tail,  and  even  when  their  deeds 
had  been  branded  as  crimes  by  a  Judge 
like  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgibbon,  they  were 
allowed  to  retain  their  positions.  They 
all  heard  a  great  deal  about  injuries  in- 
flicted in  Ireland  upon  people  who  were 
very  well  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves; they  could  write  to  the  news- 
papers and  make  the  House  and  the 
country  ring  with  their  injuries,  while 
this  poor  woman  had  been  deprived  of 
her  rights  by  oppressors  who  were  re- 
ceiving public  money.  If  this  man's 
conduct  was  allowed  to  pass  unchal- 
lenged, he  would  say  that  no  matter 
how  the  figure-heads  in  public  positions 
changed  with  different  Governments,  the 
men  at  the  wheel  were  the  same  old 
hands,  and  Dublin  Castle  remained  the 
same  as  regarded  the  protection  of  the 
oppressor.  In  conclusion,  he  bec^ged  to 
move  the  Kesolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  falsification  of  the  records  of  the  Mona- 
ghan  County  Court  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace, 
observed  on  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  calls  for 
the  immediate  removal  of  the  officials  impli- 
cated,"—(ifr.  Timothy  Mealy,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Moblet)  :  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  any  Member  of  the  House  will 
think  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has  done  any- 
thing but  his  duty  in  bringing  before 
the  attention  of  the  House  what,  for  my 
own  part,  I  must  admit  is  a  very  serious 
and  disagreeable-looking  affair.     The 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


hon.  and  learned  Member  was  good 
enough  to  say  that  he  could  not  expect 
me,  who  have  been  so  short  a  time  in  my 
present  Office,  to  have  mastered  all  the 
details  of  the  case;  and  that  is  perfectly 
true,  and  I  have  a  right  to  some  allow- 
ance in  the  matter.  But,  in  fact,  the 
details  of  the  case  between  Colonel 
Lloyd  and  Anne  Shaw  are  not  particu- 
larly important  in  forming  a  judgpuent 
on  the  issue  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  As  I  am  informed. 
Colonel  Lloyd,  who  was  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  the  county  of  Monaghan, 
brought  an  action  of  ejectment  ag^nst 
Anne  Shaw.  It  was  brought  in  the  Civil 
Bill  Court  of  Monaghan,  and  a  decree  got. 
Anne  Shaw  appealed ;  and,  by  consent, 
the  decree  was  affirmed,  Anne  Shaw  to 
get  a  lease  of  the  place.  After  a  con- 
siderable time,  the  lease  not  having 
been  taken  out,  through  Shaw's  own 
default,  according  to  Lloyd,  he  executed 
the  decree,  and,  according  to  what  I  hare 
long  looked  upon  as  a  very  barbarous 
usage,  pulled  down  the  house.  Anne 
Shaw  then  brought  an  action  compelling 
the  granting  of  a  lease,  and  for  damage. 
Lloyd  moved  to  remit  the  action  from  the 
Superior  Courts  to  the  County  Court; 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  refused  to 
grant  the  order  to  remit,  and,  on  appeal 
by  Lloyd,  the  Court  of  Appeal  oon* 
firmed  the  order  of  refusal.  Then  comes 
the  offence.  At  the  hearing  of  the  ap- 
peal two  documents  purporting  to  be 
copies  of  the  Judge's  order  at  the  Assizes, 
and  both  signed  by  the  Deputy  Clerk  of 
the  Peace,  were  produced,  one  of  which 
was  less  favourable  to  Anne  Shaw  than 
the  other ;  and  there  appears  to  be  no 
doubt  that  Lord  Justice  Fitzgibbon  did 
make  the  very  definite  condemnation  of 
this  duplicate  copy  of  the  decree  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
The  difference  between  the  two  copies 
was  relied  upon  by  the  Court  as  one 
of  the  grounds  for  not  sending  the  case 
to  be  ^ed  before  a  Court  of  which 
Lloyd  was  an  official.  No  falsification 
was  attributed  by  the  Court,  and  no  ma- 
terials existed  for  forming  an  opinion  on 
the  question.  As  this  and  other  matters 
relating  to  the  case  form  the  subject  of 
an  inquiry  before  a  Judge  and  jury,  I  am 
advised  that  it  would  be  contrary  to 
usage,  and  it  appears  to  me  it  would  be 
contrary  to  common  justice,  to  interfere 
in  the  matter  of  the  falsifying,  if  I  may 
use  the  word,  of  these  dociunents  until 
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tiie  case  itself  is  decided.  I  can  only  pro- 
mise tbe  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
that  if  I  am  still  in  Office  when  the  case 
is  decided,  I  will  not  lose  sight  of  it, 
and  every  effort  will  be  made  to  impress 
upon  those  whom  it  concerns  my  own 
Yery  strong  opinion  of  what  is  much 
wanted  in  Ireland — not  more  by  one 
section  of  the  people  than  another — a 
strict,  and  scrupulous,  and  literal  ad- 
herence to  the  spirit  of  legality ;  and  in 
this  of  itself  not  very  important  case  it 
may  be  our  duty  to  affirm  a  very  grave 
principle,  and  possibly  to  read  an  im- 
portant lesson. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man he  would  not  press  his  Motion 
further,  and  begged  to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

AFFAIKS  OF  SOUTH  AFRICA. 
QTTESnOKS.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER,  in  asking 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  land  claims  in  Bechuana- 
land,  the  title  of  the  Boers  to  land  in 
Zululand,  and  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
drinks  in  the  Transkeian  territory  ?  said, 
he  thought  that,  even  though  they 
might  not  ^o  so  far  in  opinion  upon  the 
drink  question  as  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson, 
they  would  all  acknowledge  that  the 
drink  traffic  among  uncivilized  races  led 
to  great  abominations. 

Mb.  a.  W.  hall  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  meaning  of  the  Suzerain 
rights  which  Her  Majesty  exercised  over 
Beohuanaland ;  and  for  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  commercial  relations  with 
the  Transvaal  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osbornb  Morgan),  in 
reply,  said,  that  on  the  7th  of  October 
a  Land  Commission  was  appointed  in 
Beohuanaland,  of  which  Mr.  Justice 
Shippard  was  President,  supported  by 
two  other  Commissioners.  The  object 
of  the  Commission  was  to  inquire  into 
and  report  on  the  validity  of  land  claims, 
and  to  ascertain  what  persons  had  good 
and  valid  titles  to  land.  The  Commis- 
sion had  been  at  work  for  about  three 
months,  and  had  apparently  given  satis- 
faction. The  Instructions  given  by  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  to  the  Commissioners 
were  in  print,   and  would  shortly  be 


issued  to  the  House.  Those  Instruc- 
tions made  special  provision  for  marking 
off  a  sufficient  amount  of  grazing  and 
garden  land  for  the  support  of  the  Na- 
tive tribes;  and  the  Commission  were 
also  to  report  upon  the  validity  of  Euro- 
pean claims.  Affairs  in  Zululand  would 
not  be  allowed  by  the  present  Heads  of 
the  Colonial  Office  to  pass  as  matters  of 
indifference  to  this  country.  He  would 
admit  that  the  country  was  not  in  a 
satisfactory  condition ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  could  be  termed  lawless.  During 
the  last  three  years,  subsequent  to  the 
death  of  Cetewayo,  numerous  inter- 
tribal disputes  had  taken  place,  in  the 
course  of  which,  the  XJsutus  having 
called  in  the  Boers  to  assist  them  against 
the  Chief  Usibepu,  the  Boers  had  since 
remained  in  the  country,  and  established 
themselves  on  land  which  they  had  ap- 
propriated to  their  own  use ;  and,  there- 
fore, a  telegram,  dated  the  4th  of  Janu- 
ary last,  had  been  despatched  to  Sir 
Charles  Mitchell  by  the  late  Colonial 
Secretary,  which  he  read  to  the  House, 
and  which  marked  out  generally  the 
policy  which  the  present  Q-overnment 
were  prepared  to  follow  in  regard  to 
the  Boers  in  Zululand.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
in  the  Transkeian  territory,  he  was  not 
able  at  present  to  give  an  answer  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question,  having 
been  so  short  a  time— only  a  week — ^in 
Office,  and  he  thought  he  was  entitled 
to  fuller  Notice;  but  if  the  Question 
were  repeated  next  week,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  g^ve  the  fullest  information 
which  might  then  be  at  his  disposal. 
He  believed,  however,  there  was  a  pro- 
hibitory Proclamation  of  the  nature  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert 
Fowler)  in  force  throughout  the  coun- 
trv 

Sir  FREDERICK  STANLEY  said, 
he  desired  to  express  his  satisfaction  at 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  with  reference  to  the  question 
of  policy  in  Zululand,  although  he  had 
not  been  able  to  hear  his  observations 
regarding  Bechuanaland.  He  (Sir 
Frederick  Stanley)  was  glad  to  find 
that  Her  Majesty's  Advisers,  like  Her 
late  ones,  were  not  prepared  to  allow 
matters  in  Zululand  to  be  viewed  with 
indifference  in  this  country.  He  must 
frankly  take  upon  himself  any  blame 
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there  might  he  for  any  want  of  action 
during  the  past  six  months  with  regard  to 
Zululand.    When  Dinizulu,  the  son  of 
Oetewayo,  had  invited  some  of  the  Boers 
in  the  Transvaal  to  assist  him  in  the 
intertrihal  war  beyond  the  Heserve,  cer- 
tain of  the  Boers  took  advantage  of  the 
Treaty  that  was  made,  being  vague  in 
its  terms  as  to  the  extent  of  the  land  and 
the  number  of  persons  to  whom  it  ap- 
plied.    He  wished  that  he  could  think 
that  both  the  Boers  and  the  Zulus  had 
been  otherwise  than  willing  to  leave  the 
Treaty  in  a  condition  that  was  as  inde- 
finite as  possible.    In  fact,  he  fully  be- 
lieved that  the  terms,  which  were  un- 
necessarily vague,  were  purposely  left  so 
with  the  knowledge  of  many  persons  upon 
both  sides.    A  very  much  larger  number 
of  Boers,   in  consequence,   than  those 
with  whom  the  Zulus  had  been  in  cor- 
respondence   flocked    in,    and    on  the 
strength  of  the  agreement    began    to 
settle  down  and  survey  or  **  ride  out " 
part  of  the  country.    They  had  done  this 
in  the  name  of  a  body  which  was  set  up 
calling  itself  the  **  New  Eepublic."  Mr. 
Essellon,  the  so-called  Secretary  of  State 
of  that  body,  a  gentleman  of  very  great 
ability,  came  over  to  England  to  see  him, 
and  to  ask  for  recognition  from  Her 
Majeoty's  late  Oovemment.     On  the  ad- 
vice of  his  Colleagues,  he  (Sir  Frederick 
Stanley)  was  compelled  to  reply  that  re- 
cognition could  not  be  accorded ;   and 
up  to  the  present  time  the  **  New  Ee- 
public  "  had  not  been  recognized,  except 
as  a  certain  number  of  individuals  acting 
together  with  no  authority  as  a  State. 
The  **  New  Republic,"  however,  or  per- 
sons acting  on  its  behalf,  began  to  mark 
out  farms  right  down  to  St.  Lucia  Bay, 
where,  whatever  might  be  the  value  of 
the  territory  as  regarded  the  future,  the 
Protectorate  of  this  country  had  been  de- 
clared.   That  was  known  to  the  Boers, 
and  it  was  clear  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Yernment  could    not  allow  any  inter- 
ference with  the  territory.     Perhaps  he 
might  say  that  having  regard  to  the 
state  of  political  affairs,  and  of  the  pos- 
sibilitv  of  that  which  had  since  come  to 
pass,  he  did  not  wish  to  lead  the  Zulus, 
or  any  persons,  to  believe  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  going  to  take 
a  course  of  action  distinctly  in  favour  of 
the  Zulus,  or  one  distinctly  against  their 
claims;  because,  having  in  view — and 
he  said  this  without  meaning  to  be  offen- 
sive— what  had  occurred  in  the  case  of 

Sir  Frederick  Stanley 


a  reversal  before,  he  considered  it  would 
be  wrong  to  lead  them  to  believe  that 
this  country  would  give  them  such  active 
support  as  would  induce  them  to  take  up 
a  position  which  the  predecisions  of  the 
late  Q-overnment  might  not  sustain.    He 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  upon  this  question  ;  and 
his  views  as  to  what  action  vrith  reg^ard 
to  Zululand  would  be  practicable  and 
expedient  had  been  embodied  in  certain 
Papers.      The    policy    which    he    (Sir 
Frederick  Stanley)  was  prepared  to  re- 
commend to  his  Colleagues,  but  which 
circumstances  had  prevented  him  doing, 
was  embodied  in  a  Memorandum  which 
he  frankly  placed  at  the  disposal  of  his 
noble  Friend  who  had  succeeded  him  in 
Office.     His  own  view  was  this — he  be- 
lieved that    the  Boers,   whether    they 
called  them  the  **  New  Republic  "  or  not, 
had  acquired  moral  rights  to  some  ex- 
tent by  lapse  of  time,  by  tacit  recognition 
on  the  part  of  the  late  Government  and 
their   Predecessors,    and  by    right   of 
Treaty,  although  the  latter  had  been  un- 
duly strained.     They  could  not,  there- 
fore, be  treated  as  interlopers,  and  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  be  dispossessed  by 
any  force  without  full  inquiry.     On  the 
other  hand,  as  he  had  stated,  there  could 
be  no  moral  doubt  that  the  Treaty  had 
been  strained  much  too  far;  for  some 
who  certainly  had  taken  no  part  in  the 
war  now  claimed  under  the  agreement. 
The  Zulus  had,  for  the  first  time,  sub- 
mitted the  state  of  affairs  to  us.  in  order  to 
effect  an  arrangement,  so  that  now  there 
were  three  parties  concerned  in  these 
matters.    There    were  the  Boers  who 
claimed  the  farms  they  occupied,  there 
were  the  Zulus  who  asked  to  be  defended, 
and  there  was  Natal  whose  interests 
were  the  most  important  of  all.    He 
was  not  without  hope  that  the  servicea 
of  some  person  possessed  of  influence 
like  Mr.  Bandolph — a  gentleman  who 
had  the  rare  merit  of  combining  in  his 
own  person  the  confidence  both  of  the 
Dutch  and  the  English  Colonists,  and 
who,  from  his  knowledge  of  the  locality, 
was  well  qualified  for  advising  what  the 
Qovernment    should    and    should    not 
allow — might  be  made  use  of  in  arrang- 
ing a  fair  boundary.     What  he  had 
seen  in  the  newspapers  that  morning 
encouraged  him  in  thinking  that  that 
might  be  done.     He  did  not  believe 
that  the  New  Bepublic  of  the  Been 
I  would  be  diasatisfied  U.  whiUt  refiubg 
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to  treat  with  them  as  a  separate  body, 
we  adyised  that  recognition  by  the  Zulus 
of  certain  terms  to  be  prepared.  He 
belieyed  it  would  be  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  interests  of  this  country,  of  the 
Zulus,  and  of  the  Transvaal,  that  a 
delimitation  should  be  made  by  ami- 
cable arrangement,  though,  judging 
from  the  past,  he  did  not  suppose  it 
would  be  altogether  free  from  danger  or 
difficulty.  He  thought  he  was  doing 
the  best  in  his  power  by  bringing  all 
these  matters  as  far  as  possible  upon  a 
road  which  would  be  common  to  the 
late  Ooyemment  and  their  Successors. 
He  was  simply  speaking  for  himself, 
and  he  was  glad  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  Lord 
ChranyiUe  saw  no  reason  to  depart  from 
the  course  hitherto  pursued;  and  he 
might  possibly  bring  these  matters,  with- 
out the  interposition  of  an  armed  force, 
to  an  amicable  settlement.  Up  to  the 
time  he  (Sir  Frederick  Stanley)  left 
Office  the  latest  information  with  respect 
to  Bechuanaland  was  satisfactory.  The 
Land  Oommission  was  either  sitting  or 
about  to  sit ;  and  nothing  could  have  ex- 
ceeded the  satisfactory  nature  of  the 
general  Reports  that  the  Colonial  Office 
had  received  on  the  subject.  As  those 
who  took  an  interest  in  the  matter  were 
aware,  the  late  Government  departed,  to 
some  extent,  from  the  general  Pro- 
tectorate which  their  Predecessors  had 
assumed  in  respect  of  carrying  the 
Protectorate  up  to,  he  believed.  Parallel 
22.  They  did  not  think,  with  regard  to 
the  territory  immediately  adjacent  to  the 
Oape  Oolony,  that  it  was  sufficient,  on 
the  one  hand,  to  extend  it,  or,  on  the 
other,  to  annex  it,  to  the  Oape  Oolony. 
Therefore,  they  advised  Her  Majesty  to 
extend  her  dominion,  to  take  in  Stella- 
land,  and  that  over  that  territory  British 
law  might  be  administered  in  the  same 
way  as  in  other  parts  of  Her  Majesty's 
territories.  In  connection  with  this  mat- 
ter he  must  mention  the  name  of  Mr. 
Shippard,  a  gentleman  who  commanded 
the  confidence  of  every  place  to  which 
lie  had  gone.  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
had  visited  Bechuanaland,  and  had  seen 
how  Mr.  Shippard's  work  had  pro- 
ceeded ;  and  he  believed  that  the  country 
might  soon  settle  down  and  become  quiet 
by  means  of  the  police  which  had  been 
established.  Those  who  knew  the  coun- 
try said  that  the  police  were  better,  for 
all  practical  purposes,  than  a  military 


force.  A  certain  attempt  which  might 
have  turned  to  filibustering  had  been 
made  soon  after  the  establishment  of  the 
police ;  and  it  was  necessary  to  take  the 
precautionary  step  of  arresting  certain 
persons  engaged  in  it.  If  filibustering 
was  promptly  dealt  with  in  that  way, 
a  great  deal  would  be  done  for  the 
pacification  of  the  country.  The  reports 
from  Basutoland,  also,  were  highly  satis- 
factory. Too  much  could  not  be  said 
in  praise  of  the  Besident,  Colonel  Clarke, 
who  exercised  a  remarkable  degree  of 
influence  over  those  with  whom  he  came 
in  contact.  The  Chiefs  appeared  to 
have  come  under  his  sway ;  and  certainly 
the  pacification  of  Basutoland  was  greatly 
due  to  the  personal  influence  of  that 
officer.  He  begged  to  apologize  for 
intruding  on  the  House ;  but  as  his  own 
action  had  been  alluded  to  he  thought 
it  right  to  state  what  had  taken  place 
when  he  was  at  the  Colonial  Office. 

Main  Question,  '^That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY  — CIVIL   SERVICEg    (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY  ESTIMATES,  1886-6). 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  EIRST  LOBD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bodmin  Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Courtney)  take  the  Chair. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — ^Public  "Works  and  Bxtild- 

INOS. 

(1.)  £3,300,  Furniture  of  Public  Of- 
fices, Oreat  Britain. 

Gbnbbal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  that  he  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney)  on 
being  nominated  to  the  important  Office 
of  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  felt  con- 
fident that  the  House  and  country  would 
be  well  pleased  to  have  the  benefit  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman's  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience in  that  Office.  He  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  would  also  add  that  as  in  the 
new  Parliament  there  were  a  very  large 
number  of  new  Members,  he  presumed 
all  of  them  were  anxious,  while  securing 
the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service,  to 
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bring  about  a  more  thorough  condition 
of  economy  in  the  Public  Expenditure 
than  had  existed  hitherto.  He  trusted 
greater  attention  to  the  Estimates  would 
be  given  than  in  past  years.  He  re- 
gretted, therefore,  to  have  to  point  out 
to  new  Members  that  there  was  no  in- 
formation contained  in  the  Estimates 
now  submitted  to  Parliament  which 
could  possibly  afford  tuiy  guide  to  them 
upon  points  of  that  nature.  In  point  of 
fact,  under  such  circumstances,  it  was 
almost  a  waste  of  time  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  the  Estimates  at  all.  It 
would  be  better  to  pass  the  whole  of  the 
present  demand  of  £250,000  without 
discussion.  It  was  only  1  per  cent  of 
increase  in  the  Civil  Estimates,  and  the 
amount  annually  added  had  been  nearly 
£1,000,000  a-year. 
Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £600,  Metropolitan  Police  Court 
Buildings. 

General  Sir  GEOEaE  BALFOUR 
asked  for  some  explanation  of  this  Vote, 
which,  upon  the  face  of  it,  was  intended 
to  be  applied  in  providing  better  accom- 
modation far  the  Wandsworth  Police 
Court.  That  was  a  question  which  had 
been  before  the  House  for  some  years, 
and  invariably  objected  to  both  by 
Members  and  by  the  Government,  the 
plea  being  that  until  the  Municipality 
of  London  was  settled  the  reform  of  the 
Wandsworth  ofiQ.ce  could  not  be  enter- 
tained. Now,  without  any  warning  the 
money  was  asked  for,  and  he  wished  to 
know  how  the  matter  had  been  settled  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  I  wish  to 
explain  that  the  Vote  is  due  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  providing  better  accommoda- 
tion in  the  way  of  Police  Courts  in  Lon- 
don. As  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
has  said,  the  case  of  the  Wandsworth 
Police  Court  has  been  before  this  House 
for  10  years,  and  it  has  very  frequently 
been  a  matter  of  discussion.  Last  year 
the  House  expressed  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  Court  ought  to  be  improved, 
but  that  the  charges  ought  to  be  thrown 
upon  the  Metropolis.  Pending  the  pass- 
ing of  a  measure  for  reforming  Muni- 
cipal Government  in  the  Metropolis,  it 
was  deemed  necessary,  in  order  to  secure 
the  proper  administration  of  justice,  that 
something  should  be  done  with  regard 
to  the  Wandsworth  Police  Court.  It 
was  suggested  that  a  sum  of  £1,500 
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should  be  spent;  but  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  then  Home  Secretary,  would  not 
sanction,  in  the  first  instance,  any  ex- 
penditure beyond  £1,000.  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  the  total  cost  of  the  altera- 
tions which  have  been  made,  including 
the  hiring  of  the  Town  Hall  at  Wands- 
worth for  police  purposes,  has  not  ex- 
ceeded £800.  Under  the  circumstanoes, 
I  think  that  a  very  satisfactory  settle- 
ment has  been  made  in  a  matter  in 
regard  to  which  there  has  certainly  been 
a  considerable  amount  of  public  incon- 
venience. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £300,  Dover  Harbour. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUE  : 
I  think  that  the  Committee  ought  not  to 
be  called  upon  to  pass  this  Vote,  unless 
some  assurance  is  given  by  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  in  regard  to  the  nature  of  the 
works  which  are  intended  to  be  under- 
taken in  the  future.     I  am  afraid  that 
the  unwise  step  already  taken  of  build- 
ing barracks  for   convicts  before    the 
House  has  had  a  full  and  clear  detail  of 
the   kind  of  harbour  works  and  cost 
thereof  will    be  pleaded  in  urging  on 
this  costly  harbour ;   and  if  this  item  is 
agreed    to    it    will    only    be    used    to 
strengthen  the  cry  of  Parties  for  the 
commencement    of    a    very  large    ex- 
penditure indeed,  as  to  the  propriety 
and  utility  of    which  there   are   very 
considerable    doubts.    The    Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer   will  recollect  that 
Votes  have  already  been  taken  for  the 
erection  of  a  convict  prison  at  Dover,  as 
it  was  intended  to  construct  the  works 
in  connection  with  the  harbour  by  means 
of  convict  labour.     But  although  I  have 
repeatedly  asked  to  have  Estimates  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  I  have  invariably 
been  told  that  these  expenses  were  only 
preliminary.     More  than  once  a  distinct 
promise  has  been  given  that  before  any 
permanent  expenditure  was  undertaken 
a  full  explanation  as  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  works,  as  well  as  their 
cost,  and  saving  from  the  use  of  canalis 
would    be    given    to    the    House.       I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  complain  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  subject  has  hitherto 
been  dealt  with ;  and,  so  far  as  Dover 
Harbour  is  concerned,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  money  proposed  to  be  spent 
would  be  better  used  for  improving  the 
fiflbery  harbours ;  but  i^  on  the  respon- 
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ability  of  the  GoTemment,  a  harbour  is 
deemed  essential  for  the  safety  of  the 
country,  then  we  ought  to  have  a  tho- 
roughly efficient  harbour  of  a  much 
larger  area,  with  deeper  water  for  our 
big  vessels,  so  that  the  expenditure  made 
upon  it  may  really  prove  useful. 

Thk  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  Parliament  ought  not  to  abandon 
the  works  which  have  already  been  com- 
menced at  Dover,  and  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  entitled  to  know  exactly  what 
the  nature  of  the  step  is  which  we  are 
about  to  take.  The  House,  however, 
has  already  decided  that  there  shall  be 
a  harbour  at  Dover,  and  that  that  har- 
bour shall  be  constructed  by  convict 
labour.  Oonsiderable  works  have  al- 
ready been  carried  out  there  in  connec- 
tion with  the  erection  of  a  convict  prison. 
The  sum  of  £300  in  the  present  Yote 
is  incurred  entirely  in  preliminary  ex- 
penses for  providing  plans  of  the  pro- 
posed works ;  and  there  will  be  in  the 
Estimates  of  the  coming  year  a  Yote  of 
£1,000  for  surveying  the  site  and  taking 
bearings.  After  that  has  been  done  the 
House  will  be  supplied  with  a  proper 
Estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  works ;  but  it 
is  absolutely  impossible,  in  the  present 
position  of  the  matter,  to  submit  full 
plans  and  Estimates. 

Genkral  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
I  must  confess  that  the  answer  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  ia  very  unsatisfactory.  Here 
we  are  involving  the  country  in  an 
admitted  expenditure  of  upwards  of 
£1,000,000,  and  we  are  not  yet  in  pos- 
session of  plans  to  show  what  the  nature 
of  tiie  work  is  to  be,  or  what  cost  will 
be  ultimately  entailed  upon  the  country. 
But,  like  most  engineering  works,  it  may 
be  safely  calculated  to  be  three  or  four 
times  this  sum.  No  doubt,  the  steps 
already  taken,  and  the  money  spent  on 
barracks  for  convicts,  will  be  pleas  for 
involving  the  country  in  a  large  expen- 
diture in  connection  with  the  employ- 
ment of  convict  labour.  But  these  works 
and  ^e  outlay  were  incurred  in  the 
face  of  strong  opposition  from  me. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  Oommittee  has  not 
received  a  fuller  explanation,  and  I  feel 
bound  to  raise  my  voice  against  the  Yote 
by  way  of  protest. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND :  Asl  under- 
stand, the  money  is  required  for  the  pur- 


pose of  making  plans  and  ascertaining 
what  ought  to  be  the  proper  site. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  Yes. 

Sib  henry  HOLI  AND :  It  is  quite 
dear  that  plans  are  absolutely  neces- 
sary before  anything  can  be  decided  upon 
as  to  the  future  works,  and  before  that 
estimate  of  the  work  can  be  made  which 
the  hon.  and  gallaDt  Member  desires, 
and  which  the  House  will,  of  course,  re- 
quire to  see  before  any  Yote  for  the  ac- 
tual work  is  taken.  . 

Genebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
What  I  contend  is,  that  before  Govern- 
ment decided  upon  putting  the  country 
to  this  very  large  expenditure  they  ought 
to  have  made  all  the  inquiries  and  pre- 
pared the  plans  and  detailed  Estimates 
which  they  say,  by  this  £300  grant,  they 
are  only  now  beginning  to  make.  But 
full  inquiries  have  been  already  made, 
as  hon.  Members  can  find  out  by  re- 
ferring  to  a  volume  of  harbour  plans 
laid  before  Parliament  in  1847-8.  The 
Admiralty  of  that  day,  moved  thereto  by 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  had  Dover  Bay  care- 
fully examined,  and  nine  of  the  most 
eminent  engineers  were  invited  to  pre- 
pare plans  for  a  harbour,  and  the  engi- 
neer estimated  the  cost  at  £4,000,000 ; 
and  less  than  this  sum,  to  form  an  effi- 
cient harbour,  cannot  be  expected  to  be 
incurred.  I  believe  that  I  speak  the  opi- 
nion of  many  hon.  Members  when  I  say 
that  the  large  sum  of  money  which  will 
be  laid  out  in  constructing  this  great 
harbour  may  be  used  for  far  more  useful 
purposes  in  other  directions  —  40  or 
50  fishery  harbours  being  possible.  I 
believe  I  am  fully  justified  in  saying  that 
the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  strongly 
opposed  the  construction  of  this  harbour, 
and  that  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  took  a 
similar  course.  Indeed,  in  the  House  of 
Lords  one  of  the  most  conviucing  speeches 
against  the  harbour  was  made  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  against  the  advocacy  of 
Lord  Granville  in  favour  of  a  harbour  at 
Dover.  A  Liberal  Gt>vemment  has  been 
generally  understood  to  be  anxious  to 
reform  the  Public  Expenditure;  but  I 
cannot  say  that  they  have  been  very  suc- 
cessful in  the  present  instance.  I  do 
not  propose  to  offer  any  further  remarks 
to  the  Oommittee  in  reference  to  this 
Vote ;  but  I  wish  to  enter  a  strong  pro- 
test against  the  course  now  taken. 

Sib  ROBERT   PEEL:    I  am    glad 
that  tiie  attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
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Treaaoiy  has  been  called  to  this  Vote ; 
and  I  wish  to  know  whether,  after  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite,  we  are  to  understand 
that  by  passing  this  Vote  of  £300  we 
are  pledging  the  House  of  Commons  to 
the  future  expenditure  either  of  a  sum  of 
£750,000,  or  of  £1,000,000 — ^thesumat 
wbich  the  works  are,  I  believe,  esti- 
mated ? 

The  SEOEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlbb)  :  No. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL:  Then  I  am 
olearly  to  understand  that  we  are  not 
pledging  the  country  to  such  an  expendi- 
ture? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  This  ex- 
penditure  of  £300  commits  the  House 
of  Commons  to  no  pledge  whateyer.  It 
is  simply  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
plans  for  ascertaining  what  the  works 
will  cost.  No  doubt,  works  have  been 
going  on  for  some  time  in  connection 
with  the  erection  of  a  large  convict 
establishment  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  works  for  the  extension  of  Dover 
Harbour.  Some  pressure  has  been  put 
upon  the  Oovemment  to  accelerate  the 
works  in  reference  to  that  harbour ;  and 
my  Predecessor  in  Office  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  has  stated  that  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  to  ascertain  what  the  cost  of 
the  works  will  be  unless  this  preliminary 
inquiry  is  made.  The  sole  object  of  the 
Yote  is  to  ascertain  what  the  works  will 
cost. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  Committee  and  the  country 
that  we  are  now  about  to  embark  in 
works  which  will  cost  the  country,  ac- 
cording to  an  Estimate  which  has  been 
already  given,  a  sum  of  £750,000,  or 
probably  double  that  sum,  before  they 
are  completed.  Successive  Ministries 
have,  over  and  over  again,  refused  to 
sanction  that  expenditure;  and,  there- 
fore, I  feel  bound  to  enter  my  protest 
against  the  course  which  is  now  being 
taken.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  in- 
judicious thin^  even  to  vote  this  sum  of 
£300,  when  it  is  more  than  probable  that 
when  the  Estimate  for  the  cost  of  the 
works  comes  before  the  Committee  we 
shall  be  told  that  we  have,  by  our  vote 
on  this  small  sum,  already  sanctioned 
the  work.  I  entir^y  join  in  the  protest 
which  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Kinciurdineshire  (Sir 
George  Balfour)  against  this  ship'shod 
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way  of  conducting  business.  If  this 
large  harbour  is  required  at  Dover — and 
it  has  been  held  not  to  be  required  by 
former  Governments — let  the  Beoretary 
to  the  Treasury,  or  some  other  Member 
of  the  Qt>vernment,  state  the  reasons 
which  have  induced  the  Government  to 
change  their  opinion,  and  why  they  now 
consider  it  desirable  to  ask  I^arliament 
to  undertake  the  work. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  accept,  with- 
out any  doubt,  the  assurance  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
that  this  is  not  a  Yote  which  alters  or 
changes  in  any  respect  the  position  of 
the  House  in  regard  to  Dover  Harbour 
beyond  what  is  expressed  on  the  face 
of  the  Yote— namely,  that  it  is  intended 
to  procure  certain  plans  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  House  to  form  a  judg- 
ment as  to  the  nature  of  the  wors.  I 
am  not  myself  distinctly  acquainted  with 
all  the  details  of  this  question ;  but  I 
believe  that  the  works  at  Dover  Har- 
bour are  very  much  needed,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absolute  necessity  of  find- 
ing employment  in  some  shape  or  other 
for  the  convicts.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
was  Home  Secretary  last  year,  will  be 
able  to  say  in  what  state  he  left  the 
matter  when  he  gave  up  the  Office  of 
Home  Secretary ;  and,  no  doubt,  some 
Gentleman  on  the  Front  Bench  opposite 
will  be  able  to  explain  what  took  place 
with  regard  to  it  when  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  in  Office.  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
nothing  has  been  done  which  is  in  the 
slightest  degree  irreg^ular. 

Mb.  BAlfPiR :  I  rise  for  the  poipoee 
of  asking  for  information.  I  have  been 
given  to  understand  that  this  is  simpW 
a  question  of  preparing  plans  whkh 
may  or  may  not  subsequendy  be  canied 
out.  If  hon.  Members  will  look  a  little 
lower  down  page  7,  where  a  statement 
is  made  in  reference  to  the  Expendi- 
ture, it  will  be  found  that  the  details  of 
these  preliminary  expenses  indude  hire 
of  labour,  rent  of  offices,  and  the  salary 
of  a  foreman  of  works.  Those  who  are 
at  all  acquainted  with  the  building 
trade  will  be  aware  that  the  last  thing 
you  do  before  you  commence  the  eree- 
tion  of  works  is  to  employ  a  foreman  of 
works.  I  never  heard  of  a  foreman  of 
works  being  employed  before  the  pkas 
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wcire  regularly  formulated ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  explanation  which  has  just 
been  g^ven  in  regard  to  this  Yote  is  not 
one  which  is  worthy  of  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  As  one  of  the  new  Mem- 
bers of  the  present  Parliament,  I  must 
apologize  for  intruding  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee ;  but  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  Committee  how  impos- 
sible it  is  for  those  who  are  desirous  of 
assisting  in  any  way  in  obtaining  the 
retrenchment  of  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country  to  do  so  with  justice  to  themselves, 
considering  that  the  document  containing 
these  Estimates  was  only  given  to  hon. 
Members  this  morning.  I  would  submit 
that  it  is  most  desirable  these  Votes,  whe- 
ther only  supplementary  or  on  account, 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  some  time  before  it  is  possible 
for  them  to  be  brought  forward. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Haboourt)  :  I 
agree  with,  my  hon.  Friend's  remarks  as 
to  the  time  at  which  the  Estimates  have 
been  laid  upon  the  Table ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment are  really  not  responsible  for 
what  has  taken  place.  To-night  is  the 
very  earliest  night  on  which  it  has  been 
possible  to  go  into  Supply ;  and  my  right 
non.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  (Jovem- 
ment  said  last  night  that  there  were 
really  very  few  days  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  before  the  close  of  the 
financial  year  on  which  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  deal  with  these  questions.  No 
doubt,  it  is  inconvenient ;  but  that  in- 
convenience is  inevitable.  With  regard 
to  Dover  Harbour,  it  is  now  two  years 
since  the  matter  was  discussed  in  the 
House;  and  I  stated  then,  with,  I 
think,  the  acquiescence  of  both  sides 
of  the  House,  how  the  matter  stood.  I 
then  occupied  the  position  of  Home  Se- 
cretary ;  and  I  had  to  consider,  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  preceded  and  succeeded 
nie  know  very  well,  that  one  of  the  ques- 
tions which  pressed  for  settlement  when 
the  Government  came  into  0£B.ce  io  1880 
was  what  was  to  be  done  with  the  con- 
victs who  were  likely  to  be  set  free  by 
the  approaching  completion  of  the  works 
at  Portland,  Chatham,  and  elsewhere. 
It  is  a  most  importemt  part  of  our 
penal  system  that  there  should  be  some 
public  works  on  which  convicts  may  be 
employed.  That  is  absolutely  essential. 
We  could  not  carry  on  our  penal  system 
with  any  advantage  unless  we  had  some 
public  work  on  which  convict  labour 


could  be  employed.  Then  we  had  to 
consider  what  were  the  works  which 
could  bo  carried  on  to  the  best  advan- 
tage under  these  circumstances ;  and  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  consider 
the  rival  claims  of  Dover  and  Filey  as 
suitable  stations  for  a  harbour  of  re- 
fuge. In  this  House  there  has  always 
been,  as  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
taken  an  interest  in  the  question  knows, 
a  sort  of  rivalry  in  regard  to  the  con- 
struction of  a  harbour  of  refuge  between 
Filey  and  Dover.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  we  had  to  deal  with  the 
roughest  kind  of  labour,  and  not  with 
persons  who  could  be  employed  to  do 
work  here,  there,  and  everywhere.  Con- 
vict labour  can  only  be  employed  under 
very  strict  and  limited  conditions.  The 
work  provided  should  be  such  as  to  em- 
ploy a  large  number  of  men  in  the  same 
place  for  a  long  time,  as  otherwise  we 
could  not  afford  to  build  a  prison  for 
them,  and  to  make  arrangements  that 
would  be  necessary  for  them.  There- 
fore, on  completing  the  large  works  at 
Portsmouth,  Plymouth,  and  Chatham, 
where  jrou  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
employing  convict  labour,  it  became 
essential  that,  in  continuing  to  employ 
that  labour,  you  should  provide  worKs 
of  a  similar  character,  upon  which  you 
would  be  able  to  employ  labour  of  the 
roughest  kind,  and  which  works  them- 
selves would  last  for  a  considerable 
period.  All  these  circumstances  were 
carefully  considered  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Cabinet,  who  had  in  their  delibera- 
tions the  assistance  of  eminent  naval  and 
military  men.  The  question  was  fully 
considered  by  all  parties  interested  in 
the  matter ;  and  we  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion, which  was  announced  to  the 
House,  that,  on  the  whole,  it  was  desir- 
able to  continue  and  complete  the  exten- 
sion of  Dover  Habour  by  constructing 
another  breakwater  which  should  go  out 
at  right  angles  from  the  Admiralty  Pier. 
The  Committee  were  of  opinion  that 
that  was  the  best  work  which  could  be 
undertGiken.  It  was  a  matter  which  was 
under  consideration  for  several  years; 
and  there  have  been  plans  made — some 
larger  and  some  smaller — by  the  Dover 
Harbour  Commissioners  and  so  forth  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  works. 
But  we  determined  that,  on  the  whole, 
before  entering  upon  the  works  them- 
selves, it  was  necessary  to  build  a  prison 
for  the  convicts ;  and  the  way  in  which 
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a  prison  is  built  for  conyiots  is  this.  In 
the  first  instance,  the  custom  is  to  erect 
a  small  prison  by  contract,  capable  of 
holding  a  few  men,  and  when  that  has 
been  done  the  convicts  themselves  are 
employed  in  building  a  larger  prison. 
It  is  proposed  that  we  should  employ 
something  like  1,000  men  at  Dover ;  but, 
in  the  first  instance,  there  will  be  built 
by  contract  a  prison — I  speak  from 
memory — capable  of  accommodating  200 
men.  When  that  is  completed  and  the 
convicts  are  sent  there,  they  will  be  em- 
ployed in  building  the  larger  prison; 
and  I  believe  that  that  work  is  now 
going  on — ^I  mean  the  building  of  this 
larger  prison.  That  is  my  recollection  of 
the  facts  of  the  case.  The  larger  ques- 
tion of  the  character  of  the  works  in 
connection  with  the  harbour  itself  has 
been  left  unsettled ;  but  it  is  to  be 
settled  within  the  very  few  years  which 
it  is  estimated  the  building  of  the  prison 
will  occupy.  The  Prison  Vote,  accord- 
ing to  my  recollection  of  the  matter,  is 
not  in  any  way  concerned  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  harbour  itself.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Admiralty  have  not  yet 
settled  that  question. 

The  SEOEETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert)  :  No. 

The  CHANOELLOE  or  theEXOHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  William  Habcoubt):  My 
hon.  Friend  says  that  that  has  not  been 
settled ;  and,  therefore,  the  character  of 
the  harbour  works  itself  is  still  un- 
decided, and  all  questions  as  to  the 
actual  dimensions.  The  position  and 
the  cost  of  the  harbour  works  must  be 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  at  a  future  time.  According  to 
my  recollection,  the  Estimate  formed  of 
the  expenditure  involved  in  building 
the  prison  itself  amounts  to  the  sum  of 
between  £50,000  and  £60,000.  That 
expenditure  is  not  yet  completed.  In- 
deed, I  think  that  it  is  not  half  com- 
pleted. The  work  is  still  going  on,  and 
all  other  matters  are  still  in  abeyance 
and  under  the  control  of  the  Treasury. 

Sib  ROBEET  PEEL:  I  think  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  conjunction  with  that  which 
has  been  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  re- 
quires some  further  explanation  from  the 
Government.  The  late  Home  Secretary 
says  that  an  arrangement  has  been 
made  for  the  establishment  of  a  harbour 
at  Dover ;  and  in  the  position  he  now 
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occupies  as  Ohancellor  of  the  Ezoheqaer 
he  informs  the  Committee  that  we  are 
about  to  establish  a  convict  prison  at 
Dover,  at  an  expense  of  from  £50,000 
to  £60,000,  for  the  purpose  of  under- 
taking works  which  every  successive 
Qovemment  has  condemned  up  to  the 
present  hour.  That  is  a  fact  within  my 
own  knowledge.  I  recollect,  years  ago, 
expenditure  of  a  similar  character  being 
incurred  in  connection  with  Alder- 
ney  Harbour.  Thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands  of  pounds,  amounting,  in  the 
whole,  to  more  than  £1,000,000,  were 
thrown  away '  upon  those  worthlees 
works,  which  were  supposed,  at  the 
time,  to  be  of  some  advantage  to  us  in 
protecting  us  from  an  invasion  from 
France,  but  which  have  since  been 
proved  to  be  utterly  valueless.  The 
harbour  of  Dover  is  acknowledged  to 
be  valueless  as  a  harbour  of  refuge; 
and  yet  it  is  stated  that  convict  labour 
is  to  be  employed  there  for  the  purpose 
of  constructing  a  harbour  of  refuge. 
I  think  it  is  most  important  that  the 
new  Parliament,  now  assembled  here, 
should  have  these  subjects  thoroughly 
threshed  out,  in  order  that  they  may 
understand  what  it  is,  in  these  days  of 
economical  professions,  they  are  pledging 
the  country  to.  I  see  before  me  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Eylands),  who  has  always  taken 
great  interest  in  these  Estimates ;  and, 
although  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  he  is  not 
a  Member  of  the  Government,  I  hope 
that  he  will  still  observe  some  of  that 
independence  of  character  which  has 
always  characterized  him.  I  would  ask 
him  now  to  get  up  in  his  place  and 
make  a  statement  in  confirmation  of 
what  I  have  stated.  In  the  few  re- 
marks addressed  to  the  Committee  bj 
the  Prime  Minister,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  alluded  to  the  necessity  of 
finding  employment  for  convicts;  but 
what  I  wish  to  know  is,  whether  the 
Government  have,  in  any  way,  sanctioned 
the  expenditure  of  £50,000  or  £60,000 
on  a  convict  establishment  at  Dover, 
with  the  view  of  constructing  harbour 
works,  which  are  to  cost  at  least 
£700,000,  and  probably  £1,400,000  be- 
fore they  are  finished?  Is  Uiia  the 
object  for  which  a  convict  prison  is 
being  provided  at  Dover  for  the  employ- 
ment of  the  convicts  who  have  oeen 
released  from  the  construction  of  pubUo 
works  at  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth? 
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In  my  opinion,  tbat  is  not  the  way  in 
which  the  expenditure  of  the  puhlio 
money  should  he  oarried  on.  If  you 
want  to  employ  conyicts,  do  it  in  some 
other  way,  and  not  in  the  oonstr notion 
of  works  which  everyone  knows  will  he 
of  no  value  at  all  as  a  harhour  of 
refuge.  In  my  humhle  judgment  we, 
in  this  House,  should  set  our  faces  at 
once  against  a  Vote  of  this  kind,  unless 
we  have  a  distinct  imderstanding  that 
we  shall  not  find  ourselves  pledged,  in 
the  course  of  a  few  years,  to  a  much 
larger  expenditure. 

The  OHANOELLOR  opthe  EXOHE- 
QIJEB  (Sir  William  Habootjbt)  :  The 
House  has  already  expressed  an  opinion 
on  this  subject. 

Sm  ROBERT  PEEL:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  mistaken. 

The  OELA.NOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Sir  William  Habcoubt)  :  The 
House  expressed  a  deliberate  opinion 
upon  it  two  years  ago  at  my  invitation. 
The  proposition  was  that  there  should  be 
a  harbour  of  refuge  established  at 
Dover.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  was  present  when  the  sub- 
ject was  brought  forward.  [Sir  Robebt 
Peel:  I  was.]  Thon  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  must  know  that  the  whole  matter 
was  considered,  and  that  the  House  came 
to  a  deliberate  opinion  that  the  works 
should  be  done,  and  authorized  the  com- 
mencement of  the  convict  prison.  That 
was  distinctly  the  case ;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  refer  back  to  the  re- 
port of  the  debate,  he  will  see  that  the 
whole  matter  was  fairly  placed  before  the 
House,  and  that  all  that  was  left  un- 
settled then  was  the  exact  plans  of  the 
breakwater,  which  were  to  be  subject  to 
a  revision  and  consideration  afterwards. 
The  House  was  distinctly  asked  to  pledge 
itself  to  the  proposition  that  a  break- 
water should  be  constructed  at  Dover, 
and  that  a  convict  prison  should  be  built 
for  the  purpose  of  making  provision  for 
the  convicts  who  were  to  be  employed  iif 
making  the  breakwater.  That  proposi- 
tion was  deliberately  affirmed  by  the 
House;  and  what  is  now  left  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  do  is,  to  say  what 
sum  they  propose  to  spend  upon  that 
breakwater.  That  is  the  only  question 
now  left;  but  that  subject  cannot  be 
raised  on  the  Vote  now  before  the  Oom- 
mittee.  It  can  only  be  raised  when  the 
Oommittee  are  asked  for  a  Yote  to  defray 
the  cost  of  the  harbour,  and  the  present 
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Vote  is  only  for  the  purpose  of  having 
plans  prepared. 

Genebal  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR  : 
The  adoption  of  the  Vote  would  pledge 
the  House  to  more  than  that. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  William  Harcotjbt)  :  Not 
as  I  understand  it ;  but  I  did  not  prepare 
the  Estimate.  As  I  understand  the 
matter,  it  has  been  proposed  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  making  provision  for 
plans  in  reference  to  the  construction  of 
harbour  works.  I  am  sure  that  the  plans 
have  not  yet  been  prepared ;  of  that  I 
feel  perfectly  convinced ;  and  there  must 
be  a  further  application  to  the  House 
before  anything  can  be  done  in  the 
matter.  When  the  House  is  asked  to 
vote  a  sum  of  money  for  the  harbour 
works  the  whole  question  of  the  con- 
struction of  a  harbour  of  refuge  will 
arise,  and  it  will  then  be  open  for  the 
House  to  say  what  should  be  done.  So 
far  the  details  of  the  harbour  works  have 
not  yet  been  laid  before  Parliament; 
but  the  House,  in  a  former  Session, 
on  the  distinct  statement  that  a  harbour 
was  to  be  made,  was  committed  by  its 
action  to  the  construction  of  the  convict 
prison. 

Mb.  RTLANDS  :  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  confirm  the  general  statement 
which  has  been  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  recollect  perfectly  well  that  there  was 
a  proposition  made  by  the  Government 
that  money  should  be  voted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  a  prison,  with  the  ulti- 
mate view  of  proceeding  with  those 
harbour  works.  To  that  extent  the 
House  went.  I  am  bound  to  tell  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  the  Member 
for  Blackburn  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  that  I 
look  back  upon  the  House  of  Commons 
in  the  last  Parliament  as  being  a  House 
as  little  disposed  to  regard  questions  of 
economy  as  any  House  which  ever  ex- 
isted. I  am  quite  sure  of  this— and  in 
this  respect  I  confirm  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  opinion — ^that  the  House  has 
never  yet  been  placed  in  possession  of 
any  Estimate  of  the  probable  expendi- 
ture on  these  works  in  such  a  manner 
as  would  justify  the  House  in  voting  a 
large  sum  of  money  for  carrying  on 
works  the  expediency  of  which  is  more 
or  less  doubtful.  Of  course,  we  are  com- 
mitted to  the  construction  of  this  prison ; 
but,  as  I  understand  the  present  Yote,  it 
is  a  Yote  of  £300  on  account  of  Dover 
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Harbour ;  and  what  I  am  afraid  is  that 
we  shall  be  told,  if  we  pass  this  Yote  of 
£300,  that  we  haye  committed  ourselves 
to  a  much  greater  expenditure  for  future 
works.     I  understood  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  give  a  pledge,  which  I 
imagine  the  Government  wiU  not  wish 
to  depart  from,  that  before  the  House  is 
absolutely  committed  to  any  enormous 
expenditure  for  works  which  have  been 
shown  in  other  cases  to  be  useless,  the 
House  will  be  put  in  possession  of  all 
the  information  that  is  necessary  to  con- 
firm their  judgment.     I  must,  however, 
remind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Government  that  a  custom  has 
grown  up  in  Committee  of  Supply,  which 
may,  perhaps,  not  be  known  to  new 
Members    of  the  House,   by  which  a 
Member  of  the  Government  comes  down 
here  with  a  first  Yote,  and  having  ob- 
tained that  Yote  has  subsequently  con- 
tended that  the  House  had  been  com- 
mitted to  an  expenditure  for  a  special 
object.    I,  therefore,  think  that  when 
the  Government  ask  for  a  preliminary 
Yote  they  are  bound  to  place  on  the 
Estimates  the  total  sum  which  they  ex- 
pect to  expend  hereafter.    I  recollect, 
some  years  ago,  a  proposal  being  made 
in  connection  with  a  scheme  for  the 
erection  of  buildings  on  a  plot  of  land  in 
close  contiguity  with  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament.   Upon  that  occasion  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  came  down  to  the 
House  and  proposed  that  we  should  vote 
a  small  sum  of  money — some  £5,000 — 
for  preliminary  expenses.  That  Yote  was 
not  accompanied  with  any  statement  of 
the    entire    expenditure   contemplated, 
and  on  that  ground  I  was  successful  in 
opposing  it ;  and  in  consequence  a  very 
large  expenditure  for  an  unnecessary 
object  wasprevented.  In  this  case,  if  we 
pass  this  vote  without  a  distinct  under- 
standing from  the  Government  we  may 
find  ourselves  committed  to  a  very  large 
expenditure  indeed  for  a  useless  purpose. 
I  Know  it  is  a  thankless  duty  to  oppose 
the  expenditure  of  public  money.     I 
know  that  men  who  oppose  the  expendi- 
ture of  public  money  eet  far  more  abuse 
than  credit.    I  am  gl&d  that  the  hon. 
Member  for    the    Frome    Division    of 
Somersetshire  TMr.  Baker)  has  raised 
his  voice  on  this  occasion  in  favour  of 
economy,  seeing  that  he  is  one  of  the 
new  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  have  been  returned  to  this  Par- 
liament.    I  am   confident  that    they, 
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as  a  body,  will  not  allow  the  fact 
that  we  have  in  Office  a  Government 
which  belongs  to  their  own  Party  to 
form  any  ground  for  supporting  the  Go* 
vernment  in  the  extravagant  expendi- 
ture of  public  money.  During  the  last 
Parliament,  when  a  Liberal  Government 
was  in  power,  I  constantly  endeavoured 
to  check  their  extravagance ;  but  I  do 
not  know  that  I  did  much  good.  I  re- 
ceived so  little  support  that  I  found  it 
was  hopeless  to  attempt  to  make  any 
impression  upon  the  Estimates,  which 
have  gone  on  increasing  from  year  to 
year,  until  they  are  now  a  perfect 
scandal.  With  regard  to  this  Yote  of 
£300,  and  seeing  tiiat  we  are  bound  to 
build  a  convict  prison,  it  is  only  reason- 
able to  ask  that  we  should  have  some 
statement  as  to  what  is  the  contemplated 
amount  of  expenditure  which  will  here- 
after be  incurred.  We  certainly  ought 
to  know  the  cost  of  the  work  contem- 
plated within  £10,000,  £20,000,  or 
£30,000,  and  I  should  be  very  glad  to 
see  in  this  Estimate  some  such  state- 
ment. At  all  events,  we  have  the  pledge 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
in  voting  this  sum  of  £300  for  some 
purpose  which  I  do  not  exactly  under- 
stand we  are  not  committing  ourselves 
to  an  approval  of  any  scheme  of  a  large 
character,  involving  ultimately  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  expenditure. 
If  I  am  to  understand  that  no  Estimate 
will  be  taken  which  will  in  any  way  com- 
mit the  House  of  Commons  I  do  not  know 
that  I  should  object  to  this  small  Yote. 

Mb. RITCHIE:  The  Department  with 
which  I  was  connected  in  the  last  Gk>* 
vernment  (the  Admiralty),  although  it 
had  really  no  control  over  the  expendi- 
ture, was,  nevertheless,  the  Department 
which  was  charged  with  carrying  oat 
the  engineering  works  in  oonnectioQ 
with  this  scheme.  I  may  say  that  no- 
thing in  the  shape  of  harbour  work  has 
been  executed  by  the  late  Government^ 
and  this  expenditure  of  £300  is  in- 
tended to  be  purely  preliminair.  As 
some  questions  have  been  asked  in  re- 
ference to  what  is  thought  to  be  the 
contemplated  and  probable  cost  of  the 
works  in  connection  with  this  barbonry 
I  will  tell  the  Committee  what  I  under- 
stand  to  be  the  position  of  matters.  The 
question  of  Dover  Harbour,  as  most 
hon.  Members  are  aware,  has  been  con- 
sidered by  the  House  on  more  than  one 
occasioni  and  on  more  than  one  oocadon 
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has  been  referred  both  to  Select  and 
Departmental  Committees.  I  believe  that 
the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the  various 
Committees  was  that  a  harbour  at  Dover 
would  be  an  extremely  useful  and  a  very 
desirable  thing.  Various  schemes  for 
that  purpose  have  been  under  considera- 
tion, and  on  various  occasions  schemes 
have  been  adopted ;  and  I  think  that  the 
contemplated  expenditure  upon  them 
has  varied  from  a  minimum  of  about 
£750,000  to  a  maximum  of  £2,500,000. 

General  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUR : 
The  last  scheme  was  estimated  to  cost 
about  £1,000,000. 

Mr.  EITCHIE:  Perhaps  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  may  possess  informa- 
tion which  I  do  not ;  but  my  information 
is  that  the  scheme  involving  the  mini- 
mum of  expenditure  would  cost  about 
£750,000,  while  the  scheme  occasion- 
ing the  maximum  outlay  would  in- 
yoTve  an  expenditure  of  £2,500,000. 
Ultimately  the  question  came  to  be  one 
between  two  different  schemes  —  one 
costing  something  like  £1,000,000,  and 
another  costing  something  like  £750,000; 
and  I  may  say  that  the  more  expensive 
scheme  gave  deep-water  accommodation 
in  the  harbour  to  an  extent  considerably 
greater  than  would  be  provided  by  the 
less  costly  plan  involving  an  expendi- 
ture of  £750,000.  It  was  ultimately 
resolved  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  1 883,  as  I  understand,  to  adopt  the 
larger  of  these  two  schemes ;  and  they, 
therefore,  assented  to  a  proposal  which 
was  made  to  them  to  construct  a  harbour 
at  Dover,  with  a  very  large  amount  of 
deep-water  accommodation,  the  cost  of 
which  was  to  be  something  like 
£1,100,000.  It  is,  as  far  as  I  under- 
stand, upon  the  basis  of  that  assent  in 
1883  that  the  works  have  since  been 
proceeded  with;  and  the  works  have 
consisted  up  to  the  present,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
has  stated,  of  a  convict  prison,  which 
was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  housing 
the  convicts  to  be  employed.  Committees 
have  reported,  on  several  occasions,  that 
a  harbour  at  Dover  would  be  of  great 
benefit  both  to  the  Navy  and  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine ;  and  when  the  harbour 
was  decided  upon  it  was  thought  desir- 
able that  convicts  should  be  employed 
upon  the  works.  Up  to  the  present 
time  the  only  expenditure  incurred  upon 
the  works  has  been  the  expenditure  in- 
curred for  the  convict  prison.  ItfoUowSi 


of  course,  that  having  gone  to  a  large 
expense  in  building  a  convict  prison, 
and  it  having  been  so  frequently  decided 
that  a  harbour  should  be  constructed, 
that  the  House  will  be  asked,  and  will 
probably  consent,  to  the  construction  of 
a  harbour.  I  may  point  out  that  it  is 
contemplated  that  when  the  harbour  is 
completed,  which  I  understand  will  not 
be  for  16  or  20  years,  it  is  to  be  handed 
over  to  a  Dover  Harbour  Commission  ; 
and  it  is  believed  that  the  dues  received 
by  that  Commission  for  the  use  of  the 
harbour  would  pay  a  fair  interest  upon 
about  one-half  of  the  total  expendi- 
ture. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE:  I  do 
not  want  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  down  into  the  statistics 
with  which  he  has  favoured  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  I  desire  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  one  aspect  of 
the  question  which,  up  to  the  present 
moment,  appears  to  have  been  lost  sight 
of.  It  is  proposed  to  enter  into  a  large 
expenditure  of  public  money;  but  in 
regard  to  this  particular  service  it  is 
proposed  to  expend  the  whole  of  that 
money  in  Great  Britain.  We  have  it 
upon  the  authority  of  one  of  the  chief 
officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  within 
the  last  few  weeks,  that  a  very  much 
larger  sum  is  raised  in  Ireland  by  Im- 
perial taxation  than  is  spent  in  that 
country.  We  have  for  years  been  con- 
tending that  the  distribution  of  public 
money  is  most  inequitable  as  regards 
Ireland,  and  this  is  an  illustration  of 
what  we  complained  of.  We  have  con- 
victs in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England, 
and  coasts  which  require  harbour  ac- 
commodation in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  this 
country;  and  we  contribute  according 
to  our  resources  quite  as  much,  as  tax- 
payers, as  those  of  England  to  the  Public 
Expenditure.  I  would  therefore  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  he 
proposes  to  do  in  regard  to  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  public  money  ?  What  is  Ire- 
land to  get  for  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing harbours  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
fact  that  the  Question  now  before  the 
Committee  is  the  Question  of  Dover 
Harbour,  and  that  it  is  not  competent 
for  him,  upon  that  limited  Question,  to 
enter  into  the  question  of  the  distribu- 
tion of  public  money  as  between  the 
Three  Kingdoms. 

2  B  2 
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Mb.  AETHUB  O'OONNOE:  Quite 
so.  I  completely  apprehend  that  point. 
Bat  we  are  asked  to  vote,  out  of  the 
common  funds  of  the  Empire,  money 
which  is  to  go  exclusively  for  services 
in  connection  with  England,  whereas 
nothing  whatever  is  to  be  done  for  Ire- 
land. I  object  to  the  inequality.  We 
have  a  number  of  convicts  in  Ireland 
who  used  to  be  employed  in  the  Cove  of 
Cork.  They  might  be  employed  in  the 
performance  of  precisely  similar  services 
at  G-al^ay  and  in  other  parts  of  Ireland ; 
and  I  think  it  was  in  the  contemplation 
of  the  late  Government  to  institute  some 
such  services.  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee, for  a  moment,  to  the  fact  that 
on  the  coast  of  the  county  of  which  I 
am  one  of  the  Eepresentatives  —  the 
county  of  Donegal — not  long  ago  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  gun-boats  was  lost,  be- 
cause there  was  no  accommodation  along 
that  coast  such  as  that  which  it  is  now 
proposed  to  provide  on  the  Southern 
Coast  of  England.  I  would  ask  that 
hon.  Members,  before  the  assent  of  the 
Irish  Eepresentatives  is  given  or  even 
asked  for  to  this  particular  Yote,  may 
be  informed  of  the  intentions  of  the  Qo- 
vemment,  not  only  in  regard  to  the  em- 
ployment of  convicts  in  England,  but  in 
regard  to  the  public  works  of  this  de* 
scription  which  are  to  be  undertaken  in 
Ireland  as  weU,  and  also  what  proportion 
of  the  Public  Expenditure  is  to  be  de- 
voted to  Ireland  for  this  kind  of  service  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJEE  (Sir  William  Hjlkooubt)  :  I 
admit  the  reasonableness  of  the  request 
of  the  hon.  Member.  It  is  only  a  reason- 
able request  that  the  employment  of 
convicts  in  useful  public  works  should 
not  be  confined  to  England,  but  that  em- 
ployment should  also  be  found  for  them 
m  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom.  I  can- 
not, of  course,  say,  off-hand,  to  what 
extent,  or  in  what  manner,  employment 
on  useful  public  works  can  at  the  pre- 
sent time  be  found  for  convicts  in  Ire- 
land. A  demand  was  made  some  time 
ago  in  reference  to  Scotland,  and  it  was 
carefully  considered.  The  Oovemment 
were  asked  that  convict  labour  should 
be  employed  in  connection  with  certain 
public  works  in  Scotland.  I  do  not 
Know  in  what  state  the  matter  is  now ; 
but  we  did  consider  that  the  application, 
BO  far  as  the  harbour  of  Peterhead  was 
concerned,  might  be  assented  to,  and  I 


believe  that  works  there  are  actually 
going  on  now.  I  shall  be  quite  pre- 
pared to  consider  the  reasonablenees  of 
employing  convict  labour  in  useful 
works  of  a  similar  character  in  Ireland. 
Captain  FIELD  :  I  would  like  to 
offer  one  word  to  the  Committee  on  this 

Suestion  before  it  is  disposed  of.  I  trust 
lat  no  further  opposition  will  be  offered 
by  the  Committee  to  this  Vote.  I  speak 
as  a  naval  man,  and  I  can  say  that  all 
naval  men  warmly  support  the  Yote. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  complained  that  similar  convict 
labour  is  not  employed  in  Ireland.  Now, 
I  know  the  whole  of  the  coast  all  round 
Ireland,  and  I  must  congratulate  the 
Irish  people  on  possessing  already 
magnificent  harbours  on  their  coast 
[Colonel  Nolan:  Where?]  I  decline 
to  answer  questions  that  may  be  put  to 
me  while  I  am  addressing  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  The  case  is  entirely  diffe> 
rent  with  regard  to  the  coast  of  England. 
At  the  present  time  there  is  no  harbour 
suitable  for  men-of-war  to  call  at  be- 
tween Portsmouth  and  Hull ;  and  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  not  only  that  this 
harbour  at  Dover  should  be  completed, 
but  that  other  harbours  of  refuge 
should  be  constructed.  Naval  men  have 
been  anxious  to  see  the  harbour  at  Dover 
completed ;  and  so  long  as  you  delay  its 
completion  you  can  have  very  little  re- 
gard for  your  first  line  of  defence.  I  am 
sorry  to  see  hon.  Members  quibbling 
and  carping  in  this  House  at  expenses 
of  this  kind.  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  first  maritime  countzy  in  the 
world  would  have  been  most  anxious  to 
spend  money  and  do  all  that  is  necesaaiy 
in  providing  harbours  and  coaling  stations 
for  its  Navy  and  for  its  extensive  Com* 
meroial  Marine.  Foreigners  have  been 
astounded  at  the  apathy  of  this  country 
in  regard  to  the  sietfety  of  the  liyea  61 
those  who  carry  on  their  commerce  upon 
the  high  seas.  We  are  a  wealthy  ooon- 
try,  and  it  is  ridiculous  for  us  to  carp 
about  the  expenditure  of  a  few  thousand 
pounds  upon  a  harbour  which  would  be 
of  the  g^atest  service  both  to  ships  of 
the  Eoyal  Navy  and  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine.  I  am  afraid  that  if  a  g^reat 
naval  war  were  to  break  out  this  ooon- 
try  would  be  in  a  state  of  great  alarm 
in  regard  to  its  naval  stations;  and  I 
submit  that  it  is  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance to  provide  useful  coaling  statioiis 
in  the  event  of  war.    Some  day  tlie 
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coantry  will  wake  up  to  a  true  sense  of 
its  position ;  and  I  am  sorrj  to  see  the 
opposition  which  has  been  raised  to  the 
Vote.  I  sincerely  hope  that  it  will  not 
be  pursued  further. 

Mb.  HANDEL  0088HAM:  There 
have  been  two  or  three  points  raised  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  upon  which 
I  should  like  to  say  a  word.  I  have 
noticed  how  difficult  it  seems  to  be  in 
this  House  to  check  Expenditure  ;  and  I 
would  ask  hon.  Members  who  have  made 
their  first  appearance  in  the  House  to 
assist  by  every  means  in  their  power  in 
checking  the  Public  Expenditure.  I 
think  there  is  no  duty  we  owe  to  the 
country  which  is  more  incumbent  upon 
us  than  that  of  securing  economy  in  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country ;  and  that 
duty  falls  upon  us  with  greater  force  on 
the  present  occasion  on  account  of  the 
commercial  depression  from  which  the 
country  is  suffering.  This  is  not  a  time 
for  naval  Gentlemen  to  press  upon  Par- 
liament the  necessity  of  increasing  its 
Expenditure.  Naval  men  are  only  in- 
fluenced by  the  fact  that  they  receive  a 
great  deal  more  money  than  they  pay  ; 
but  those  who  represent  the  commerce 
and  industry  of  the  country  pay  much 
more  than  they  receive.  I,  therefore, 
hope  that  the  new  Members  of  this 
House  will  back  up  the  Government,  or 
any  other  Party  which  tries  to  check  the 
Expenditure ;  and  I  am  glad  to  welcome 
assistance  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  in  keeping  down  Expenditure 
for  purposes  of  doubtful  utility.  As- 
sistance from  that  side  was  not  expected 
or  looked  for ;  and  although  the  conver- 
sion of  hon.  Members  opposite  has  been 
brought  about  late  I  am  sure  it  will  be 
hailed  with  satisfaction,  and  I  trust  that 
in  future  they  will  continue  their  assist- 
ance in  the  same  direction  in  lesseniog 
the  Expenditure  of  the  country,  and  in 
making  it  more  in  accordance  with  the 
position  in  which  we  stand  in  regard  to 
agriculture  and  commerce.  I  would 
seriously  urge  upon  the  House  the  duty 
of  exercising  great  care  in  future  in 
regard  to  the  Expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  GREGOEY  :  I  may  be  very  ob- 
tuse, but  I  must  confess  that  I  do  not 
understand  the  purpose  for  which  this 
Vote  is  asked.  We  were  originally  told 
that  the  Vote  was  only  for  a  preliminary 
survey  before  we  were  asked  to  enter 
into  a  large  expenditure  for  the  purpose 


of  carrying  out  plans  in  connection  with 
the  construction  of  harbour  works,  which 
plans  were  to  be  laid  before  the  House 
before  the  expenditure  was  entered  into. 
As  I  gather  from  the  speeches  which  have 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Kitchie)  and  others, 
Parliament  has  already  sanctioned  a 
considerable  amount  of  expenditure  in 
connection  with  these  worKs.  Accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  there  have  been  two  schemes, 
one  of  which  is  to  cost  £760,000,  and 
the  other  £1,000,000 ;  but  I  am  certainly 
at  a  loss  to  understand  whether  or  not 
either  of  those  schemes  has  yet  received 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  tells  us  that  some  £60,000  or 
£60,000  have  already  been  voted  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing  a  convict 
prison  at  Dover  for  the  accommodation 
of  1,000  convicts,  who  are  to  be  em- 
ployed in  the  erection  of  these  works. 
We  are  told  that  we  have  already,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  by  assenting  to 
that  expenditure,  committed  ourselves 
to  the  works  which  are  to  be  ultimately 
undertaken  in  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  a  harbour.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  it  is  as  well  that 
we  should  understand  clearly  what  it  is 
we  are  asked  to  do.  It  is  true  that  this 
is  a  small  sum  ;  but  it  may  form  part  of 
a  much  larger  sum,  and  what  I  want  to 
know  is,  whether  it  does  form  part  of  a 
larger  sum  or  not  ?  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Government  have  as  yet  given  us 
full  information  upon  that  point.  No 
doubt  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  only  been  for  a  short  time  in 
Office,  and  they  may  have  had  very  little 
opportunity  for  examining  the  Esti- 
mate and  the  services  for  which  it  is 
required ;  but  I  think  it  would  have  been 
well  if  it  had  been  explained  that  the 
sum  asked  for  is  part  of  a  larger  sum, 
and  if  it  had  been  indicated  what  that 
larger  sum  is  to  be.  It  ought  certainly 
to  be  explained  whether,  by  passing  this 
Vote,  we  are  sanctioning  a  larger  expen- 
diture or  not.  Until  this  is  done,  and  we 
have  some  assurance  from  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  as  to  how  this  Estimate  is  formed, 
and  to  what  account  the  money  is  to  bo 
placed,  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  as- 
sent to  it. 

The  oh  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Sir  William  Haroourt):  I 
have  already  explained  how  the  matter 


747        Supply-- Civil  Services,       {OOMMONS}        S'c.  JEstimatee,  lSS6'e.       74$ 


stands.  I  have  stated  that  the  erection 
of  the  prison  was  sanctioned  in  a  pre- 
vious Session,  with  a  view  to  the  ulti- 
mate construction  of  a  breakwater  in 
Dover  Harbour.  The  prison  itself  will 
probably  take  three  or  four  years  to  build, 
and  after  it  is  completed  and  occupied  the 
harbour  works  would  be  commenced  by 
the  convicts. 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  :  What  is  to  be  the 
cost  of  the  harbour  works  ? 

TheOHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  William  Habcouet)  :  At 
the  express  wish  of  the  Treasury,  the 
engineering  works  in  connection  with 
the  harbour  have  been,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Eitchie)  has  stated,  intrusted  to  the 
Admiralty;  but,  of  course,  what  the 
House  ought  to  have,  before  it  sanctions 
the  final  amount  of  expenditure,  is  accu- 
rate plans  of  the  breakwater,  and  an 
estimate  of  what  it  will  cost.  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
has  stated,  there  have  been  two  schemes 
submitted,  one  of  which  will  cost 
£750,000  to  carry  out,  and  the  other 
£1,000,000,  which  will  give  much  better 
deep-water  accommodation.  Between 
those  two  schemes  the  House  will,  prac- 
tically, have  to  decide ;  but  in  order  to 
make  the  plans  it  is  necessary  to  take 
soundings,  to  make  surveys,  and  to  incur 
a  certain  amount  of  expenditure  in 
making  them.  Certain  preliminary  in- 
quiries have  to  be  made  by  the  Admi- 
ralty as  to  the  physical  difficulties  to  be 
overcome,  the  nature  of  the  bottom,  and 
so  forth.  Pending  the  acquisition  of 
this  necessary  preliminary  information, 
no  plans  or  estimates  of  the  harbour 
have  been  prepared  or  can  be  made,  or, 
indeed,  will  be  required  for  something 
like  three  years.  That  is  my  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory),  what  the  money 
included  in  the  Yote  is  asked  for.  The 
object  is  to  enable  the  necessary  plans 
and  estimates  to  be  framed. 

General  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUE  : 
I  must  object  to  the  statement  which 
has  been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  quoted  a  Memorandum  which  has 
not  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  has  asked 
what  this  Vote  is  for.  I  am,  to  a  large 
extent,  responsible  for  the  estimated  sum 
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of  money  which  appears  in  the  Vote; 
and  I  am  bound  to  confirm  what  has 
been  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — ^that  the  money  is  neces- 
sary  for  the  purpose  of  preparing 
plans  and  making  estimates  as  to  the 
cost  of  the  works  before  undertaking 
the  construction  of  the  harbour.  Whe- 
ther the  House  is  committed  to  the 
principle  of  constructing  a  breakwater 
or  not  I  cannot  say.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  said  that  the  present  Government 
have  not  been  long  in  Office ;  but  he  has 
himself  been  for  a  long  period  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  he  most  be 
aware  that  the  House  has  already  sanc- 
tioned the  expenditure  required  for  the 
building  of  the  convict  prison  at  Dover, 
and  he  must  also  know  what  the  pur- 
pose is  for  which  it  has  been  decided  to 
remove  the  convicts  there — namely,  to 
find  them  employment  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  proposed  harbour  works.  It 
has  certainly  never  been  the  intention  of 
the  House  to  sanction  the  large  expendi- 
ture which  has  already  been  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  building  of  a  convict 
prison,  unless  it  was  also  intended  to 
use  the  labour  which  it  is  proposed  to 
transfer.  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend 
that  this  expenditure  is  necessary  in 
order  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Treasury  that  there  should  be 
an  estimate  of  the  total  cost  of  the 
harbour. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  :  This  is  one  of 
the  Estimates  which  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  regard  with  a  certain 
amount  of  suspicion.  Whenever  the 
two  Front  Bencnes  agree  upon  an  Esti- 
mate I  think  it  becomes  the  duty  of 
every  independent  Member  to  oppose  it. 
But  when  with  that  union  between  the 
two  Front  Benches  we  have  the  Naval 
Members  of  the  House  getting  up  and 
pressing  us  to  spend  a  little  more  money 
there  is  additional  reason  for  opposing 
the  Yote.  I  have  listened  attentively  to 
the  discussion  which  has  taken  place, 
and  I  think  that  it  explains,  to  some 
extent,  the  manner  in  wnich  the  public 
money  is  wasted  and  squandered  in  this 
country.  It  appears  to  have  occurred 
to  someone  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing, 
in  a  general  sort  of  way,  to  construct  a 
harbour  at  Dover,  or  to  extend  the 
existing  harbour  by  building  a  break* 
water.  A  practical  man  might  be  sup- 
posed to  consider,  in  the  first  instance, 
what  the  cost  would  be;   but  I  now 
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^ther  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr.  Jackson) that  this  is  a OonserratiTe 
Vote,  and  that  we  are  asked,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  pass  the  Yote,  and  then 
ascertain  what  the  expense  of  the  works 
will  be.  [Mr.  Jackson  :  No.]  Well,  I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  much  to  choose, 
in  these  matters,  between  one  side  of  the 
House  and  another.  Each  is  just  as  bad 
as  the  other.  At  any  rate,  some  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  the  Front  Benches  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  ought 
to  be  an  extension  of  Dover  Harbour. 
In  such  a  case,  what  course  would  busi- 
ness men  have  taken  ?  They  w ould  have 
ascertained,  in  the  first  instance,  what 
the  harbour  would  cost. 

TheOHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER  (Sir  William  Habcoubt)  :  We 
had  a  Oommittee. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE:  They  had  a 
Committee.  We  know  very  well  what 
that  means.  The  Committee  said — '  *  Let 
us  first  build  a  prison  in  which  to  lodge 
the  convicts  who  are  to  build  the  har- 
bour." They  spend  a  good  deal  of 
money — I  do  not  know  how  many  thou- 
sands of  pounds — ^in  building  this  prison, 
and  then  theChancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
tells  us  the  Admiralty  and  the  Treasury 
indulge  in  a  little  correspondence.  Two 
plans  were  submitted,  one  of  which  is  to 
cost  £750,000,  and  the  other  £1,000,000. 
How  were  these  plans  made  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  tells  us  we  must 
expend  a  certain  amount  of  money  in 
order  to  make  a  plan ;  but  it  appears 
that  there  was  a  plan  made  which  was 
considered  both  by  the  Treasury  and  the 
Admiralty. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Habcoubt)  :  A  year 
ago. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  A  year  ago, 
and  yet  it  is  necessary  now  to  make 
surveys  and  soundings  and  borings,  in 
order  to  decide  how  to  make  this  har- 
bour. I  suppose  the  Committee,  before 
they  arrived  at  a  decision,  had  some 
sort  of  evidence  before  them,  and  there 
must  have  been  plans  before  the  Admi- 
ralty and  Treasury  without  these  borings 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
tells  us  must  now  be  made.  I  suppose 
that  these  plans  have  been  put  away  in 
some  pigeon-hole  and  forgotten ;  and 
now  we  are  to  begin  all  over  again  in 
order  to  prepare  soundings  and  plans. 
We  are  told  that  some  labourers  have 
been  hired,  some  offices  obtained,  and 


we  are  asked  to  pass  the  salary  of  afore* 
man  of  works.  But,  at  present,  we  do 
not  know  what  the  plans  are  to  cost. 
Let  us  have  something  clearly  before  us 
in  order  to  show  us  what  we  are  pledged 
to  before  we  pass  this  Yote.  Let  us 
have  some  sufficient  data  as  to  the 
soundings  and  borings  in  order  that  we 
may  ascertain  approximately  what  the 
harbour  will  cost.  As  this  is  almost  the 
first  Vote  proposed  in  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, I  think  that  we  ought  to  inaugu- 
rate our  opinion  of  officialdom  by  at 
once  voting  against  it. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  want  to  point 
out  one  thing  in  regard  to  which  the 
late  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer appear  to  be  agreed.  What  I 
complain  of  is  the  way  in  which  the  Esti- 
mates are  presented  to  Parliament.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  have  told  us  that  this  Esti- 
mate is  not  for  the  harbour ;  and  yet  we 
are  asked  to  vote  an  Estimate  *'  of  the 
amount  required  in  the  year  1886  towards 
the  expense  of  constructing  a  new  har- 
bour at  Dover."'  A  Vote  of  £300  is 
hardly  worth  discussing  if  it  were  not 
for  the  fact  that  it  may  be  taken  to  have 
pledged  the  country  to  the  construction 
of  a  harbour.  I  was  one  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
question  of  constructing  harbours  of 
refuge  ;  and  it  was  clearly  pointed  out 
that  several  harbours  of  refuge  are  re- 
quired, not  only  at  Dover,  useful  as  a 
harbour  may  be  there,  not  only  as  a 
naval  station,  but  as  a  harbour  of  re- 
fuge, and  also  in  other  situations  along 
the  coasts  of  the  Three  Kingdoms.  I 
am  not  going  to  propose  that  Parlia- 
ment should  spend  the  money  of  the 
country  in  constructing  the  harbours  of 
refuge  recommended  by  the  Committee ; 
but  the  point  I  wish  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  is  that  point 
which  was  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Eastern  Division  of 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  that  the 
Committee  proposed  several  harbours 
for  Ireland  as  well  as  for  England.  But 
what  happened?  I  suppose  that  the 
late  Government  are  responsible  for  it ; 
but  the  late  Government  last  year  pro- 
posed an  Estimate  for  a  harbour  at 
Peterhead,  in  Scotland,  and  the  late 
Gt>vemment  adopted  it,  and  passed  it. 
The  new  Government  have  now  intro- 
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duced  another  Estimate,  and  the  late 
Govemment  are  goinf?  to  support  it. 
Both  Parties  adopt  the  same  course. 
One  Party  submits  an  Estimate,  and  the 
other  passes  it.  Already  a  sum  of 
£600,000  or  £700,000  has,  I  believe, 
been  voted  for  the  harbour  works  at 
Peterhead.  I  do  not  at  all  object  to 
that,  because  I  believe  that  it  will  be  a 
very  useful  work.  These  harbour  works 
at  Dover  are  to  cost  £1,000,000.  But 
the  harbours  of  Ireland  have  had  no 
attention  paid  to  them  at  all ;  and  when 
we  put  a  Question  upon  the  subject  to 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  he  told  us  that  he 
had  not  yet  made  up  his  mind  about  it. 
I  allude  to  the  proposal  which  has  been 
made  for  employing  convicts  at  Galway, 
in  regard  to  which  a  Question  was  put 
to  the  Govemment  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor).  I  maintain  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  make  up  their  minds 
upon  the  matter.  The  position  of  Gal- 
way Harbour  is,  I  apprehend,  very  simi- 
lar to  that  of  Peterhead ;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt>vemment  have  already  gone 
to  a  large  expenditure  in  Scotland, 
while  they  have  entirely  neglected  the 
interests  of  Ireland.  I  am  not  against 
the  principle  of  providing  Scotland 
with  harbours  of  refuge ;  but  I  think 
that  the  Government,  having  put  down 
£750,000  for  Peterhead,  should  putdown 
£1,000,000  or  £1,500,000  for  Dover,  in- 
stead of  this  miserable  sum  of  £300, 
and  should  then  make  provision  for  the 
construction  of  similar  works  at  Galway. 
The  hoD.  and  gallant  Member  for  Sou^ 
Sussex  (Captain  Field)  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  are  plenty  of  harbours 
on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland ;  but 
when  I  challenged  him  he  was  unable 
to  point  out  one  really  good  harbour. 
If  he  will  study  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Harbours  of  Befuge,  he  will 
see  that  although  there  may  be  plenty 
of  good  roads  and  bays  there  is  not  one 
really  adequate  harbour. 

Mr.  C.  H.  WILSON :  This  question 
of  harbour  accommodation  upon  the 
Coast  of  England  has  been  discussed 
repeatedly  in  this  House,  not  only  in 
connection  with  Dover,  but  with  other 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.  It  has  been 
contended  that  the  establishment  of  new 
harbours,  instead  of  being  of  advantage 
to  the  commercial  interests  of  the  conn- 
tty,  would  simply  be  a  source  of  ex- 
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pense,  involving  the  outlay  of  a  sum  of 
money  variously  estimated  from  £750,000 
to  £1,000,000,  and  also  lead  the  Bailway 
Companies  in  connection  with  such  har- 
bours to  damage  existing  interests  by 
endeavouring  to  divert  existing  trades 
to  a  harbour  made  by  public  money. 
It  is  proposed  to  expend  this  money 
upon  harbour  works,  which  are  con- 
sidered to  be  altogether  unnecessary, 
instead  of  giving  relief  to  the  taxes 
upon  shipping.  One  demand  has  «on- 
tinually  been  made  upon  the  Govern* 
ment  by  those  who  are  engaged  in  oarry- 
ing  on  the  commerce  of  the  country,  and 
that  is  to  relieve  them  from  the  pay- 
ment of  light  dues.  I  would  throw  oat 
that  as  a  suggestion,  and  I  shall  cer- 
tainly vote  against  any  expenditure  in 
extending  the  harbour  at  Dover.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  work  that  is  un- 
called for,  and  not  required  by  the  oom- 
merce  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BEADLATJGH  :  I  have  listened 
attentively  to  the  different  explanations 
which  have  been  made  in  regard  to  this 
Vote;  and  I  want  now  to  understand 
distinctly  what  I  am  voting  for.  Accord- 
ing to  the  explanation  which  has  been 
given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  late  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Eitchie),  the  Vote  is  re- 
quired for  preliminary  expenses — or  for 
a  portion  only  of  the  preliminary  ex- 
penses. I  think  the  Committee  ought 
to  know,  before  they  vote  this  money, 
what  is  the  total  preliminary  expense  to 
be  voted. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  :  I  think  that, 
at  any  rate,  this  discussion  will  prove 
to  be  serviceable  in  one  respect.  If  it 
is  said  that  we  are  to  vote  this  sum  of 
£300  without  an  Estimate  of  the  total 
cost  of  the  works,  and  simply  as  a  pre- 
liminary step  towards  an  inquiry  which 
may  enable  the  country  to  determine 
whether  the  enormous  expenditure  of 
money  which  is  contemplated  in  connec- 
tion with  Dover  Harbour  shall  take 
place,  I  think  there  is  great  foree  in 
what  was  said  by  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that 
the  whole  proceeding  in  regard  to  this 
Vote  is  of  a  most  unbusinesslike  cha- 
racter. The  main  question,  what  ex- 
penditure is  to  be  incurred  at  Dov«r,  is 
not  before  us;  and  certainly  that  is  a 
point  which  ought  to  be  considered,  as 
well  as  this  preliminary  outlay  involvisg 
soundings,  borings,  and  the  picpaiaftMMi 
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of  plans.  We  are  told  that  when  these 
plans  hare  been  prepared  and  are  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  with  an  Estimate 
based  on  them,  that  then  the  question 
will  arise  whether  a  harbour  at  DoTer 
shall  be  constructed  or  not,  and  that 
the*  erection  of  the  convict  prison  is  a 
Becondary  matter.  Now,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  House  and  the  Oommittee  have 
already  been  committed  to  this  scheme 
by  the  course  which  has  been  taken  with 
regard  to  it,  and  that  they  are  self-con- 
demned for  an  act  of  folly  in  having  ex- 
pended more  than  £50,000  in  the  shape 
of  preliminary  expenditure  in  connec- 
tion with  a  harbour  at  Dover  by  the 
building  of  the  convict  prison.  At  any 
rate,  the  country  is  committed  to  the 
expenditure  of  this  £50,000  ;  but 
let  it  be  clearly  understood,  from  the 
Front  Bench,  that  it  is  committed  to 
nothing  beyond  that  sum,  and  that  we 
shall  hereafter  be  able  to  go  into  the 
whole  of  this  question,  without  reference 
to  this  paltry  Yote,  as  to  whether  the 
harbour  is  to  be  built  or  not.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  wise  to  object  to  a 
Vote  of  this  character,  which  I  take  to 
be  absolutely  necessary  before  an  Esti- 
mate of  the  total  expense,  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  House^  can  be  pre- 
pared. There  must  be  a  preliminary 
investigation  by  taking  the  necessary 
soundings  and  borings;  and  I  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  only  in  too 
many  cases  the  country  has  been  involved 
in  double  the  out]  ay  suggested  when 
the  original  Estimates  were  given. 

Mb.  JOHNS :  I  am  sorry  to  find  my- 
self obliged  to  di£fer  from  several  of  the 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  on  this 
— the  Liberal — side  of  the  House.  It 
seems  to  me  that,  as  the  two  Front 
Benches  have  agreed,  that  fact  has  ren- 
dered it  more  necessary  that  the  work 
should  be  proceeded  with.  It  appears 
also  to  have  been  agreed  many  years  ago 
that  this  harbourought  to  be  constructed. 

t**  No !  "]  Pardon  me  for  saying  so ; 
>ut  if  that  were  not  the  fact  the  erec- 
tion of  a  convict  prison  in  this  position 
would  have  been  an  absurdity.  I  main- 
tain that  no  Gk>vemment  would  ever 
have  thought  of  placing  a  convict  prison 
at  Dover,  unless  it  was  for  the  purpose 
which  has  been  described  from  the  two 
Front  Benches — namely,  the  employ- 
ment of  the  convicts  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  these  great  works.  Although 
we  may  appear  to  be  very  econonu:^ 


in  the  face  of  the  country,  I  am  afraid 
that  we  are  certainly  very  wasteful  of 
the  time  of  the  House,  and  that  hon. 
Members  have  been  occupying  the  valu- 
able time  of  the  House  in  an  imreason- 
able  manner  this  evening.  As  a  prac- 
tical man  I  have  had  much  to  do  with 
the  expenditure  of  money  upon  pub- 
lic works ;  and  I  say  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  anybody  to  know  even  what 
the  preliminary  expenses  of  a  work  of 
this  description  will  amount  to.  You 
must  go  on  piece  by  piece,  and  it  is  only 
as  you  discover  what  the  soimdings  and 
what  the  borings  and  the  physical  diffi- 
culties are  that  you  can,  for  a  moment, 
arrive  at  anything  like  what  your  per- 
manent Estimate  is  to  be.  And  I  may 
tell  the  Committee,  further,  that  after  a 
permanent  Estimate  has  been  arrived  at 
it  is  certain  that  it  will  be  exceeded  in 
the  natural  course  of  events.  No  en- 
gineer, however  eminent  he  may  be, 
has  ever  executed  a  large  work  of  this 
character  within  his  estimates.  He 
cannot  do  it.  He  can  only  do  the 
best  possible  ;  and  as  the  two  Front 
Benches  have  agreed  that  this  work 
ought  to  be  done,  it  follows  that  the 
money  required  for  the  preparation  of 
plans  should  be  voted  without  any 
more  discussion.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  that  as  the  two  Front 
Benches  are  agreed  upon  this  matter 
we  ought  to  disagree  and  reject  the 
Yote.  If  that  is  to  be  the  case,  we  had 
better  do  away  with  the  two  Front 
Benches  altogether,  and  leave  the  inde- 

Sendent  Members  of  the  House  to  con- 
act  the  whole  of  the  Business  of  th  e 
country.  I  trust  that  the  Yote  will  b  e 
agreed  to  at  once,  as  it  affords  the  only 
possible  and  practical  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  question. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbebt)  :  I  should  like 
to  say  a  word  or  two  before  this  discus- 
sion closes.  As  to  the  question  whether 
the  House  of  Commons  have  agreed  to 
the  policy  of  constructing  a  harbour  of 
refuge  at  Dover,  I  believe  that  that 
question  was  setUed  by  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  that  decision  was  only 
come  to  after  very  careful  consideration 
had  been  given  to  the  subject  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.  After  that  consi- 
deration  it  was  decided,  not  only  by  the 
Home  Office,  but  by  the  Admiralty  and 
Treasury,  that  a  oonunencement  might 
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be  made  at  Dover  in  the  arrangements 
that  were  necessary  for  carrying  out 
this  great  work.  With  respect  to  that 
portion  of  the  expenditure  which  relates 
to  making  provision  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  convicts,  that  has  already, 
I  believe,  been  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  the  policy  involved  in 
the  erection  of  the  convict  prison  has 
been  agreed  to  by  the  House.  I  myself 
remember  a  discussion  upon  this  ques- 
tion when  it  was  decided  that,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  works  carried  on  by  the 
convicts  at  Chatham  and  Portsmouth 
being  likely  to  come  to  an  end  in  the 
course  of  two  or  three  years,  it  was  de- 
sirable to  find  other  work  for  the  con- 
victs in  some  other  place.  Upon  that 
occasion  it  was  decided  that  the  convict 
establishments  ought  to  be  transferred 
from  Chatham  and  Portsmouth  to  Dover, 
for  the  purpose  of  being  employed  upon 
the  proposed  harbour  works.  The  ex- 
penditure of  the  £300  now  before  the 
Committee — and  probably  a  further  sum 
may  be  asked  for  in  the  Estimates  of 
next  year — is  really  an  economical  pro- 
ceeding. It  is  meant  to  obtain  infor- 
mation before  you  decide  upon  spending 
your  money;  and  I  think,  upon  this 
ground,  that  it  is  a  very  proper  thing  to 
vote  this  £300,  and  also  any  further 
expenditure  that  may  be  asked  for  in 
order  to  obtain  proper  and  full  informa- 
tion. If  the  Government  were  to  begin 
with  any  proposal  for  expenditure  upon 
a  work  of  this  kind  without  taking 
borings  and  soundings,  and  deciding 
what  the  nature  of  the  works  for  the 
harbour  of  refuge  was  to  be,  they 
might  be  open  to  blame  for  making  such 
a  proposal.  But  what  is  proposed  to  be 
done  is  simply  to  obtain  information  in 
order  to  enable  the  Admiralty  to  prepare 
plans,  and  to  have  an  Estimate  macto  as 
to  what  the  cost  of  the  works  will  be. 
When  those  plans  shall  have  been  pre- 
pared, and  the  Estimate  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  the  time  will  have 
come  when  the  House  will  have  to  de* 
cide  whether  they  will  carry  out  such 
plans  or  not.  I  believe  that  the  pro- 
ceeding involved  in  the  present  Vote  is 
really  an  economical  one,  and  one  which 
the  House  ought  to  assent  to. 

Vote  agrnd  to. 

Class  II. — Salabiss  and  Expsnsbs  oy 
orvil  dspabtmsitts. 
(4.)  £450,  House  of  Commons  Offioes. 
Mr.  Eibhert 


(5.)  £3,730,  Foreign  Office. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  :  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  an  item 
in  this  Vote,  which,  I  think,  is  one  that 
requires  careful  explanation  and  eluci- 
dation. For  several  years  past  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Foreign  Office  for  tele- 
grams has  been  very  large  indeed ;  and 
when  complaints  have  been  made  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has,  on 
several  occasions,  given  a  distinct  under- 
taking that  the  Foreign  Office  would 
make  a  careful  examination  into  this 
expenditure  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  there  was  any  possibility  of 
reducing  it.  Now,  the  expenditure 
under  this  head  in  the  present  Vote 
includes  an  additional  sum  of  nearly 
£3,000,  the  original  Estimate  of  the 
Foreign  Office  telegraphic  expenses 
having  been  £10,000 — thus  making 
£13,000  altogether.  I  do  not  know 
whether  hon.  Members,  who  have  only 
recently  had  an  opportunity  of  read- 
ing the  Blue  Books  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  since  the  new  Parliament  as- 
sembled, have  read  the  Blue  Book  upon 
Foreign  Affairs.  It  is  important  that 
they  should  do  so;  and  they  will  find 
that  a  number  of  despatches  are  stated 
to  have  been  received  by  telegram.  Of 
course,  it  is  necessary  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  vote  the  money  re- 
quired to  pay  for  the  telegraphic  charges 
of  the  Foreign  Office.  But  our  com- 
plaint, year  a^fter  year,  against  the  Fo- 
reign Office  is  that  they  have  enoourag^ 
our  Ministers  abroad,  and  that  they 
themselves  at  the  Foreign  Office  have 
adopted  the  same  plan,  in  sending  de- 
spatches by  telegraph  when  there  is  no 
absolute  necessity  for  teleg^phing.  I 
have  no  wish  to  occupy  Uie  attention 
of  the  Committee  by  giving  special 
instances ;  but  I  certainly  wish  to  press 
upon  hon.  Members  that  a  perusal  of 
some  of  the  telegrams  which  appear 
in  the  Blue  Book  recently  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  justify  my  assertion 
that  they  are  such  as  no  business  man 
would  ever  have  dreamt  of  incurring  the 
cost  of  sending  by  telegraph  wire. 
Nearly  the  whole  of  them  migntjust  as 
easily  have  been  sent  by  the  Foreign 
Office  through  the  post,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  sending  them  by  telegraph 
wire  saved  to  the  country.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AOsirs  (Mr.  Bryce)  will,  I 
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quite  Bure,  bring  his  mind  to  bear  upon 
this  point  when  he  has  had  more  expe- 
rience of  the  duties  of  the  Office  to  which 
he  has  recently  been  appointed.  His 
Predecessors — the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea  and  Lord  E.  Fitzmaurice — ^pro- 
mised me  that  they  would  do  so.  My  hon. 
Friend  is  fresh  to  the  Office ;  and  I  hope 
he  will  bring  new  zeal  and  energy  to  the 
discharge  of  its  duties.  I  ask  him  to 
look  at  the  number  of  telegraphic  de- 
spatches which  have  been  sent  to  the 
Foreign  Office  from  Coostantinople,  and 
which  are  contained  in  the  Blue  Book 
laid  upon  the  Table  in  connection  with 
the  Mission  to  the  East  of  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff.  I  am  ready  to  stake 
my  character,  as  a  business  man,  when 
I  say  that  a  great  number  of  the  de- 
spatches to  which  I  refer  are  of  a  nature 
which  renders  it  utterly  absurd  that  the 
country  should  be  called  upon  to  pay 
heavy  charges  for  telegraphing  from 
Constantinople  and  elsewhere.  If  they 
had  been  sent  by  post  it  would  equally 
baye  answered  eyery  good  purpose.  Of 
course,  in  commenting  upon  the  matter, 
I  do  not  include  messages  of  such  im- 
portance as  to  render  it  necessary  that 
with  the  quickness  of  a  flash  of  lightning 
they  should  be  made  known  to  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury.  What  I  complain 
of,  as  an  eyidence  of  want  of  care  on  the 
part  of  the  Foreigu  Office,  is  that  no  at- 
tempt appears  to  have  been  made  by  the 
Bepresentatives  of  that  Department  to 
bring  sufficient  pressure  to  bear  upon  our 
Ministers  abroad  to  send  their  despatches 
by  post  in  writing  instead  of  sending 
them  by  telegraphic  wire.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  see  that  the  total  sum  charged 
for  the  Foreign  Office  telegraphic  de- 
spatches has  been  increasing  from  year 
to  year;  and  I  think  it  is  high  time 
that  some  attention  should  be  directed 
to  the  subject  with  a  yiew  to  the  correc- 
tion of  the  eyil .  It  is  plain  that  we  carry 
on  the  business  of  the  Foreign  Office  in 
a  most  extravagant  manner.  We  have 
not  only,  in  this  Vote,  charges  for  addi- 
tional messengers,  but  also  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  payments  for  telegrams. 
I  would  press  strongly  upon  the  Com- 
mittee that  this  aidditional  sum  of 
£2,910  for  telegrams  ought  not  to  be 
granted  without  some  explanation  from 
Her  Majestjr's  GoTemment. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  This  Vote  is 
one  which  appears  to  require  serious 
explanation  from  those  in  charge  of  it; 


and  I  think  it  must  be  read  in  connection 
with  the  Vote  for  the  Diplomatic  Ser- 
vice, which  appears  on  page  26  of  the 
present  Supplementary   Estimates.      I 
think  the  Committee  ought  to  know,  be- 
fore they  are  called  upon  to  agree  to  this 
Vote,  how  much  of  this  charge  of  £2,910 
for    additional  telegraphic  charges    is 
connected  with  the  item  of  £12,500  for 
telegraphic  expenditure  on  page  26.     It 
appears  to  me  that,  although  the  total 
sum  taken  in  the  Estimates  for  the  year 
for    these    telegraphic    expenses    was 
£10,000,  the  Foreign  Office  haye  ma- 
naged, in  the  course  of  six  months,  to 
add  to  that  sum  a  total    increase  of 
£15,410,  being  £2,910  which  appears 
in  the  present  Vote  on  page  9,  and 
£12,500  which  appears  on  page  26  in 
connection  with  the  Diplomatic  Seryice. 
The  wording  of  the  two  items  giyes  no 
information  to  the  House  or  to  me  Com- 
mittee,  because  the    entry    is    simply 
''  telegraph  expenses  consequent  on  the 
state  of  affairs  abroad.''    Both  items 
are  similarly  worded,  and  I  think  that 
before  we  yote  these  sums  we  ought  to 
be  told  how  much  of  each  Vote  is  for 
telegrams  in  connection  with  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff.     We 
certainly  ought  to  haye  some  informa- 
tion to  show  the  Committee  how  this 
enormous  increase  has  arisen,  and  how 
it  has  been  found  necessary  to  exceed 
the  charge  of  £10,000  already  provided 
for  by  the  tremendous  sum  of  £12,500 
in  one  Vote,  and  £2,910  in  another,  in 
the  course  of  six  months.    Unless  some 
explanation  is  giyen,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  moye  the  rejection  of  the  Vote. 
Thb    UNDER     SECRETARY     of 
STATE    FOB    FOREIGN    AFFAIRS 
(Mr.  Bryob)  :  I  entirely  ooncur  in  the 
remarks  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  as 
to  the  necessity  of  carefully  watching 
the  expenditure  of  the  Public  Depart- 
ments of  the  country.    No  doubt  it  is 
most  important  that,  as  far  as  possible, 
economy  should  be  obserred  in  all  these 
matters ;  and  I  belieye  it  is  the  desire 
of  those  who  represent  Her  Majesty 
abroad  to  obserye  due  economy  in  all 
their  transactions.    This  is  a  Supple- 
mentary Vote  for  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
relates  only  to  telegrams  which  haye 
been  sent  abroad.    If  hon.  Members 
will  examine  it,  they  will  see  that  the 
charges  which  appear  in  the  Vote  are 
entirely   for   telegrams    sent    by   the 
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be  made  at  Dover  in  the  arrangements 
that  were  necessary  for  carrying  out 
this  great  work.  With  respect  to  that 
portion  of  the  expenditure  which  relates 
to  making  provision  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  convicts,  that  has  already, 
I  believe,  been  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  the  policy  involved  in 
the  erection  of  the  convict  prison  has 
been  agreed  to  by  the  House.  I  myself 
remember  a  discussion  upon  this  ques- 
tion when  it  was  decided  that,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  works  carried  on  by  the 
convicts  at  Chatham  and  Portsmouth 
being  likely  to  come  to  an  end  in  the 
course  of  two  or  three  years,  it  was  de- 
sirable to  find  other  work  for  the  con- 
victs in  some  other  place.  Upon  that 
occasion  it  was  decided  that  the  convict 
establishments  ought  to  be  transferred 
from  Chatham  and  Portsmouth  to  Dover, 
for  the  purpose  of  being  employed  upon 
the  proposed  harbour  works.  The  ex- 
penditure of  the  £300  now  before  the 
Committee — and  probably  a  further  sum 
may  be  asked  for  in  the  Estimates  of 
next  year — is  really  an  economical  pro- 
ceeding. It  is  meant  to  obtain  infor- 
mation before  you  decide  upon  spending 
your  money;  and  I  think,  upon  this 
ground,  that  it  is  a  very  proper  thing  to 
vote  this  £300,  and  also  any  further 
expenditure  that  may  be  asked  for  in 
order  to  obtain  proper  and  full  informa- 
tion. If  the  Government  were  to  begin 
with  any  proposal  for  expenditure  upon 
a  work  of  this  kind  without  taking 
borings  and  soundinc^s,  and  deciding 
what  the  nature  of  the  works  for  the 
harbour  of  refuge  was  to  be,  they 
might  be  open  to  blame  for  making  such 
a  proposal.  But  what  is  proposed  to  be 
done  is  simply  to  obtain  information  in 
order  to  enable  the  Admiralty  to  prepare 
plans,  and  to  have  an  Estimate  made  as 
to  what  the  cost  of  the  works  will  be. 
When  those  plans  shall  have  been  pre- 
pared, and  the  Estimate  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  the  time  will  have 
come  when  the  House  will  have  to  de- 
cide whether  they  will  carry  out  such 
plans  or  not.  I  believe  that  the  pro- 
ceeding involved  in  the  present  Vote  is 
really  an  economical  one,  and  one  which 
the  House  ought  to  assent  to. 

Vote  agr$id  to. 

Class  II. — Salabies  and  Expsnses  oy 
OrviL  DsPABTMSirrs. 
(4.)  £450,  House  of  Commons  Offioes. 
16*.  Hihlert 


(5.)  £3,730,  Foreign  Office. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  :  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  an  item 
in  this  Yote,  which,  I  think,  is  one  that 
requires  careful  explanation  and  eluci- 
dation. For  several  years  past  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Foreign  Office  for  tele- 
grams has  been  very  laree  indeed ;  and 
when  complaints  have  been  made  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has,  on 
several  occasions,  given  a  distinct  under- 
taking that  the  Foreign  Office  would 
make  a  careful  examination  into  this 
expenditure  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  there  was  any  possibility  of 
reducing  it.  Now,  the  expenditure 
under  this  head  in  the  present  Vote 
includes  an  additional  sum  of  nearly 
£3,000,  the  original  Estimate  of  the 
Foreign  Office  telegraphic  expenses 
having  been  £10,000 — thus  making 
£13,000  altogether.  I  do  not  know 
whether  hon.  Members,  who  have  only 
recently  had  an  opportunity  of  read- 
ing the  Blue  Books  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  since  the  new  Parliament  as- 
sembled, have  read  the  Blue  Book  upon 
Foreign  Affairs.  It  is  important  that 
they  should  do  so;  and  they  will  find 
that  a  number  of  despatches  are  stated 
to  have  been  received  by  telegram.  Of 
course,  it  is  necessary  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  vote  the  money  re- 
quired to  pay  for  the  telegraphic  charges 
of  the  Foreign  Office.  But  our  com- 
plaint, year  after  year,  against  the  Fo- 
reign Office  is  that  they  have  enoooraged 
our  Ministers  abroad,  and  that  they 
themselves  at  the  Foreign  Office  have 
adopted  the  same  plan,  in  sending  de- 
spatches by  telegraph  when  there  ii  no 
absolute  necessity  for  telegraphing.  I 
have  no  wish  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  by  giving  special 
instances ;  but  I  certainly  wish  to  preas 
upon  hon.  Members  that  a  perusal  of 
some  of  the  telegrams  which  appear 
in  the  Blue  Book  recently  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  justify  my  assertion 
that  they  are  such  as  no  business  man 
would  ever  have  dreamt  of  incurring  the 
cost  of  sending  by  telegraph  wire. 
Nearly  the  whole  of  them  mightiust  as 
easily  have  been  sent  by  the  Foreign 
Office  through  the  post,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  sending  them  by  telegraph 
wire  saved  to  the  oountry.  My  horn. 
Friend  the  Under  Secnretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affiurs  (Mr.  Bryce)  will,  I  am 
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quite  sure,  bring  his  mind  to  bear  upon 
this  point  when  he  has  had  more  expe- 
rience of  the  duties  of  the  Office  to  which 
he  has  recently  been  appointed.  His 
Predecessors — the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea  and  Lord  E.  Fitzmaurice — pro- 
mised me  that  they  would  do  so.  My  hon. 
Friend  is  fresh  to  the  Office ;  and  I  hope 
he  will  bring  new  zeal  and  energy  to  the 
discharge  of  its  duties.  I  ask  him  to 
look  at  the  number  of  telegraphic  de- 
spatches which  have  been  sent  to  the 
Foreign  Office  from  Coostantinople,  and 
which  are  contained  in  the  Blue  Book 
laid  upon  the  Table  in  connection  with 
the  Mission  to  the  East  of  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff.  I  am  ready  to  stake 
my  character,  as  a  business  man,  when 
I  say  that  a  great  number  of  the  de- 
spatches to  which  I  refer  are  of  a  nature 
which  renders  it  utterly  absurd  that  the 
country  should  be  called  upon  to  pay 
heavy  charges  for  telegraphing  from 
Constantinople  and  elsewhere.  If  they 
had  been  sent  by  post  it  would  equally 
have  answered  every  good  purpose.  Of 
course,  in  commenting  upon  the  matter, 
I  do  not  include  messages  of  such  im- 
portance as  to  render  it  necessary  that 
with  the  quickness  of  a  flash  of  lightning 
they  should  be  made  known  to  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury.  What  I  complain 
of,  as  an  evidence  of  want  of  care  on  the 
part  of  the  Foreign  Office,  is  that  no  at- 
tempt appears  to  have  been  made  by  the 
Kepresentatives  of  that  Department  to 
bring  sufficient  pressure  to  bear  upon  our 
Ministers  abroad  to  send  their  despatches 
by  post  in  writing  instead  of  sending 
them  by  telegraphic  wire.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers wiU  see  that  the  total  sum  charged 
for  the  Foreign  Office  telegraphic  de- 
spatches has  been  increasing  from  year 
to  year;  and  I  think  it  is  high  time 
that  some  attention  should  be  directed 
to  the  subject  with  a  view  to  the  correc- 
tion of  the  evil.  It  is  plain  that  we  carry 
on  the  business  of  the  Foreign  Office  in 
a  most  extravagant  manner.  We  have 
not  only,  in  this  Vote,  charges  for  addi- 
tional messengers,  but  also  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  payments  for  telegrams. 
I  woidd  press  strongly  upon  the  Com- 
mittee that  this  additional  sum  of 
£2,910  for  telegrams  ought  not  to  be 

§  anted  without  some  explanation  from 
er  Majesty's  Government. 
Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :    ThU  Vote  is 
one  which  appears  to  require  serious 
explanation  from  those  in  charge  of  it; 


and  I  think  it  must  be  read  in  connection 
with  the  Vote  for  the  Diplomatic  Ser- 
vice, which  appears  on  page  26  of  the 
present  Supplementary  Estimates.  I 
think  the  Committee  ought  to  know,  be- 
fore they  are  called  upon  to  agree  to  this 
Vote,  how  much  of  this  charge  of  £2,910 
for  additional  telegraphic  charges  is 
connected  with  the  item  of  £12,500  for 
telegraphic  expenditure  on  page  26.  It 
appears  to  me  that,  although  the  total 
sum  taken  in  the  Estimates  for  the  year 
for  these  telegraphic  expenses  was 
£10,000,  the  Foreign  Office  have  ma- 
naged, in  the  course  of  six  months,  to 
add  to  that  sum  a  total  increase  of 
£15,410,  being  £2,910  which  appears 
in  the  present  Vote  on  page  9,  and 
£12,500  which  appears  on  page  26  in 
connection  with  the  Diplomatic  Service. 
The  wording  of  the  two  items  gives  no 
information  to  the  House  or  to  Uie  Com- 
mittee, because  the  entry  is  simply 
''  telegraph  expenses  consequent  on  the 
state  of  affairs  abroad."  Both  items 
are  similarly  worded,  and  I  think  that 
before  we  vote  these  sums  we  ought  to 
be  told  how  much  of  each  Vote  is  for 
telegrams  in  connection  with  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff.  We 
certainly  ought  to  have  some  informa- 
tion to  show  the  Committee  how  this 
enormous  increase  has  arisen,  and  how 
it  has  been  found  necessary  to  exceed 
the  charge  of  £10,000  already  provided 
for  by  the  tremendous  sum  of  £12,500 
in  one  Yote,  and  £2,910  in  another,  in 
the  course  of  six  months.  Unless  some 
explanation  is  given,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Vote. 
Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Mr.  Brtoe)  :  I  entirely  concur  in  the 
remarks  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  as 
to  the  necessity  of  carefully  watching 
the  expenditure  of  the  Public  Depart- 
ments of  the  country.  No  doubt  it  is 
most  important  that,  as  far  as  possible, 
economy  should  be  observed  in  all  these 
matters ;  and  I  believe  it  is  the  desire 
of  those  who  represent  Her  Majesty 
abroad  to  observe  due  economy  in  all 
their  transactions.  This  is  a  Supple- 
mentary Vote  for  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
relates  only  to  telegrams  which  have 
been  sent  abroad.  If  hon.  Members 
will  examine  it,  they  will  see  that  the 
charges  which  appear  in  the  Yote  are 
entirely   for   telegrams    sent    by   the 


759        Supply-^Civil  S&rvtm,       {COMMONS}       ^c.  JSriimaUSj  1886-6.       760 


Foreign  Office  abroad ;  and  I  can  assure 
them,  from  my  own  experience,  short  as 
it  is,  that  in  the  Foreign  Office  itself 
yerj  great  pains  are  taken  to  keep 
down  the  expenditure  on  telegraphing. 
Of  course,  it  is  impossible  for  the  De- 
partment at  home  altogether  to  control 
the  discretion  of  our  Ministers  abroad ; 
and  it  must  be  recollected  that  circum- 
stances have  recently  occurred  in  the 
South  and  South-East  of  Europe  which 
have,  to  a  certain  extent,  led  to  in- 
creased expenditure  in  this  respect — I 
mean  the  war  between  Servia  and 
Bulgaria,  and  the  delicate  position 
which  this  country  has  been  placed 
in  with  regard  to  Servia  and  Bulgaria 
and  Greece.  In  addition,  there  has 
been  frequent  necessity  for  telegrams 
to  and  from  other  parts  of  the  world — 
as,  for  instancOi  to  China.  But  most  of 
the  increase,  no  doubt,  has  been  due  to 
the  Servo-Bulgarian  and  Greek  Ques- 
tions. In  regard  to  the  charge  for  mes- 
sengers, I  may  inform  the  Committee 
that  the  service  of  messengers  to  Con- 
stantinople was  reduced  from  a  weekly 
to  a  fortnightly  service  in  1883 ;  but  it 
was  deemed  necessary,  in  the  time  of 
the  late  Government,  to  increase  the 
service  to  a  weekly  one.  It  has  now, 
however,  been  again  reduced  to  a  fort- 
nightly despatch.  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  see  that  whatever  criticisms 
are  necessary  upon  this  question,  and 
especially  upon  the  Mission  of  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  to  which  I 
understand  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  desires  to 
call  attention,  had  better  be  reserved 
until  we  reach  the  Vote  for  the  Diplo- 
matic Service  on  page  26.  I  am  afraid 
that  it  is  impossible  for  me,  at  this 
moment,  to  tell  him  how  much  of  these 
telegraphic  charges  is  due  to  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  WolfiP.  I 
cannot  say,  without  further  inquiry, 
what  data  exist  at  the  Foreign  Office 
upon  which  we  could  distinguish  these 
charges  from  those  for  other  telegrams. 
The  hon.  Member  will  also  bear  in 
mind  that  there  have  been  many  tele- 
grams sent  to  Constantinople  and  Egypt, 
some  of  which  come  under  the  head  of 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission, 
while  others  do  not. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Would  it  not 
be  better  that  in  future  the  telegrams 
to  and  from  the  Foreign  Office  should 
be  given  separately  f    Why  should  we 

Mr,  Bryoe 


not  specify  what  the  Mission  of  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  has  cost  us  for 
telegrams?  It  appears  to  me  that  to 
have  two  items,  one  for  the  Foreign 
Office  and  the  other  for  the  Diplomatic 
Service ;  to  tell  us  that  we  are  to  look  to 
the  Foreign  Office  Yote  for  the  cost  of 
telegrams  from  Ministers  and  to  another 
Vote  for  the  cost  of  telegrams  to  Minis* 
ters  is  only  confusing.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  will,  no 
doubt,  find  many  reforms  to  make  in  the 
Office;  and  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
this  is  one  of  those  to  which  he  should 
direct  his  attention.  Another  reform 
I  would  suggest  is  with  regard  to  mes- 
sengers' travelling  expenses,  the  total 
amount  of  which  for  the  year  is  £9,320. 
The  greater  number  of  letters  sent  to 
Constantinople  might  just  as  well  be 
sent  by  post  as  by  messengers ;  and  I 
say  you  ought  not  to  have  a  messenger 
sent  there  every  fortnight ;  you  ought  to 
have  a  messenger  sent  only  when  you 
have  matter  to  communicate  which  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  should  be  kept 
secret.  I  say  this  from  practical  ex- 
perience at  Constantinople,  because  I 
have  served  there,  and  I  know  that 
Ministers  abroad  offcen  write  something 
in  order  that  it  should  be  sent  by 
Queen's  Messenger.  I  remember  that 
when  I  was  in  Constantinople  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer  thought  he  wanted  some  pills — 
he  was  always  taking  medicine — and  he 
sent  home  a  despatch  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  them ;  we  ooimted  up  exactly 
what  was  the  cost  of  sending  the  mes- 
senger to  England  and  back ;  and  we 
found  that  the  cost  to  the  country  for 
this  box  of  pills  amounted  to  a  little 
above  £300.  If  the  hon.  Q^ntlemaa 
the  Under  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  will  establish  a  rule  that  instead 
of  having  messengers  going  out  at  fixed 
times  they  should  only  g^  when  there 
is  something  to  send  by  them  which 
cannot  be  entrusted  to  the  post,  I  am 
certain  that  this  charge,  which  amounts 
to  £9,000  a-year,  would  be  reduced  to 
£3,000  or  £4,000. 

Mr.  BRADLAUOH  :  I  am  afraid  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  does  not  do 
justice  to  his  Department.  The  hon« 
Oentleman  asks  me  to  reserve  my  criti* 
cism  until  we  come  to  the  Vote  for  the 
Diplomatic  Servioe  on  page  36 ;  bat  I 
shall  be  unable  to  do  that  unless  he  is 
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prepared  to  tell  me,  with  some  degree  of 
precision  when  that  Yote  is  reached, 
what  is  the  cost  of  the  telegrams  from 
Constantinople  and  London  in  connec- 
tion with  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's 
Mission.    Unless  the  hon.   Gentleman 

fives  me  that  pledge  I  shall  feel  it  my 
uty  to  oppose  the  Vote. 

thbunder  seoeetaryof  state 

(Mr.  Brtce)  :  I  must  inform  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  that  I  am  not  at  this  moment  able 
to  state  what  proportion  of  the  charge 
for  telegrams  is  due  to  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Henry  Drunmiond  Wol£f.  I 
can,  of  course,  make  inquiries,  and 
will  do  so  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  it,  although  it  may  possibly  turn 
out  that  there  would  be  some  difficulty 
in  ascertaining,  because  many  telegrams 
may  have  been  sent  to  Egypt  respecting 
which  it  would  be  hard  to  say  whether 
they  ought  to  be  deemed  to  belong  to 
S  ir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission 
or  not. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  wish  to  make 
one  remark  on  what  fell  a  short  time 
ago  from  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  for  three 
or  four  years  has  constantly  brought  up 
his  service  under  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  and 
the  story  of  his  pills.  Now,  I  served 
under  Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  and  I  say  it  is 
a  libel  upon  him  to  refer  to  him  in  this 
way.  Poor  fellow !  he  has  gone  now ; 
and,  speaking  from  personal  knowledge, 
I  say  that  no  public  servant  ever  served 
his  country  better  than  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer.  I  protest  against  the  hon. 
Member's  constantly  bringing  up  this 
subject  of  the  pills  because  he  was  in 
the  Diplomatic  Service  at  Constanti- 
nople. I  was  there  at  the  same  time, 
-and  I  entirely  dissent  from  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member.  But,  with  regard 
to  this  Yote,  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  one  question.  There  are 
two  distinct  Votes  for  telegrams  in  these 
Estimates — one  for  the  Foreign  Office 
and  the  other  for  the  Diplomatic  Service 
— and  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  can  tell  vA  whether  out  of  this  Vote 
a  considerable  sum  of  money  has  been 
expended  in  connection  with  the  special 
Mission  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
to  Constantinople  or  Egypt?  It  will 
clear  the  ground  if  he  will  tell  us  that ; 
and  I  would  point  out  to  the  Secretary 
to  tiie  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  as 


well  as  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  it 
would  be  far  better,  instead  of  having 
two  Votes  as  there  are  here,  that  the 
Votes  for  the  Foreign  Office  and  Diplo- 
matic Service  should  be  amalgamated; 
because  then  the  House  would  know  ex- 
actly the  vast  sum  of  money  expended 
on  the  telegraphic  service  of  ^e  country, 
which  amounts  to  more  than  £100,000 
a-year.  I  think  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
can  give  an  assurance  that  this  will  be 
done,  it  will  ge  a  long  way  to  remove 
the  confusion  which  exists. 

MR.BRADLAUGH:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  misunderstands  me.  I  as- 
sume that  every  telegram  sent  to  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  is  recorded,  and  that 
the  cost  of  every  telegram  to  and  from 
Constantinople  and  Egypt  is  also  re- 
corded for  the  purpose  of  making  up  the 
total  we  are  asked  to  vote.  It  seems  to 
me,  therefore,  that  there  can  be  no  dif- 
ficulty in  furnishing  the  information  de- 
sired, and,  consequently,  that  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  Government  should  not 
give  it.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  debate 
on  this  Vote  be  adjourned. 

Mb.  BOURKE:  I  wish  to  state  to 
the  Committee  what  I  know  about 
this  Vote,  and  to  say,  with  respect 
to  the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  that  I 
think  it  a  very  reasonable  one  in  view  of 
the  form  in  which  the  Vote  is  given  to 
the  Committee.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  will  give  Notice  to 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  he  will  be  able  to  obtain 
the  detailed  information  which  he  de- 
sires. It  is  a  fact,  which,  of  course, 
everyone  connected  with  the  Foreign 
Office  knows,  that  every  telegram  is 
noted  at  the  Foreign  Office ;  and  it  is, 
therefore,  perfectly  easy  to  make  out  a 
list  of  the  different  telegrams  sent  to  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff.  There  may 
possibly,  however,  be  a  little  confusion, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  while  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  has  been  in  Egypt  he 
has  performed  functions  connected  not 
only  with  his  particular  Mission,  but 
with  his  general  business  in  Egypt. 
Nevertheless,  as  I  have  said,  the  desired 
information  can  easily  be  obtained  at 
the  Foreign  Office.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  not  persevere 
in  his  opposition  to  the  Vote.  1  am  cer- 
tain that  if  he  asks  the  Question  of  my 
:  hon.  Friend  on  another  day  he  will  get  the 
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information  wluch  he  desires.  With  re- 
ference to  the  sugmstionof  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Blaokbum  (Sir 
Bobert  Feel)  that  it  would  conduce  to  the 
clearer  understanding  of  the  Vote  if  the 
two  Estimates  were  put  together,  I  am 
afraid  that  it  would  not  haye  that  effect. 
The  object  of  keeping  the  Votes  sepa- 
rate is  simply  to  show  the  expense  in- 
curred for  telegrams  in  England  and  the 
expense  incurred  abroad ;  and  of  course 
if  they  were  mixed  it  would  lead  to 
great  difficulty. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
on  this  Vote,  and  shall  persist  in  that 
course  unless  I  get  an  undertaking  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  that  the 
details  of  these  items  will  be  furnished. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  It  is  not  compe- 
tent to  the  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  in  Committee. 
The  course  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  to 
move  that  Frogress  be  reported. 

Mb.  BEADLATTGH  :  I  ask  pardon 
for  proceeding  in  igpnoranoe  of  the  Forms 
of  the  House.  I  repeat  that  unless  the 
promise  is  given  I  shall  have  to  move 
that  Frogress  be  reported. 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbyce)  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  put  a  Question  on  the  Faper 
asking  for  the  information  he  desires  I 
will  do  my  best  to  get  that  information. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £500,  Colonial  Office. 

(7.)  £31,  Bankruptcy  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  :  There  is  one  point 
in  connection  with  this  Estimate  to  which 
I  should  like  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
C.  T.  D.  Acland).  I  see  that  by  this 
Supplementary  Estimate  there  is  a 
charge  under  B  for  Chief  Official  Re- 
ceiver's Office  to  meet  possible  necessity 
for  increased  staff,  amounting  to  £2,101, 
and  under  C  for  Country  Receivers  paid 
by  Fees  and  Commission,  to  meet  pos- 
sible increase  of  remuneration  amount- 
ing to  £5,780,  making  a  total  additional 
sum  required  of  £7,881  over  the  Esti- 
mate of  1 885-6.  Now,  I  presume  that 
although  this  is  put  down  as  possible  in- 
creased expenditure,  there  is  reason  to 
suppose  that  it  is  an  expenditure  which 
has  been  actually  incurredi  and  that  it 

Mr,  Bourh 


comes  within  the  present  financial  year. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  it  would  not  be 
correct  to  include  here  the  possible  ex- 
penditure of  next  year,  which  should,  of 
course,  come  forward  in  the  Estimates 
of  1886-7.  I  understand,  however,  that 
the  fees  will  meet  the  expenditure  in 
question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will 
probably  be  able  to  give  some  informa- 
tion on  this  subject. 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Aclahd)  :  The 
reason  for  bringing  this  Vote  before 
Farliament  in  this  form  is  that  it  shows 
the  total  expenditure  for  1885.  The 
sum  of  £1,164  originally  voted  by  Far- 
liament, it  was  believed,  would  have  been 
sufficient  for  the  expenses  of  the  year. 
With  regard  to  the  additional  sum  re- 
quired, there  is  no  doubt  that  the  whole 
of  the  amount  will  be  received  and 
handed  over  to  the  Exchequer  in  the 
ordinary  course.  The  Treasury  is  autho- 
rized, under  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1883, 
Section  77,  to  pay  over  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  in  aid  of  the  Vote  of  Farliament, 
out  of  receipts  from  fees  and  dividends 
on  investments,  any  sum  which  may  be 
necessary  to  meet  the  charges  incurred 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  for  salaries  and 
expenses ;  and,  as  I  have  said,  there  is 
no  reason  whatever  to  doubt  that  the 
whole  of  this  sum  will  be  received  and 
paid  into  the  Exchequer  during  the 
year.  The  present  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate of  £31  has  been  presented  for  the 
Eurpose  of  bringing  the  facts  olearij 
efore  Farliament. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £2,371,  Charity  Commission. 
(9.)  £2,100,  Civil  Service  Commission. 
(10.)  £7,490,  Local  OovemmentBoard. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

'^That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,430,  b« 
granted  to  Her  Majestj,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  coune  of  payment  diirin|^ 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  Marw 
1886,  for  the  Expenses  otf  the  Office  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Secretary  for  Scotland.** 

Mb.  HYLAJNDS  :  I  should  like  to  saj 
one  or  two  words  on  this  Estimate.  The 
Vote  hefore  the  Committee  is  a  new 
one.  It  is  the  6rst  time  that  we  have 
been  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  expenses 
of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
I  believe  the  amount  asked  for  is  only  a 
very  small  part  of  the  expenditure,  and 
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that  wlien  we  oome  to  haye  the  full 
amount  to  be  expended  next  year  it  will 
▼ery  oonsiderablj  exceed  the  moderate 
sum  now  upon  the  Estimates.  I  sup- 
pose hon.  Gentlemen  from  Scotland  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  have  a  Central  De- 
partment for  Scottish  Business ;  but,  for 
myself,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  greatly 
doubt  whether  it  is  desirable  to  take 
that  Business  from  the  Home  Office, 
and  in  a  way  that  must  lead  to  a  very 
large  expenditure.  But  what  I  wish  to 
draw  attention  to  is  the  fact  that  we  are 
constantly  putting  new  officials  in  eyery 
Department  of  the  State ;  we  create  new 
Departments  or  we  enlarge  existing 
Departments;  and  we  bring  new  men 
into  the  Service,  but  we  never  seem  to 
take  any  steps  to  utilize  supernumera- 
ries— that  is  to  say,  we  are  constantly 
pensioning  the  officials  of  various  De- 
partments, and  we  nevQr  consider  whe- 
ther these  persons  can  be  made  available 
for  the  Public  Service.  The  item  of 
pensions  is  increasing  so  largely  that  I 
hope  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
see  that  steps  are  taken,  in  connection 
with  the  retirement  of  public  officials,  to 
secure  their  services  when  they  are  re- 
quired. I  do  not  speak  of  the  retirement 
of  men  past  the  age  of  service,  but  of 
those  who  are  retired  at  an  age  when 
they  have  work  in  them.  There  are  many 
who,  having  been  retired,  cannot  get 
back  into  the  Service,  because  all  the 
vacancies  are  filled  up  with  new  men, 
who  originate  a  new  charge  for  salaries, 
and,  in  course  of  time,  have  to  be  pen- 
sioned in  their  turn.  I  dare  say  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  can,  with  regard  to  this  Vote 
for  the  Office  of  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
g^ve  us  some  little  information  as  to 
what  the  expenditure  is  likely  to  be  for 
carrying  on  this  Department. 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlbb)  :  I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ry lands) 
in  his  remarks  with  reference  to  the 
unsatisfactory  working  of  the  pension 
system.  I  entertained  the  view  when  I 
sat  below  the  Gangway,  and  I  say  now, 
tiiat  when  a  man  is  employed  by  the 
State,  and  is  paid  by  the  State,  the 
State  has  the  riffht  to  fix  the  work  he 
shall  do ;  and  if  the  State  has  the  right  to 
discharge  him,  it  has  the  right  to  ap- 
point him  to  such  other  duties  as  he  can 
perform.  I  say  that  it  is  not  right  that 
a  man  should  be  pensioned  off  at  once 


simply  on  account  of  the  abolition  of  his 
office.  That  is  my  view,  and  I  can  as- 
sure my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  that  I  shall  endeavour  to  uphold 
it  to  the  best  of  my  power.  The  principle 
which  my  hon.  Friend  advances  has  been 
carried  out  in  connection  with  this 
Office.  That  was  exactly  what  the  late 
Gx)vem!nent  did  when  they  appointed 
Sir  Francis  Sandford  to  be  Under  Secre<> 
tary  for  Scotland.  His  pension  amounted 
to  £1,333  6«.  8ef.,  and  he  is  now  only 
drawing  £500  on  account  of .  that 
pension,  so  that  there  is  a  saving  of 
£833  6«.  %d,  of  salary  by  that  appoint- 
ment. With  reference  to  the  staff  of 
the  Department,  that  was  settled  before 
the  present  Government  came  into  Office; 
but  we  shall  do  our  best  rightly  to  esti- 
mate what  the  cost  will  be.  The  Yote 
may  have  a  tendency  to  increase ;  and,  no 
doubt,  it  will  become  a  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  ultimately  what  is  the 
entire  amount  necessary  to  carry  on  the 
Scottish  Business.  There  is  one  item 
which  does  not  appear  on  the  Yote,  and 
to  which  I  think  the  attention  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley 
ought  to  be  called,  and  that  is  the  rent 
of  the  office.  I  believe  that  a  very  valu- 
able building,  which  would  earn  a  large 
amount  of  rent,  has  been  devoted  already 
for  the  Secretary  of  Scotland  Office. 
When  the  Estimates  come  forward  later 
in  the  Session  with  reference  to  Public 
Buildings  my  hon.  Friend  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  raising  and  discussing 
that  question ;  but  the  Yote  now  before 
the  Committee  is  siniply  to  provide  for 
the  working  of  the  Office  since  October 
last. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  has  referred  to  the  question  of 
rent  as  an  expense  which  should  be  put 
against  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  The  house  referred  to  is 
known  as  Dover  House,  and  it  is  one 
which  I  took  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to 
obtain  as  an  office  for  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  also  as  an  office  for  my- 
self and  my  Successor  in  the  position  of 
Lord  Advocate.  I  carefully  examined 
that  house  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whe- 
ther it  was  fit  for  use  as  an  office ;  and  I 
came  decidedly  to  the  opinion  that  no 
sane  man  would  take  it  for  what  it  was 
then  intended — namely,  a  residence — 
without  an  expenditure  vastly  in  excess 
of  what  the  rent  of  the  house  would  be 


767        Supply— Civil  Servim,       {COMMONS)        S^e.  E%Umtte%,  \B%^^^.        768 


in  the  next  10  or  14  years.  The  sanitary 
condition  of  the  house  was  such  as  to 
make  it  quite  unfit  for  a  person  who 
would  use  such  a  house  as  a  residence, 
although  it  might  be  quite  fit  for  a  Go- 
vernment Office. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  {Edinhurgh,  Central) : 
I  trust  the  Committee  will  not,  in  any 
degree,  be  influenced  by  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  in  regard  to  Scottish  Busi- 
ness. Considering  how  large  a  Be- 
▼enue  Scotland  yields,  how  loyal  and 
peaceful  are  its  inhabitants,  and  how 
little  Oovemment  money  is  spent  across 
the  Border,  I  think  this  money  should 
be  Yoted  without  one  dissentient 
voice.  As  to  the  building  in  which 
Scottish  Business  is  now  conducted,  I 
visited  the  place  the  other  day,  and  I 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald)  in  having  secured  such  an  ex- 
cellent office.  I  remember  when  the 
Scottish  Business  was  relegated  to 
the  third  or  fourth  storey  of  one  of 
the  Home  Office  buildings — to  a  very 
small  and  dingy  room,  little  else  than 
a  slum,  and  in  which  it  was  ft  per- 
fect disgrace  for  any  important  official 
of  the  British  Empire  to  transact  busi- 
ness. But  it  was  still  more  disgrace- 
ful for  Scottish  Business  to  be  cen- 
tralized in  such  an  insignificant  place. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Eylands)  has  questioned  whether  Scot- 
tish Business  would  be  done  more  effi- 
cientlv  imder  the  new  rigime  than  under 
the  old.  My  experience  of  only  a  few 
days  is  that  it  is  very  much  more  effi- 
ciently done  than  before;  and  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  my  Friends 
from  Scotland,  when  they  see  the  fine 
building  in  which  the  Scottish  Secre- 
tary's and  Lord  Advocate's  Depart- 
ments are  now  located,  will  be  well 
pleased  in  the  way  in  which  the  Busi- 
ness is  now  being  done  there.  Although 
I  always  raise  my  voice  for  economy,  I 
think  Uiis  is  a  -^qtj  proper  expenditure ; 
and  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  Vote  will 
be  passed  unanimously. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  :  I  should  be  the 
last  Member  of  this  House  to  oppose  the 
wishes  of  Scotch  Members.  I  have  the 
greatest  regard  for  them  and  their  Busi- 
ness in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  I  could 
not  for  one  moment  desire  that  Scotch- 
men should  not  have  the  best  oppor- 

Mr.  J,  H.  A.  Macdonald 


tunity  for  carrying  on  their  Basinees.  I 
am  not  an  authority  competent  to  form 
a  confident  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
Scottish  Business  will  be  more  efficiency 
performed  under  the  new  system ;  but 
it  is  by  no  means  necessary  to  show 
one's  attention  to  Scotland  by  spend* 
ing  money  which  is  not  required  to 
be  spent.  ,  The  point  is,  whether  or 
not  it  is  necessary  to  do  so;  and  tke 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  has  not 
shown  any  very  great  regard  for  the 
Scottish  officials,  because  he  has  told  the 
Committee  that  they  had  been  placed  in 
a  house  under  such  sanitary  arrange 
ments  that  no  private  individual  would 
live  there,  because  he  would  probably  be 
carried  off  by  typhoid  fever  or  diph- 
theria. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman  did  not  give  the  exact  facts  with 
regard  to  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
house ;  but  I  can  tell  hon.  Members  that 
our  experience  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  that  when  we  begin  to  spend 
money  on  the  sanitary  improvement  of 
Public  Offices,  we  often  go  on  to  a  verj 
much  larger  expenditure  than  we  at  first  • 
imagine,  or  is  justifiable.  However, 
that  will  come  on  when  we  reach  the 
Vote  for  Dover  House.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  touched 
on  what  I  wished  to  call  attention  to— 
namidly,  that  a  large  establishment  is 
growing  up.  It  is  all  very  well  to  saj 
that  this  money  should  be  voted  nnani* 
mously ;  but  it  is  not  necessary  to  show 
our  affection  for  Scotland  by  spending 
£20,000  or  £30,000,  when  probably 
£5,000  would  be  sufficient. 

Db.  CAMEEON  :  I  was  very  much 
moved  by  the  logical  and  patriotic  ap- 
peal of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  J.  Wilson);  but  the 
matter  to  which  he  referred  was  not  one 
which  touched  on  the  economy  of  the 
house  in  question.  It  touched  upon  the 
conduct  of  Scottish  Business  ;  and  I 
much  regret  that  the  Secretaiy  for  Soot- 
land  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  is  not  in  his  ]>laoe 
to  g^ve  the  Committee  some  informatioa 
on  the  subject.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  referred  to  the  experience 
of  Sir  Francis  Sandford  in  another  De- 
partment— that  is  to  say,  the  Edncation 
Department.  The  Scottish  Seeretanr  ie 
now  the  President  of  the  Education  De- 
partment for  Scotland.  In  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  as  formerly  ooasti- 
tuted,  Sir  Francis  Sandford  was  for  m 
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long  time  chief;  and  that  Office  was 
organized  in  accordance  with  certain 
roles,  amongst  which  there  was  one 
against  the  functionaries  of  the  Depart- 
ment interfering  with  public  affairs.  I 
belieye  there  was  a  Circular  signed  by 
Sir  Francis  Sandford  to  the  effect  that 
no  person  connected  with  the  Office 
should  mix  up  in  any  political  matters, 
or  interfere  in  any  public  meeting ;  and 
so  rigidly  was  that  rule  enforced  that  on 
one  occasion  an  official  who  was  present 
at  a  public  meeting,  haying  ventured 
to  second  a  vote  of  &anks  to  a  Member 
of  a  former  Liberal  Administration,  was 
hauled  over  the  coals  for  infringement 
of  that  Circular.  During  the  last  Elec- 
tion the  question  of  free  education  was 
before  the  whole  Empire,  and  pro- 
minently before  the  people  of  Scotland ; 
and  in  the  heat  of  that  Election  Sir 
Francis  Sandford  came  down  to  Glas- 
gow, and  in  connection  with  the  opening 
of  some  schools  he  made  a  startling 
speech  upon  free  education — not  only 
upon  the  subject  generally,  but  he  took 
up  a  speech  in  which  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella),  then 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Council,  had 
expressed  his  adhesion  to  free  education. 
Sir  Francis  Sandford  criticized  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  most  mi- 
nutely, and  went  very  strongly  in  the 
opposite  direction.  Of  course,  I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  free  education  upon 
this  Vote ;  but  I  think  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  point  out  that  if  it  was  wrong 
in  an  official  in  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, as  administered  by  Sir  Francis 
Sandford,  to  mix  himself  up  in  public 
affairs,  it  was  doubly  wrong  for  the  most 
important  official  in  the  new  Ministry  to 
transffress  the  rule  he  had  laid  down 
elsewhere.  I  think  the  Committee  are 
entitled  to  some  expression  of  opinion 
upon  the  subject  from  the  Government. 
There  are  various  matters  of  interest  to 
servants  in  Public  Departments  which 
those  servants  very  naturally  desire  to 
bring  to  the  notice  of  candidates  for 
seats  in  this  House.  For  example,  there 
is  a  very  vital  question  affecting  the 
police — ^namely,  that  of  superannuation; 
but  the  police  had  been  laid  under  such 
stringent  orders  that  none  of  them  ven- 
tured to  put  a  question  to  any  candidate 
at  any  public  meeting ;  and  anything  they 
did  ai^  regarding  the  views  of  candi- 
dates on  that  subject  was  asked  privately, 
or  in  accordance  with  the  stringent  rule 
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laid  down  for  their  guidance  that  they 
should  not  interfere  in  public  matters. 
The  same  thing  occurred  in  connection 
with  the  Postal  Department.  The  Post 
Office  servants  had  their  grievances, 
and  they  desired  to  obtain  the  opinion 
of  candidates  regarding  their  grievances ; 
but  they,  also,  had  been  laid  under  such 
stringent  orders  that  they  were  afraid 
to  put  questions  in  public.  What  I 
maintain  is,  that  a  Democratic  House  of 
Commons  should  insist  upon  one  law 
being  applied  to  public  servants  in  what- 
ever capacity  they  serve  the  Crown.  If 
to  do  a  given  thing  is  not  proper  for  a 
policeman,  it  is  not  proper  for  an  As- 
sistant Secretary ;  and  if  it  is  not  proper 
for  a  telegraph  clerk,  it{is  not  proper  for 
Sir  Francis  Sandford  ;  if  it  is  not  pro- 
per for  an  official  of  the  Education  De- 
partment to  take  part  in  political  dis- 
cussion or  in  public  meetings,  it  is  doubly 
improper  for  the  man  who  laid  down 
the  rule  to  transgress  it  himself.  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  an  expression 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  point.  A  rather  important 
question  is  involved,  and  I  see  no  better 
opportunity  of  raising  it  than  that 
afforded  by  this  Vote. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  I 
should  like  to  make  an  explanation,  as 
I  was  rather  misunderstood  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Eylands).  I  do  not  wish  it  for  a 
moment  to  be  supposed  by  Members  of 
this  House  that  those  who  are  now  in 
office  in  Dover  House  are  being  sub- 
jected to  any  danger  from  unsanitary 
arrangements.  It  was  not  likely  I 
should  have  spent  a  few  months  in  the 
Office  if  I  had  the  least  suspicion  it  was 
in  any  such  condition ;  but  what  I  wished 
to  lay  before  the  Committee  with  regard 
to  that  establishment  was  this — that  it 
was  in  such  a  state  when  I  first  saw  it  that 
while  it  could  be  very  easily  turned  into 
a  Government  house  by  removing  the  bad 
sanitary  appliances  in  different  parts  of 
the  house,  it  was  quite  unfit  for  a  resi- 
dence for  any  person,  nobleman  or  noble 
lady,  as  it  was  formerly,  who  might 
have  wished  to  take  the  house  at  a  rent 
from  the  Government.  I  believe  that 
one  reason  why  it  stood  tenantless  until 
we  got  into  it  was  that  people  were  veiy 
suspicious  as  to  the  state  in  which  it 
was  ;  and  I  am  not  the  least  surprised, 
judging  from  what  I  saw,  that  that  was 
so.    In  reference  to  what  has  been  said 
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by  the  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  I  think  I  am 

i'ustified  in  saying  a  word  for  my  right 
ion.  Friend  Sir  Francis  Sandford.  I 
am  sorry  that  this  Vote  should  have 
been  made  a  peg  on  which  to  hang  an 
attack  on  that  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
imderstand  that  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Dr.  Cameron)  wishes  to  impute  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  is  that  while  he 
was  an  official  in  a  Public  Department 
he  took  part  in  what  was  really  a 
political  discussion,  and  expressed  views 
contrary  to  those  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed when  he  was  Secretary  to  the 
Education  Department.  Well,  Sir,  if 
that  were  true,  it  would  be  a  serious 
charge ;  but  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  in  a  moment  that  his  observa- 
tion is  hardly  a  correct  one  to  make  in 
regard  to  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The 
question  which  was  imder  discussion  by 
Sir  Francis  Sandford,  at  the  meeting  at 
which  he  spoke,  was  that  of  free  educa- 
tion.   I  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman 

to  say  that 

Dr.  CAMERON  :  I  said  that  Sir 
Francis  Sandford  went  down  to  Glasgow, 
made  a  long  speech  on  free  education, 
criticizing  and  attacking  the  speech  made 
a  few  days  ago  by  his  former  Chief. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  That 
is  exactly  what  I  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say.  No  doubt,  there  are 
some  questions  which  become,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  political,  because  they  can 
only  be  worked  out  by  the  finances  re- 
quired being  obtained  by  Votes  in  this 
House;  but  it  would  be  a  lamentable 
thing  if  questions  in  regard  to  education 
were  not  to  be  discussed  by  everybody 
merely  because  something  had  occurred 
to  bring  education  into  the  political 
field.  I  think  the  question  of  free  edu- 
cation is  one  which  all  men  ought  to  be 
able  to  discuss  quite  freely  everywhere. 
The  only  reason  assigned  for  maintain- 
ing that  the  question  was  in  any  sense 
a  political  one  was  that  if  the  result 
which  some  people  desired  was  to  be 
attained  it  could  only  be  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. I  have  yet  to  learn  that  that 
makes  any  question  connected  with  edu- 
cation a  political  one,  in  the  sense  that 
it  is  not  to  be  freely  discussed  by  public 
servants.  Certainly,  I  should  regard  it 
as  a  very  great  misfortime  if  upon  edu- 
cational subjects  the  voice  of  such  a 
man  as  Sir  Francis  Sandford  was  to  be 
silenced. 

J[r,  J.  E.  4.  MaedonaU 


Mr.  E.  B.  BUSSELL:    The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald's)  observations  appear 
to  me  to    be    singularly  unfortunate, 
when  all  our  recollections  of  the  cha- 
racter of  the  recent  political  contest  are 
quite  fresh.    There  was  no  more  dan- 
gerous question  than  education  in  most 
of  the  constituencies  of  the  country; 
and  I  can  corroborate  what  has  been 
said  by  my  hon.  Friehd  and  Colleague 
(Dr.  Cameron)  in  respect  to  Sir  Francis 
Sandford's  speech  in  Glasgow.     That 
speech  did  produce  an  unfortunate  effect; 
it  was  very  generally  regarded  as  an  in- 
trusion of  which  a  gentleman  in  his 
position  should  not  have  been  guilty ; 
and  I  think,  also,  it  was  an  inconvenience 
to  which  Gentlemen  who  were  standing 
for  seats  in  Parliament  ought  not  to 
have  been  subjected  from  anyone  in 
the  position  of  a  permanent  official.    Aa 
the  conduct  of  Sir  Francis  Sandford  haa 
been  referred  to,  I  will  venture  to  aay 
now  what  I  should  have  said  some  time 
ago  had  not  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  risen 
before  me — namely,  that  it  does  appear 
to  me  not  desirable  that  the  arrange 
ment  of  offices  in  a  new  Department 
such  as  this  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land should  be  prompted  solely  by  con- 
siderations of   economy.     The   Under 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  had,  as  we 
all  know,  a  very  brilliant  career  in  the 
Civil  Service.     He  holds   a  very  dis- 
tinguished position ;  but  I  imagine  that 
he  received  his  pension  because  his  ser- 
vices had  reached  a  point  at  which  thej 
might  be  suspended.  If  it  was  desirable 
that  Sir  Francis  Sandford  should   be 
brought  into  the  service  of  the  oonntry 
again,  I  should  have  thought  he  miglit 
have  been  employed  with  much  greater 
advantage  in  an  Office  of  less  novelty, 
in  an  Office  of  less  importance,  in  an 
Office  in  which  it  was  of  less  consequence 
that  ^ood  and  firm  traditions  should  be 
established  by  some  permanent  official 
likely  to  occupy  his  position  for  a  long 
series  of  years.    These  seem  to  me  to 
be  considerations  of  much  greater  im- 
portance than  the  saving  of  £600  whidi 
IS  derived  from  the  pension  which  Sir 
Francis  Sandford  enjoys.     At  any  rmte» 
I  rejoice  very  much  that  my  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Cameron)  has  entered  this  protest 
against  an  incident  which,  I  repeat,  was 
regarded  with  just  remx>bation  when  it 
occurred,  and  which,  1  venture  to  mj. 
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was  not  merely  a  deyiation  from  the 
ordinary  punctiliOi  but  an  act  liable  to 
produce  the  greatest  inconvenience,  be- 
cause candidates  for  seats  in  Parliament 
ought  to  be  free  to  discuss  political 
questions  and  educational  questions  at 
an  election  time  without  intrusion  from 
those  whose  position  may  g^ve  them  ex- 
ceptional advantages  in  the  discussion 
of  such  matters. 

Mr.  ES8LBM0NT :  I  differ  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson)  in  any  such  notion  as 
that  of  giving  effect  to  Liberal  views 
when  they  affect  any  part  of  a  constitu- 
ency or  of  the  country.  I  think  we  ought 
to  practise  economy  all  round,  and  unless 
we  do  that  we  shall  have  no  success 
whatever.  I  shall  not  go  into  the  ques- 
tion— the  rather  heated  question — which 
has  been  raised  in  regard  to  an  important 
official  connected  with  this  Department ; 
but  I  do  maintain  that  it  is  very  much 
to  be  desired  that  there  should  be  some 
uniformity  in  respect  to  the  action  al- 
lowed to  public  officials.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  a  certain  portion  of  our  pub- 
lic officials  are  put  under  the  most  severe 
restrictions  with  regard  to  any  expres- 
sion of  public  opinion  ;  while  others,  en- 
joying positions  which  from  their  very 
nature  ought  to  cause  them  all  the  more 
to  observe  neutrality  upon  public  ques- 
tions, seem  to  take  advantage  of  those 
very  positions  to  ventilate  their  political 
views.  The  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  directed  to  this  matter, 
80  that  there  should  be  no  difference  in 
respect  to  the  expression  of  public  opi- 
nion between  those  who  receive  £1 
a- week  and  those  who  receive  £1,000 
a-year ;  it  is  strictly  unfair  that  the  one 
should  have  his  mouth  closed,  while  the 
other  should  be  allowed  to  speak  as 
much  as  he  liked.  In  this  respect  an 
impartiality  should  be  shown  which  is 
not  now  shown.  Nothing  was  more 
conspicuous  during  the  recent  Election 
than  that  certain  State-paid  persons 
acted  as  prominent  agents  for  their  own 
political  Parties ;  while  others  were  not 
allowed  to  give  a  vote,  or  even  to  speak 
upon  public  questions.  My  chief  inten- 
tion in  rising,  however,  was  to  express 
the  opinion  that  the  Treasury's  atten- 
tion should  be  directing  to  economizing, 
by  means  of  centralizing  the  Office  of 
Secretary  for  Scotland  as  much  as  pos- 
sible, the  expenditure  of  money  on  the 
transaction  o|  Scottish  Business.    I  hope 


that  by  means  of  centrah'zation  we  may 
have  a  more  efficient  system  of  business 
introduced  in  Scotland  without,  neces- 
sarily, the  expenditure  of  any  more 
money.  The  discussion  we  have  had 
will  do  good ;  but,  in  the  circumstances, 
I  think  we  ought  now  to  allow  the  Vote 
to  pass. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  advancement  of  Scottish  Busi- 
ness would  be  much  better  promoted 
by  the  appearance  on  the  Front  Bench, 
during  the  discussion  of  Scottish  Busi- 
ness, of  some  official  connected  with  the 
Scottish  Department  than  the  establish- 
ment of  offices.  I  asked  for  some  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  on  this  very  point— whether 
what  is  law  for  a  policeman  or  a  tele- 
graph clerk  shall  be  regarded  as  law  for 
a  permanent  official  in  a  higher  capacity? 
I  maintain  that  all  classes  of  public 
servants  should,  in  the  eyes  of  this  House, 
be  treated  in  one  and  the  same  manner. 
If  Sir  Francis  Sandford  is  well  qualified 
to  give  an  opinion  upon  an  educational 
question,  I  do  not  see  how  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  can 
deny  that  policemen  and  telegraph 
clerks  and  Post  Office  employ  is  are 
equally  well  qualified  to  give  intelligent 
opinions  on  questions  affecting  them- 
selves. I  contend  that  the  same  rule 
applies  to  public  servants  in  all  capaci- 
ties. When  Sir  Francis  Sandford  laid 
down  this  rule  for  his  subordinates  he 
was  bound  to  attend  to  it  himself ;  and 
unless  I  get  some  explanation  I  shall 
regard  it  as  my  duty  to  divide  the  Com- 
mittee. I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

*<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,930,  be  ^nted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wiU 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  end- 
ing on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Ex- 
penses of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretary 
for  Scotland." — (J)r,  Cameron,) 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  62; 
Noes  110  :  Majority  68.— (Div.  List, 
No.  7.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to. 

( 12.)  £100,  Lord  Lieutenant's  House- 
hold, Ireland. 

(13.)  £169,  Valuation  and  Boundary 
Survey,  Lreland. 

2  0  2 
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Olass'III. — ^Law  and  Justice. 
(14.)  £6,388,  County  Courts. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON:  Mr.  Courtney, 
there  is  one  remark  I  desire  to  make, 
and  it  arises  from  the  note  at  the  foot  of 
this  Vote.  The  sum  asked  for  addi- 
tional salaries  of  the  ofiQ.cers  of  the 
County  Courts  is  £6,383;  and  the  note 
at  the  bottom  of  the  Vote  is  as 
follows : — 

'*The  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Courts 
vary  with  the  hosiness.  The  number  of  actions 
brought  in  the  Courts  has  exceeded  anticipa- 
tions. The  extra  receipts  will,  from  the  same 
cause,  exceed  the  Estimate  by  about  £23,000." 

Now,  this  seems  to  raise  the  question  to 
whioh  I  haye  alluded  on  former  occa- 
sions— ^namely,  the  question  that  certain 
portions  of  the  fees  received  in  Courts 
of  Justice  require  some  revision.  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  found,  if  we  had  any 
means  of  estimating  the  relative  amounts 
received  from  the  business  of  the  Courts, 
and  the  cost  of  carrying  on  the  busi- 
ness, that  there  is  a  very  large  sur- 
plus in  some  branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, while  other  branches  do  not  pay. 
Some  County  Courts,  as  appears  from 
this  Vote,  pay  a  large  surplus  to  the 
State.  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  concurs  in  the  view  which  I 
have  previously  expressed — that  the  fees 
of  a  Court  ought  to  be  so  re  arranged 
that  they  will  not  produce  more  than 
the  sum  necessary  to  carry  on  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Court.  If  the  fees  received 
in  any  particular  Court  largely  exceed 
the  cost  of  carrying  on  the  business  of 
that  Court  it  is  quite  evident  that  in 
that  Court  we  are  really  selling  justice. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who 
is  so  well  acquainted  with  matters  of 
this  kind,  is  prepared  to  throw  any  light 
upon  the  very  extraordinary  discrepancy 
between  the  £6,383  asked  for  in  the 
form  of  salaries  and  £23,000  which  it  is 
estimated  will  come  in  by  way  of  extra 
receipts.  I  think  this  is  a  subject  which 
is  worthy  of  some  attention.  If  it  is 
not  possible  to  obtain  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation at  the  present  moment,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  refer  to  the  matter  again  on 
a  future  occasion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson) 


that  the  additional  charge  of  £6,383  for 
County  Court  justice  is  a  somewhat  re- 
markable one.  In  Ireland  we  have  not 
one-third  or  one-fourth  the  County  Court 
business  which  you  have  in  England, 
and  yet  there  is  an  amount  of  increase 
in  the  Irish  Courts  far  greater  than  that 
in  the  English  Courts.  I  hope  we  shall 
have  some  explcuiation  of  the  difference 
between  the  two  countries. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  I  quite 
agree  with  the  view  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  that  Courts  of  Justice 
should  pay  their  own  way  as  far  as  poe- 
sible.  Whatever  may  be  the  case  in 
regard  to  the  Superior  Courts,  the 
County  Courts  of  the  country  have,  to  a 
great  extent,  been  self-supporting  insti- 
tutions. The  reason  why  it  is  necessary 
to  ask  for  this  additional  sum  of  £6,383 
is  this.  The  Estimate  made  at  the  com- 
mencement  of  the  financial  year  conteni- 
plated  the  County  Court  business  bein^ 
very  much  at  the  same  ratio  as  it  was  in 
the  preceding  year,  and  the  business 
had  been  decreasing  rather  than  ia- 
creasing.  The  amount  of  litigation  or 
the  amount  of  money  spent  in  the  re- 
covering of  debts  it  is  impossible  to 
estimate  with  anything  like  accuracy. 
During  the  present  financial  year  there 
has  been  a  large  increase  in  County 
Court  litigation  in  this  country,  and  the 
result  of  that  litigation  is  that  the  extra 
fees — ordinary  fees— which  will  accrue 
to  the  Treasury  will  amount  to  some- 
thing like  £23,000 ;  while,  as  stated  at 
the  foot  of  the  Yote,  the  extra  expenses, 
in  the  shape  of  the  salaries  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Court,  will  only  be  about 
£6,000.  I  can  assure  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  TomUnson)  that 
there  has  not  been  much  profit  on  the 
year.  I  find  that  the  entire  amount 
paid  into  the .  Treasury  in  1883-4 — I 
have  not  got  the  Betnm  for  1884-5 — 
was  only  £404,000,  while  this  year  it  is 
£440,000.  There  will  be  an  amount 
added  to  the  £404,000  which  may  brings 
it  to  the  other  amount.  I  may  suggest 
to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  this 
question  might  be  raised  with  greater 
advantage  when  we  shall  have  all  the 
facts  more  correctly  before  us,  when,  for 
instance,  the  whole  of  the  County  Obort 
expenditure  is  brought  under  the  nolm 
of  the  House.    This  sum  has  been  paid  ; 
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but,  practically,  it  imposes  no  burden  on 
the  taxpayers.  There  can  be  no  loss  to 
the  public  Exchequer,  because  fees  will 
come  in  which  will  more  than  cover  the 
amount.  Of  course,  it  will  be  for  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  to 
answer  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Derry  (Mr.  Healy)  in  reference  to 
the  County  Courts  of  Ireland,  in  regard 
to  which  Courts  I  am  in  entire  igno- 
rance. The  English  County  Courts 
pay  their  own  way,  and  I  wish  the 
Superior  Courts  did  the  same.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  they  do  not. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  What  is  the  meaning 
of  the  words  at  the  foot  of  the  Vote — 
''The  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the 
Courts  vary  with  the  business  ?  "  The 
complaint  which  has  been  frequently 
made  in  the  House  is,  that  this  payment 
of  the  officers  by  way  of  a  kind  of  com- 
mission upon  the  business  done  in  the 
Courts  has  been  the  cause  of  a  large 
increase  of  litigation,  amongst  the  poorer 
litigants,  in  cases  which  might  be  settled 
under  very  easy  circumstances.  When 
officers  of  a  Court  receive  commission 
upon  the  business  done  in  their  Court 
there  is  a  distinct  inducement  held  out 
to  them  to  cause  a  prolongation  of  liti- 
gation either  by  the  advice  they  gave  or 
by  the  action  they  took,  say  in  adjourn- 
ing a  case,  or  arranging  that  there 
should  be  something  in  the  way  of  an 
appeal.  We  have  had  several  discus- 
sions during  preceding  Sessions  upon 
this  question ;  and  tho  opinion  generally 
expressed  has  been  that  the  officers  of 
these  Courts  should  not  be  paid  by  way 
of  commission  upon  the  business  done, 
but  that  they  should  be  paid  fixed 
salaries  like  the  officers  of  other  Courts. 
I  must  confess  that  I  am  not  very  well 
instructed  in  this  subject ;  but,  as  far  as 
I  remember,  nearly  all  the  officers  of  the 
Superior  Courts  are  paid  fixed  salaries, 
wmle  in  the  County  Courts  the  system 
of  which  I  and  others  complain  still 
obtains.  It  is  easy  to  see,  not  to  use  too 
polite  language,  that  these  officers  do 
induce  business,  not  for  the  benefit  of 
the  litigants,  but  for  the  benefit  of  their 
own  pockets.  I  cannot  expect  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  to  say  that  he  will 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject ;  but  I 
would  like  to  get  from  him  some  expres- 
sion of  opinion  which  would  strengthen 


the  hands  of  those  who,  like  myself,  have 
Session  after  Session  drawn  attention  to 
the  point,  and  asked  that  some  reform 
take  place  in  this  very  unsatisfactory 
County  Court  system. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  I  quite 
admit  that  the  principle  of  payment  by 
fees  is  radically  unsound,  and  ought  to 
be  altered.  It  has  been  in  process  of 
discontinuance  in  County  Courts  now  for 
a  great  many  years.  When  County 
Courts  were  originally  established — in 
1846 — most  of  the  principal  officers  were 
paid  entirely  by  fees  levied  on  the 
suitors ;  but  that  system  was  abolished 
in  1855,  when  a  Eoyal  Commission, 
which  sat  on  the  question,  recommended 
iu  substitution  of  that  mode  of  payment 
the  system  of  payment  by  salaries.  But 
the  salaries  were  fixed  according  to  the 
amount  of  business  done ;  and  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Molloy)  will  see  exactly  how 
the  amount  of  salary  may  vary  even  if 
an  officer  is  not  paid  by  fees,  but  by  the 
amount  of  business.  The  scale  fixed  in 
a  large  number  of  Courts  is  that  a  Ee- 
gistrar  is  paid  £120  for  the  first  200 
plaints  entered  in  the  year;  £5  for  every 
25  plaints  beyond  that  number,  and  up 
to  1,000;  £4  for  every  25  plaints  from 
1,000  to  6,000;  and  then,  if  the  plaints 
exceed  6,000,  a  not  salary  is  paid  to  him 
of  £650.  If  the  plaints  exceed  8,000 
a  net  salary  of  £700  is  paid,  and  so  on. 
So  there  is  a  graduated  scale,  although 
officers  are  paid  by  salary.  Of  course, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  have  a  uni- 
form scale  of  payment,  because  there  are 
some  Courts  in  which  there  are  not  more 
than  2,000  plaints  entered  in  the  course 
of  a  year,  while  there  are  other  Courts 
in  which  there  are  as  many  as  12,000 
plaints  entered  annually.  And  so  there 
is  a  sliding  scale,  regulating  the  salaries 
according  to  the  business  done. 

Mk.  TOMLINSON:  I  am  not  sure 
that  I  put  my  point  as  distinctly  as  I 
ought  to  have  done.  My  point  is  that 
the  excess  of  stamps  in  one  Court  is 
made  to  pay  tho  deficiency  in  another 
Court.  For  instance,  I  believe  it  was 
almost  demonstrated  two  years  ago  that 
the  Chancery  Division  pays  a  largo 
proportion  of  the  costs  of  the  criminal 
business  of  the  country  ;  and  I  would 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  that]  attention  may 
be  given  to  this  point. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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(15.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  aum,  not  exceeding 
£1,327,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  and 
other  Legal  Charges." 

Db.  CAMEEON  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
for  some  information  in  regard  to  the 
larger  item  in  this  Estimate.  I  regret 
the  ahsence  from  the  House  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
and  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Bal- 
four) ;  but  in  their  absence  perhaps 
one  of  the  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  will  be  able  to  give  us 
some  information.  There  is  a  suspicion 
that  legal  expenses  in  connection  with 
Crown  business  in  Scotland  are  very 
often  heaped  up  ;  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  to 
know  something  of  the  cause  of  our 
having  to  vote  this  rather  large  sum  in 
connection  with  a  matter  which,  per- 
haps, may  not  be  deemed  of  great  im- 
portance in  a  Democratic  House  of 
Oommons. 

Me.  JACKSON :  As  there  is  no  Scotch 
official  Eepresentative  here,  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that,  with  refer- 
ence to  this  Supplementary  Vote,  the 
increase  in  the  expenses  under  Sub-head 
B  is  entirely  due  to  the  accounts  of  the 
agents  for  services  in  connection  with  the 
Lauderdale  and  Lovat  Peerage  cases.  I 
know  that  this  account  was  most  care- 
fully criticized  by  the  Treasury ;  and  I 
believe  that  every  item  has  been  most 
carefully  taxed  by  those  whose  expe- 
rience justifies  them  in  expressing  an 
opinion  as  to  what  amount  ought  to  be 
paid.  The  account  has  received  the  most 
careful  attention,  and  each  item  has 
been  vouched  for.  The  expenses  in- 
curred are  expenses  which  ought  to  have 
been  incurred,  and  they  were  not  in 
excess  of  the  services  rendered. 

Mr.  jacks  :  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  items  were  carefully  taxed ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  higher  ques- 
tion than  that,  which  is  this — ^What  pos- 
sible interest  could  it  be  to  the  people  of 
Scotland  how  this  process  was  carried 
on  ?  I  may  say  that  unless  I  have  some 
proper  explanation  as  to  how  the  money 
of  the  community  is  beiog  paid,  in  a 
cause  in  which  the  people  of  Scotland 


have  no  interest  whatever,  I  shall  most 
certainly  oppose  the  Yote ;  and  if  it  is 
not  against  the  Eules  and  custom  of  the 
House  I  will  ask  to  report  Progress. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  There 
were  Crown  interests  raised  in  regard  to 
these  two  Peerages,  and  these  items  are 
the  expenses  of  the  agents  attending  to 
the  interests  of  the  Crown.  What  the 
Treasury  have  to  do,  and  what  they  have 
done,  is  to  see  that  this  expenditure  is 
reduced  to  the  lowest  possible  amount, 
and  that  has  been  carried  out.  The  ac- 
count has  been  passed  by  the  Treasury. 

Db.  CAMEEON:  After  the  extremely 
lucid  explanation  which  has  been  given 
to  the  Committee,  and  the  evident  sin- 
cerity with  which  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  Benches  had  avowed  their  personal 
conviction  that  not  a  halfpenny  has  been 
uselessly  spent  in  this  case,  I  have  only 
to  say  that,  of  course,  there  is  ''a  di- 
vinity that  doth  hedge  a  King ; "  and 
it  would,  perhaps,  not  do  for  a  private 
Member  to  inquire  too  minutely  into 
what  really  are  the  rights  of  the  Crown 
and  what  are  the  interests  of  the  people 
in  this  particular  case.  But  it  does 
seem  to  me  to  be  rather  hard  that  if 
two  or  more  claimants  to  any  particular 
Peerage  crop  up  and  tell  us  that  so 
many  hundred  years  ago,  in  consequence 
of  their  ancestors  having  committed  some 
murder  or  other,  they  were  obliged  to 
fiy  and  work  as  colliers,  or  some  cock- 
and-bull  story  of  that  kind,  the  com- 
munity should  find  themselves  taxed  to 
the  extent  of  £1,000  or  so  for  defending 
the  interests  of  the  Crown,  and  not  get 
some  less  unintelligible,  though  possibly 
not  less  satisfactory,  explanation  of  the 
account  than  we  have  now. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  that  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  shoidd  not  be  asked  to  vote 
£1,200  in  the  interest  of  the  Crown,  in 
a  case  of  this  sort,  without  a  single 
word  of  explanation  as  to  what  the  in- 
terest of  the  Crown  or  the  interest  of 
the  people  is.  Without  wishing  to  di- 
vide the  Committee,  I  do  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  will  give  some 
explanation  as  to  what  the  interest  of 
the  Crown  is  in  these  Peerages. 

The  SECEETAEY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbevelyak)  :  I  regret  exceedingly 
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that  I  was  not  here  when  this  matter 
was  first  brought  up ;  but  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  presence  on  that  occasion 
would  have  been  of  any  benefit  to  the 
Oommittee  or  not.  The  entire  Busi- 
ness of  Scotland  —  the  administrative 
Business  —  has  been  handed  over  to 
the  Scottish  Office  ;  but  the  only  De- 
partment which  has  been  retained  in 
the  hands  of  the  Home  Office  is  that  of 
law  and  justice.  The  Vote  that  is  now 
before  us  undoubtedly  concerus  law, 
and  possibly  concerns  justice  ;  and  I 
am  iinable,  therefore,  to  contribute 
anything  to  the  deliberations  of  the 
Oommittee  on  this  matter.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  think  these  Votes  should 
be  examined  extremely  carefully.  We 
have  been  in  Office  only  a  fortnight, 
and  I  take  it  that  the  Home  Office,  which 
is  concerned  with  law  and  justice,  is 
responsible  in  a  very  small  degree  for 
the  Vote  now  before  us.  This  is  one  of 
those  occasions  on  which  every  hon. 
Member  must  make  up  his  own  mind, 
and  I  cannot  contribute  to  the  mode  in 
which  he  will  make  it  up.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think  that  by  voting  for  this 
Estimate  they  are  voting  public  money 
for  an  object  upon  which  public  money 
should  be  expended,  I  should  strongly 
advise  them  to  vote  for  it.  The  money 
has  undoubtedly  been  paid,  and  there- 
fore that  is  a  very  strong  reason  for 
voting  it.  I  am  bound  to  say,  however, 
that  from  my  knowledge  of  what  took 
place  on  a  previous  occasion  I  do  not 
blame  hon.  Members  who  m^ke  a  pro- 
test of  this  kind. 

Mr.  MCCULLOCH:  I  can  scarcely 
allow  this  Vote  to  pass  without  entering 
my  most  earnest  protest  against  any 
such  expenditure  of  public  money.  It 
is  of  no  interest  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
which  particular  member  of  a  family 
comes  into  a  Peerage,  and  I  cannot  see 
what  are  the  interests  of  the  Crown. 
I  think  we  should  have  some  assurance 
from  the  Front  Bench  that  such  an  ex- 

fenditure  shall  not  be  entered  into  again. 
f  that  assurance  is  not  given  I  shall 
certaioly  vote  against  the  item  in  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  jacks  :  I  certainly  fail  to  see 
any  justice  in  saddling  the  people  of 
Scotland  with  £1,300  in  order  to  decide 
which  of  the  aristocracy  is  to  enter  into 
the  possession  of  a  certain  portion  of 
land ;  and,  therefore,  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Vote  be  refused. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Vote  be  omitted."— (ifr. 
Jacks,) 

Mb.  JOHNS:  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what 
would  be  the  result  of  our  carrying  the 
Vote  against  him  on  this  occasion? 
What  would  be  the  result  to  the  country, 
and  what  would  be  the  result  to  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Harcotjbt)  :  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  money  would  be 
paid  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland ;  but 
I  think  the  Committee  ought  to  know 
really  what  the  Vote  is.  I  think  there 
seems  to  be  some  idea  that  it  is  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  the  claims  of 
people  for  Peerages  in  Scotland;  but 
that  is  not  so.  On  the  contrary,  it  is 
the  reverse.  There  were  certain  Peer- 
ages which  were  in  abeyance  or  in 
doubt,  and  people  put  forth  claims  to 
these  Peerages.  Of  course,  if  they  had 
it  all  their  own  way,  the  public  would 
very  likely  believe  that  they  had  a  good 
claim.  The  view  of  the  Constitution, 
however,  has  been  that  when  a  man 
claims  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Lords 
there  ought  to  be  a  judicial  investigation 
as  to  whether  or  not  he  is  entitled  to  it ; 
and  for  that  purpose  it  is  necessary  that 
there  should  be  a  Queen's  Proctor  to 
examine  whether  or  not  it  is  a  well- 
founded  claim,  and  it  is  necessary  that 
counsel  should  be  instructed  and  agents 
employed  by  the  Crown  to  examine 
such  claims.  That  really  is  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Vote  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Of  course,  the  Committee  may 
decide  that  they  will  have  no  such 
charge ;  but,  in  that  case,  some  claim- 
ants to  Peerages  will  not  be  opposed 
at  all. 

Mb.  RTLANDS  :  If  this  was  a  ques- 
tion on  which  our  Scotch  Friends  were 
exclusively  interested  I  would  have  apo- 
logized for  interfering.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  put  the  case  as 
well  as  it  can  be  put ;  but  it  is  none  the 
less  very  lame.  I  wish  to  relieve  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  from  Scot- 
land— 

Mb.  JOHNS :  North-East  Warwick- 
shire 

Mb.  RYLANDS  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Warwickshire.  I  beg  his  pardon  j  I 
thought  he  came  from  Scotland.  I  wish 
to  reueve  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
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"who  had  some  doubts  as  to  what  would 
happen  if  this  Vote  was  not  passed.  It 
would  make  these  proceedings  in  Oom- 
mittee  a  perfect  farce  if  it  were  to  be 
said  that  because  the  money  had  been 
spent  the  Committee  was  bound  to  vote 
it.  The  explanations  which  we  have  re- 
ceived have  been  very  lame  indeed. 
Clearly  the  public  may  very  naturally 
say  that  these  gentlemen,  who  apply  to 
be  admitted  into  the  ranks  of  the  Peer- 
age, should  defray  the  expenses,  or  that 
the  costs  of  litigation  should  be  charged 
to  the  parties  in  the  case.  Because  my 
Lord  Lovat,  or  some  other  worthy,  ex- 
cellent gentleman,  thinks  that  he  is  en- 
titled to  a  particular  Peerage  and  goes 
to  law  about  it,  then  we,  who  have  no 
interest  in  the  matter  at  all,  have  to  pay 
the  costs.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it ;  and  I  can  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Johns)  that  if  we  refuse  this  money 
my  impression  is  that  we  shall  never 
have  such  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
again.  Do  not  be  alarmed  as  to  where 
the  money  has  to  come  from.  I  can 
promise  the  Committee  that  neither  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land (Mr.  Trevelyan)  nor  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  have  to  pay.  I 
will  guarantee  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
that  he  shall  not  have  to  pay  it,  and  I 
will  guarantee  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  he  will  not  be  called  upon 
to  pay  it ;  and  I  think  we  might  put  a 
stop  to  what  is  a  most  objectionable 
Vote  by  rejecting  it.  If  we  do  refuse  to 
vote  this  money  I  really  think  we  shall 
have  made  a  step  in  the  right  direc- 
tion. 

Mk.  JOHNS  :  What  has  been  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  hardly  satisfies  me.  What  I 
want  to  know  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  this — ^What  will  happen 
if  we  refuse  this  Vote  ?  It  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  debt  incurred  while  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  in  power.  [  *  *  No, 
no ! '']  Then  it  must  have  been  paid 
very  recently — within  the  last  fortnight 
in  fact.  If  it  was  not  paid  within  the 
last  fortnight,  then  it  is  quite  clear  that  it 
must  fall  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Front 
Bench  opposite.  What  I  want  to  know 
is,  what  will  be  the  result  ?  If  the  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  is  right,  the 
result  of  our  refusing  to  pass  tne  Vote 
will  be  a  very  happy  one. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Haeooxtbt)  :  After 

JTr.  Rylands 


the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands),  who  appears  to 
have  guaranteed  everybody,  the  hon. 
Member  need  not  have  any  fears  of  the 
result,  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
had  clearly  backed  the  bill.  I  am  sorry, 
however,  that  I  cannot  say  when  the 
money  was  paid,  or  what  would  happen 
if  the  Vote  were  not  passed ;  but  I  should 
recommend  hon.  Members  to  be  satisfied 
with  what  might  be  called  the  moral 
lesson  read  to-night,  and  which  I  ven- 
ture to  say  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and^everybody  else  connected 
with  finance  on  this  Bench,  will  bear  in 
mind.  I  regard  the  hon.  MemberTor 
Burnley  as  a  very  valuable  ally  of  tlie 
Treasury  Bench  in  the  matter  of  eco- 
nomy; and  no  amoimt  of  invective  which 
he  may  hurl  at  the  Treasury  Bench  on 
that  score  will  be  taken  ill  by  me.  The 
more  these  Votes  are  criticized  the  better 
I  shall  be  pleased.  However,  it  is  no 
use  crying  over  spilt  milk,  and  I  think 
we  might  pass  the  Vote. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  do  not  think 
that  the  statements  we  have  received  on 
this  subject  have  been  at  all  satisfactory, 
considering  that  this  is  a  matter  in  which 
we  are  taking  money  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  poor  people.  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther the  claimants  to  these  two  Peeraf^es 
were  successful  in  their  suits?  [IbCr. 
Johns:  One  was.]  If  one  was,  it  is 
clear  that  he  would  have  money  enoug^h 
to  pay  the  costs  of  the  case.  If  one  ^^aa 
not  successful,  then,  by  the  ordinary  rule 
which  renders  unsuccessful  litigants 
liable,  he  ought  to  be  condemned  in 
costs.  Now,  few  of  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  wish  to  see  additions  made  to  the 
Peerage  in  an  authorized  manner,  much 
less  in  an  unauthorized  manner;  and, 
therefore,  we  are  opposed  to  seeing  any- 
one go  into  the  Gilded  Chamber  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers.  The  sum  of 
£1,286  is  a  large  sum  ;  and  when  it  is 
known  that  the  greatest  distress  exists 
amongst  the  poor,  who  are  already  over- 
burdened with  taxes,  we  have  a  right 
to  insist  that  those  who  like  the  amase- 
ment  of  trying  to  get  Peerages  shoald 
pay  for  it. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  If  the 
Committee  is  going  to  vote  on  this  matter 
it  is  as  well  that  I  should  state  what  are 
the  facts  of  the  case.  These  Estimates 
were  certainly  prepared  by  the  late  Ad- 
ministration ;  but  the  costs  in  question 
were  not  incurred  during  their  tenure  of 
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Office.  I  would  qualify  that  statement, 
however,  by  saying  that  the  proceedings 
in  one  of  the  disputed  Peerages  did  not 
conclude  until  after  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  came  into  power ;  but  in  each 
case  the  proceedings  were  initiated  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Qt>yernment  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone).  I  do  not 
say  that  with  any  idea  of  throwing  dis- 
credit upon  the  proceedings  now  under 
discussion  and  supported  by  the  Go- 
yernment,  but  rather  in  order  that 
the  Committee  may  be  informed  as 
regards  the  fact.  As  to  the  ground 
upon  which  the  Grown  appeared,  I  would 
explain  that  the  grant  of  Peerages 
flows  from  the  Crown ;  and  they  confer 
not  merely  privileges,  but  a  share  in 
public  duties.  It  has  been  the  invariable 
and  necessary  practice  of  the  Crown  that 
whenever  a  Peerage  is  in  dispute  the 
Crown  should  interpose  in  an  impartial 
character,  in  order  to  see  that  the  Peer- 
age does  not  get  into  the  hands  of  some 
person  unauthorized  to  assume  it.  The 
proceedings  in  which  the  Crown  takes 
part  are  before  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges, and  the  part  the  Law  Officer  plays 
before  that  Committee  is  to  watch  the 
proceedings,  and  at  the  close  to  give 
such  assistance  to  the  Committee  as 
may  enable  them  to  decide  according 
to  the  rights  of  the  case.  These  are  not 
merely  duties  which  relate  to  one  of  the 
important  Prerogatives  of  theCrown,  but 
they  are  absolutely  necessary  so  long  as 
the  right  to  a  Peerage  confers  not  merely 
privileges,  but  public  duties,  which  ought 
to  be  secured  to  those  alone  who  ought 
to  exercise  them.  Accordingly,  I  venture 
to  think  that  the  expenditure  which  has 
been  incurred  is  a  very  necessary  portion 
of  the  due  administration  of  a  by  no 
means  unimportant  part  of  the  right  and 
duty  of  the  Crown.  I  regret  the  ab- 
sence of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clackmannan 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  and  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Asher) ;  and 
I  have  only  risen,  as  one  of  the  late 
Law  Officers,  to  furnish  the  Committee 
with  an  explanation  of  the  ground  on 
which  the  Crown  appears  in  such 
cases. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH :  We  have  heard 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  that  this  dis- 
cussion will  act  as  a  moral  lesson  to  the 
Government.  Well,  I  do  not  believe  in 
Platonic  moral  lessons,  and  I  think  the 


proper  way  to  teach  the  GK>vernment  a 
lesson  is  by  recording  our  votes  for  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  I  will  put  it  to  the 
Committee  what  this  Vote  really  amounts 
to.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  sum  is  for 
fees  for  the  two  legal  Gentlemen  who  re- 
present Scotland  in  this  House.  ['*  No, 
no ! "]  If  hon.  Gentlemen  deny  it  I  will 
ask  the  Government,  does  not  this  sum 
represent  the  fees  paid  to  the  two  legal 
Gentlemen  in  the  Government  who  act 
as  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  in  the 
Scotch  Department  ? 

Db.  E.  McDonald  :  There  is  one 
point  of  view  from  which  this  matter 
can  be  regarded  that  has  been  lost  sight 
of  up  to  this.  I  would  ask  where  are 
the  Gentlemen  holding  these  Peerages 
at  the  present  time?  Are  they  not 
able  to  defend  themselves  against  other 
claimants;  and  is  it  necessary  to  ask  the 
people  to  pay  the  expense  of  such  mea- 
sures as  are  necessary  to  enable  them  to 
keep  their  titles?  It  seems  to  me  it 
is  the  business  of  those  who  hold  the 
titles  to  defend  them. 

Mb.  BAKER:  The  Committee  should 
not  lose  sight  of  the  question  of  justice 
in  this  matter.  I  hold  as  strongly 
as  any  Gentleman  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  the  feeling  that  we  should  not 
defend  the  hereditary  right  of  Gentlemen 
to  these  hereditary  Peerages;  but  so 
long  as  we  have,  as  part  of  our  Consti- 
tution, to  uphold  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple, then  I  must  admit  that  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  see  that  litigation 
on  the  subject  of  a  Peerage  goes  in  the 
right  direction.  So  long  as  we  are  to 
uphold  hereditary  Peerages,  I  hold  that 
the  Government  have  been  ri^t  in  the 
expenditure  of  this  money.  Though  I 
hold  a  strong  opinion  on  the  subject  of 
these  Peerages,  I  shall  feel  bound  to  vote 
for  the  Government. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  I  have  asked  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  I  mean  to 
get  an  answer  to  it,  as  it  is  a  very 
reasonable  one.  There  is  a  sum  of 
£1,200  that  has  been  paid  for  Govern- 
ment agents  to  attend  the  examinations 
into  these  Peerage  questions.  I  have 
stated  that  the  money  has  gone  in  fees 
to  the  Crown  counsel  or  their  represen- 
tatives. We  know  that  in  English  cases 
the  Attorney  General  does  not  always 
attend  the  inquiries  himself ;  but  I  think 
he  ought  to  do  so  for  his  salary — and  the 
Irish  Law  Officers  in  Irish  oases  as  well. 
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I  maintain  that  this  money  is  paid  to  the 
Law  Officers  in  fees.  It  has  been  denied 
in  a  general  sort  of  way  from  this  side ; 
but  before  we  go  to  a  dirision  I  intend 
to  get  an  answer  to  my  question.  I 
wish  to  know  whether  this  money  has 
or  has  not  been  paid  in  the  nature  of 
fees  to  Crown  counsel  ? 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  lam 
not  quite  in  a  position  to  answer  the 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Member;  but 
certainly,  judging  from  my  own  expe- 
rience, nothing  like  such  a  sum  as  is  here 
put  down  ashaviugboen  paid  to  the  agents 
of  the  Crown  for  services  in  connection 
with  the  Lauderdale  and  Loyat  Peerage 
cases  has  reached  the  hands  of  those  who 
were  at  the  time  the  Officers  of  the  Crown 
in  Scotland.  When  the  Lauderdale 
Peerage  case  was  before  the  House  of 
Lords,  it  so  happened  that  during  its 
course  there  came  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment ;  and  as  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  present  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour)  was  unable  any  louger  to  ap- 
pear on  behalf  of  the  Crown,  according  to 
the  usages  of  the  State  and  Parliament  it 
was  necessary  that  the  new  Lord  Advo- 
cate and  other  counsel  should  take  his 
place.  I  am  not  here  for  one  moment 
to  defend  the  ordinary  practice  which 
takes  place  in  these  cases,  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate or  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
being  employed,  as  distinguished  from 
other  Crown  officials.  If  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate is  instructed  to  appear  in  such  a 
case  he  has  to  do  the  work ;  and  as  long 
as  it  is  the  practice  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate should  appear  and  attend  these 
cases  for  the  Crown  I  think  everyone 
who  knows  what  the  salary  of  that  func- 
tionary is  for  the  duties  he  has  to  do — 
evervone  who  remembers  that  he  is  the 
Public  Prosecutor,  having  to  take  charge 
of  the  public  prosecutions  in  Scotland, 
and  that  he  is  expected,  as  part  of  his 
duties,  to  find  a  seat  in  this  House,  and 
to  be  in  London  for  a  considerable  part 
of  the  year — will  agree  that  he  is  not  a 
highly- paid  official.  I  think  that  even 
the  most  economical  of  my  Friends  the 
Scotch  Members  will  not  deny  that.  But 
as  regards  the  fees  that  were  paid  to  the 
Lord  Advocate — or  rather  the  Gentleman 
who  was  the  late  Lord  Advocate  until 
about  three  weeks  ag6 — I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  speak.  I  can  speak  for  my- 
self, however ;  and  I  say  this  with  per- 
fect certainty  from  my  recollection — 
that  not  more  than  one  tithe  of  this  sum 

Mr.  MoOoy 


reached  the  Lord  Advocate  of  the  late 
Government. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  have  taken  a  very  un-Badical 
view  of  this  Vote,  because,  I  understand, 
these  Gentlemen  object  to  a  genuine 
House  of  Lords,  and  much  more  to  a 
bogus  one.  As  I  understand  it,  they 
would  be  anxious  to  prevent  any  fraudu- 
lent person  going  to  the  House  of  Lords 
— any  person  who  had  no  business  there. 
For  myself,  I  object  to  the  House  of 
Lords  in  toto  as  a  real  institution,  and 
much  more  as  a  sham  one.  I  would  caU 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  there  was  inserted  a  clause 
requiring  the  Attorney  General  or  his 
representative  to  attend  inquiries  under 
that  measure  to  see  who  are  the  indi- 
viduals properly  elected,  and,  if  neces- 
sary, to  prosecute  anyone  acting  illegally. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  same  duty  de- 
volves upon  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  in  regard  to  the  House'  of  Lords. 
It  is  necessary  that  they  should  see 
that  that  House  is  not  filled  by  per- 
sons who  have  no  claim  to  be  there.  At 
the  same  time,  I  think  the  amount  of 
the  charge  on  the  Votes  is  extremely  ex- 
cessive. I  would  recall  to  the  mind  of 
the  Committee  the  fact  that  this  is  a 
Scotch  Peerage  case ;  and  that  in  an  Irish 
case,  when  Mr.  Yilliers  Stuart  prose- 
cuted a  claim  to  the  de  Yesci  Peerage, 
which  was  rejected  on  the  ground  of 
bastardy,  there  was  no  charge  made  for 
the  attendance  of  the  Irish  Solicitor  or 
Attorney  General.  I  do  not  see  why  it 
should  be  costlier  for  Scotch  gentlemen 
to  appear  in  London  in  connection  with 
legal  matters  than  for  Irish  gentlemen 
to  cross  the  Channel  and  come  to  London 
for  the  same  purpose.  I  think  it  would 
be  reasonable  to  object  to  the  extreme 
charge  proposed  in  the  Yote,  and  to 
oppose  Uie  Yote  if  a  reduction  in  the 
amoimt  were  proposed. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  :  I  desire  to  call 
attention  to  a  point  which,  I  think,  has 
escaped  notice.  It  is  now  proposed  that 
this  Yote  be  rejected  as  a  whole ;  bat 
there  is  a  portion  of  it  to  which  no 
one  has  offered  any  objection,  and 
that  is  the  expenditure  in  regard  to 
Section  Petitions.  By  refusing  this 
Yote  we  shall  be  rejecting  not  only 
the  sum   for   the    Peerage  cases  re* 
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ferred  to,  but  also  that  which  has  re- 
ference to  Election  Petitions.  I  do  not 
think  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  really 
intend  to  do  that.  It  is  hardly  worth 
while  to  go  to  a  division  unless  the 
point  at  issue  is  put  properly  before  the 
Oommittee. 

Dr.  CAMERON:    I  omitted  in  my 
observations  the  point  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  referred  to.     As 
I  read  the  matter,  it  woidd  be  sufficient 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
the  amount  of  £1,286.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan — ['*  No 
no!  "]  — I  beg  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  pardon — he  has  a  choice  of  so 
many  seats    that  one    cannot    always 
remember  the  place  he  represents — the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South  Derry 
(Mr.  Healy)  says  he  does  not  know  why 
there  should  be  a  heavy  charge  in  con- 
nection with  a  Scotch  case,  when  there 
is  none  at  all  in  regard  to  Irish  cases. 
He  evidently   could  not  have  listened 
to  the  arguments  of  the  ex-Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  just  now, 
because   he   told  the  Committee  most 
distinctly  that  it  is  expected  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  for  Scotland  shall  find  a 
seat  in  this  House ;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knows  perfectly  well 
that  no  such  thing  is  expected  or  ne- 
cessary in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Attorney 
General.    It  is  as  well  to  disabuse  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  mind  on 
this  subject.     If  that  had  been  put  for- 
ward as  a  reason  why  we  should  vote 
this  sum  I  should  not  have  objected  to 
it.  The  hon.  Members  who  have  argued 
the  question  have  not  obtained  a  satis- 
factory answer  from  either  side  of  the 
House.     The  late  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.Hobertson)  said  the 
expense  incurred  was  necessary  for  the 
due  administration  of  the  law  in  Peerage 
cases;  then  his  Colleague  gets  up  and 
says  he  does  not  know  where    nine- 
tenths  of  the  money  went,  as  it  did  not 
go  into  his  pocket.     The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  told  us,  in  his 
most  candid  speech,  that  he  had  once 
been  of  opinion  that  such  sums  should 
not  be  voted;  but  since  he  has  taken 
his  present  place  in  the  Government  it 
seems    that    his   views  on  the  matter 
have    undergone   a    modification.     He 
admitted  that  those  who  object  to  the 
Yote    are    justified  in    voting  against 
it;    and,   that  being  so,  I  think  the 
best  way  of  marking  our  objection  to 


this  extravagance  is  to  vote  for  the  re- 
duction. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraiffn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£41,  be  grant&d  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  clay  of 
^farch  1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  and 
other  Legal  Charges.'*— (Dr.  Cameron.) 

TheCHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir    William  HARCouBr):    I 
think  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Healy)  has  said  is  very  fair. 
He  said  that  so  long  as  you  have  a  House 
of  Lords  it  is  proper  to  take  pains  that 
it  should  be  kept  for  persons  who  are 
entitled  to  sit  there ;  and  that,  therefore, 
we  should  not   object  to  proper  pre- 
cautions being  taken  for  that  purpose. 
I  understood  him,  however,  to  say  that 
the  charge  in  this  Yote  might  be  ex- 
cessive.    With  regard  to  the  employ- 
ment of  the  Irish  Attorney  General  in 
cases  of  this  kind,  I  am  not  able  to  state 
any  particular  instance;  but  I   should 
say  that,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  a  man 
claiming  an  Irish  Peerage  may  be  on  a 
different  footing  to  one  claiming  a  Scotch 
Peerage.    There  may  have  been  some- 
thing peculiar  in  the  cases  under  dis- 
cussion.    I  do  not  know  how  that  is; 
but,  as  a  general  principle,  you  ought  to 
have    someone   to    see    that  improper 
persons  do  not   sit  in  the   House  of 
Lords.    You  ought  to  have  a  proper 
tribunal  and  Law  Advisers  to  take  care 
of  that,  just  as  you  have  to  see  that 
improper  persons  do  not    sit    in  this 
House.   That  must  be  provided  for,  and 
any  charge  it  necessarily  involves  is,  in 
my  opinion,  a  proper  one  to  throw  on 
the  public  funds.     No  one  will  deny 
that  proposition,    I    think.    It  would 
be    improper,    it    seems    to    me,    to 
argue  the  question  of  the  desirability 
of  having  a  second  Chamber  on  the 
Vote  for  Oourts  of  Law  and  Justice 
in    Scotland.     Whenever    that    ques- 
tion  is    raised    it    should    be    raised 
directly.    If  you  are  to  have  a  House 
of  Lords,  you  ought  to  have  some  pro- 
perly constituted  public  tribunal  fittingly 
furnished  with  advice  to  determine  whe- 
ther a  claimant  of  it  is  legally  a  Mem- 
ber of  it  or  not.    That  is  a  reasonable 
and  a  fair  way  of  looking  at  the  matter; 
and  no  prejudice  against  the  House  of 
Lords  as  an  institution  ought  to  be  al- 
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lowed  to  influence  our  minds  in  arriving 
at  a  decision.  If  you  want  to  abolish 
the  House  of  Lords  raise  the  question 
directly,  and  let  it  be  discussed  by  people 
according  to  their  opinions,  and  do  not 
express  your  objection  to  it  by  throwing 
overboard  charges  for  the  services  of 
persons  who  have  been  employed  to  see 
whether  certain  individuals  legally  are, 
or  are  not,  Members  of  that  House.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Healy)  fairly  admitted  the  force  of 
this  argument,  and  then  said  that  the 
charges  made  in  the  Vote,  though  sound 
in  principle,  were  excessive  in  amount.  I 
cannot  express  an  opinion  on  that  matter. 
It  has  not  been  my  practice  to  examine 
into  these  matters,  though,  no  doubt, 
they  have  been  inquired  into  by  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson). 
It  was  the  duty  of  those  who  were  at  the 
Treasury  at  the  time  these  Estimates 
were  prepared  to  see  that  they  were  pro- 
perly prepared.  I  do  not  think  we  can 
come  to  the  conclusion,  without  more  in- 
formation on  the  point  than  we  have  yet 
received,  that  these  charges  are  unreason- 
able and  unfair;  and  to  strike  out  a  large 
part  of  them,  according  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Oameron),  would 
not,  I  think,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  be  a  business-like  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Therefore  I  again  would  say  that  I 
think  the  Committee  might  very  well 
remain  satisfied  with  the  appeal  which 
has  been  made  to  allow  this  Vote  to 
pass.  I  would,  at  any  rate,  make  that 
suggestion.  I  trust  hon.  Members  will 
remain  satisfied  with  the  strong  expres- 
sion of  opinion  they  have  given,  and 
allow  the  Vote  to  pass. 

Mb.  HALDANE:  There  is  at  least 
one  reason,  if  there  were  no  other, 
which  would  induce  me  to  support  the 
Vote.  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
if  a  Peerage  is  once  vested  it  cannot  be 
devested ;  and,  therefore,  if  it  were  the 
practice  of  the  Crown  to  allow  claims 
like  that  to  the  Lovat  Peerage  to  go  un- 
contested the  result  would  be  that  there 
would  be  two  Lovat  Peerages  instead  of 
the  one  there  was  before.  [*'  No,  no !  "] 
Well,  at  any  rate,  that  is  my  impression 
as  to  the  state  of  the  law.  If  I  am 
right,  I  appeal  to  the  collective  sym- 
pathy and  collective  wisdom  of  those 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
whose  feeling  has  been   so  great  on 

Sir  William  ITarcaurt 


this  subject,  and  whose  desire  I  do  not 
doubt  is  to  allow  the  matter  to  go,  not 
as  a  question  of  principle,  but  as  one 
of  detail. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  :  I  took 
part  in  the  debate  rather  hurriedly, 
having  only  just  entered  the  House,  and 
not  having  heard  all  that  had  been  said. 
I  gathered,  however,  that  part  of  the 
objection  to  the  Vote  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  is  with  re- 
gard to  the  largeness  of  the  amount 
Is  that  so  ?  [*'  No,  no !  "J  I  heard  the 
word  ''extravagant,"  which limplies  an 
over-charge.  It  should  be  understood 
that  in  this  case  the  charge  was  higher 
than  it  would  have  been  under  ordinary 
circumstances  for  the  reason  I  explained 
before  —  namely,  that  owing  to  the 
change  of  Gt)vernment  it  was  necessary 
that  new  officials  should  be  instructed. 
It  was  hardly  to  be  expected  that  new 
officials  would  go  through  the  work  of 
getting  up  a  case  for  which  other  gen- 
tlemen had  been  paid  without  receiving 
remuneration  for  their  services.  I  nn- 
derstaud  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
goes  to  the  cutting  down  of  the  whole  of 
this  Vote.  Well,  I  think  we  are  bound, 
in  justice  to  a  public  official  like  Sir 
Theodore  Martiu,  to  say  that  such  a 
course  would  be  in  every  sense  extra- 
vagant and  unjust.  Unless  Sir  Theo- 
dore had  refused  to  do  the  business 
he  was  entrusted  with,  the  outlay  must 
have  been  made  by  him.  He  could  not 
possibly  have  performed  his  duty  with- 
out a  considerable  expenditure  of  money. 
As  he  was  bound  to  do  it  and  incur 
some  outlay,  I  say  it  would  be  an  outrage 
upon  justice  if  the  whole  of  the  amount 
of  the  charges  he  had  to  meet  were 
struck  out  of  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  JOHNS :  I  think  that  what  has 
faUen  from— [Cn'M  of  "Divide!"]  I 
hope  in  time  to  be  able  to  convince 
hon.  Members  that  I  shall  not  be  pat 
down  by  this  means.  I  think  that 
what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  is  a  special 
reason  why  we  should  not  accept  Uiis 
Vote.  If  we  are  to  have  a  double  ex- 
penditure like  this  every  time  there  ia  a 
change  of  Government  it  will  be  a  most 
improper  waste  of  public  money.  I 
most  certainly  shall  always  oppoee 
such,  and  I  shall  go  into  the  Lobby 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman   below  the 
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Oangway  (Dr.  Oameron),  and  yote  for 
the  redaction  he  has  proposed. 

Mb.  JAOKSON  :  From  an  economical 
point  of  view  this  is  a  question  of  some 
importance.  I  certainly  am  surprised 
at  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  having  taken  the 
course  he  has  to-night ;  because  I  would 
remind  the  Committee  of  the  fact  that  it 
18  the  constant  endeavour  of  the  Trea- 
sury, as  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge  of  its 
proceedings,  to  out  down  the  Estimates 
to  the  lowest  possible  point.  If  the 
Committee  adopts  the  course  of  cutting 
down  this  Yote,  it  will  certainly  be  doing 
something  towards  weakening  the  effect 
of  the  action  of  the  Treasury — ['*No, 
no  !  "j  Yes ;  you  will  be  doing  some- 
thing towards  weakening  the  action  of 
the  Treasury  in  cutting  down  these  items 
to  the  lowest  possible  amount.  I  would 
point  out  that  in  such  cases  as  this  it 
would  be  utterly  impossible  to  make  a 
correct  Estimate  from  year  to  year.  I 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley,  in  the  interests  of  economy, 
not  to  oppose  the  Yote. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  :  I  think,  if  any  rea- 
son were  necessary  to  induce  the  Com- 
mittee to  refuse  to  vote  this  sum,  the 
reason  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ought  to  be  conclusive.  What  are  the 
statements  we  receive  from  both  Front 
Benches  ?  On  the  one  hand,  we  are  told 
that  the  Yote  has  been  reduced  to  the 
very  smallest  possible  amount.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  are  told  by  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  that  only  about  one-tenth 
of  the  amount  has  passed  into  his  pocket ; 
and  we  have  had  no  explanation  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  other  nine-tenths 
have  been  spent.  Now,  leaving  aside 
the  question  whether  the  money  ought 
ever  to  have  been  voted — and  I  am  of 
opinion  that  it  ought  not — I  would  point 
out  that  the  position  of  a  Peer  is  a  very 
important  one.  It  is  a  position  which  a 
great  number  of  people  desire,  and  it  is 
one  which,  if  any  person  wants  it,  is 
worth  paying  for.  If  anyone,  therefore, 
goes  to  law  to  defend  his  right  to  such 
a  position — ^if  it  is  to  his  interest  to  go  to 
law  either  to  secure  or  maintain  a  Peer- 
age— he  ought  to  be  content  to  pay  for 
it,  and  ought  not  to  come  to  this  House 
to  put  his  hands  into  the  pocket  of  the 
public  for  the  purpose. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  117; 
Noes  136 :   Majority  19.  —  (Div.  List, 

No.  8.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(16.)  £4,069,  County  Court  Officers, 
&c.  Ireland. 

Mb.  DILLON:  There  are  two  or 
three  subjects  in  connection  with  this 
Yote  with  regard  to  which  I  wish  to  ask 
ioformation  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
I  desire,  in  the  first  place,  to  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
enormously  costly  character  of  the  Irish 
County  Courts.    There  is,  first,  the  ori- 

final  Estimate  of  £96,816;  next,  the 
upplementary  Estimate  of  £3,000 ;  and 
then  the  sum  now  asked  for  of  £4,069, 
making  a  total  for  the  year  1885-6  of 
£103,385.  However,  I  will  not  go  at 
length  into  that  point  at  the  present 
time.  I  merely  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the 
fact  that  although  the  business  done  in 
the  English  County  Courts  is  no  less 
than  20  times  as  great  as  that  in  the 
Irish  Courts,  the  Estimate  for  the  latter 
is  greatly  disproportionate.  But,  chiefly, 
I  want  to  know  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  will  object  to 
furnish  a  Eetum,  and  give  information 
as  to  the  amount  of  business  done  in 
the  Irish  County  Courts  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  present 
Supplementary  Estimate  consists  of 
three  items — ^the  salary  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  and  Peace,  Tipperarr ;  the 
pension  of  the  late  Clerk  of  the  Crown, 
County  and  City  of  Dublin ;  and  the 
charge  for  additional  Eevising  Bar- 
risters. The  hon.  Member  must  con- 
fine his  remarks  to  these  particular 
items,  and  refer  to  other  subjects  only 
so  far  as  they  illustrate  his  remarks  upon 
those  items. 

Mb.  DILLON :  There  is,  under  Sub- 
head A,  a  charge  of  £721  under  the 
general  description — salaries. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  that  in  the  foot-note  this  is 
restricted  to  one  particular  item. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Then  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  is  the  reason  that 
the  salary  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
and  Peace  is  taken  in  a  Supplementary 
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Estimate ;  and,  also,  what  is  the  reason 
for  the  large  pension  which  is  entered 
here  of  £1,716  for  the  late  Olerk  of  the 
Crown  for  the  County  and  City  of 
Dublin  ?  Why  was  it  granted,  and  why 
is  it  so  large  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  •  The  amount 
charged  for  Hevising  Barristers  is 
£4,632.  Supposing  that  these  gentle- 
men were  paid  100  guineas  a-pieoe,  the 
amount  for  the  82  counties  of  Ireland 
would  be  £3,360,  to  which,  perhaps, 
might  be  added  their  railway  fares.  But 
I  complain  that  gentlemen  were  selected 
by  the  late  Tory  Government,  some  of 
whom  were  themselves  candidates  as 
Tories  for  seats  in  this  House.  I  do  not 
want  to  take  up  time  unnoeessarily  ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  in  the  case  of  North 
Tyrone,  we  had  a  Bevising  Barrister 
who  afterwards  stood  as  Tory  candidate 
for  South  Tyrone ;  and  I  think  it  is  a 
serious  thing  for  a  Government  in  Office 
only  six  months  to  appoint  gentlemen 
to  this  office  who  were  admittedly  and 
avowedly  political  partizans.  I  see  in 
his  place  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  Holmes),  who  will  not  dis- 
pute it  when  I  say  that  Mr.  Kisbey  is 
President  of  the  Tory  Constitutional  Club 
in  Dublin,  and  that  when  that  gentle- 
man left  the  justice  seat  he  started  as 
Conservative  candidate  for  North  Tyrone. 
I  will  not  say  that  his  decisions  were  not, 
in  many  cases  fair,  and  reasonable ;  but 
in  many  others  the  Nationalists  con- 
sidered, whether  justly  or  not  I  will  not 
say,  that  they  were  unreasonable.  But 
I  will  say  that  gentlemen  should  have 
been  appointed  who  were  above  sus- 
picion. There  are  many  men  in  Ireland 
who  do  not  attach  themselves  to  either 
political  Party ;  and  I  think  the  action 
of  the  Government  should  have  been  not 
to  give  lucrative  appointments  of  a  judi- 
cial character  to  their  friends.  With 
regard  to  the  point  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  in  the  item  for  the  pension  for 
the  late  Clerk  of  the  Crown  for  the 
County  and  City  of  Dublin,  I  think  that 
in  that  matter  the  late  Government  acted 
handsomely  towards  the  Corporation  in 

Saying  the  salary  out  of  the  Consoli- 
ated  Fund.  This,  I  think,  is  the  first  in- 
stance in  which  the  English  Gt)vem- 
ment  have  taken  a  reasonable  view  of 
a  claim  of  the  kind.  With  regard  to 
the  salary  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
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and  Peace,  Tipperary,  I  do  not  see  why 
this  should  become  a  special  item. 
Again,  I  observe  further  on  in  the  Esti- 
mates in  Vote  6  of  Class  YH.,  under  the 
head  of  Hegistration  of  Voters,  Ireland, 
is  a  total  charge,  in  addition  to  the 
charge  in  the  present  Vote  for  additional 
Bevising  Barristers,  of  £17,000  for  the 
remuneration  of  local  officials.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  that  last  year  we 
^ad  a  debate  as  to  what  ought  to  be  paid 
for  the  registration  of  voters  in  Ireland  ; 
and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  attempting  to  shunt 
the  payment  for  additional  Bevising 
Barristers,  and  to  divert  some  portion  of 
the  £17,000  which  was  intended  by  this 
House  to  go  in  defrayment  of  local 
charges  in  favour  of  the  Bevising  Bar- 
risters. Therefore,  I  trust  we  shall 
have  a  statement  by  the  Government 
that  the  £17,000  voted  by  this  House 
last  year  in  relief  of  local  taxation  will 
go  purely  and  entirely  in  relief  of  poor 
rates,  and  that  not  a  single  6d.  will  go 
for  Bevising  Barristers,  the  cost  of 
whose  remuneration  the  House  declared 
should  be  borne  by  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

The  CHIEF  8ECBETABY  fob  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Moeley)  :  With  re- 
gard to  the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr,  Dillon),  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  Notice  of  the  Qaes- 
tion  I  will  endeavour  to  satisfy  him. 
With  regard  to  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South  Derry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  I  will  leave  that  to 
be  replied  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler).  But  one  item  in  the  Estimate 
— ^namely,  that  which  relates  to  the  Be- 
vising Barristers,  is  explained  by  the 
fact  mat  they  were  paid  by  the  day,  and 
that  an  under-Estimate  was  made  of  the 
amount  of  work  which  they  would  have 
to  do.  The  original  Estimate  was  ex- 
ceeded because  Uie  sittings  were  unex« 
pectedly  prolonged.  That,  at  least,  is 
what  I  understand  to  be  the  case. 

Mr.  holmes  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Derrj 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has  referred  to  the 
gentlemen  appointed  by  the  late  (jK>vem- 
ment  as  Bevising  Barristers;  and  ha 
made,  in  the  course  of  his  statement^  one 
remark  which  I  cannot  agree  with*  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  asserted  that 
there  were  gentlemen  at  the  Iriah  Bar 
who  were  not  attached  to  any  politioal 
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Party.  I  hare  a  pretty  fall  aoquaintanoe 
with  the  Irish  Bar,  and  I  think  that  any 
gentleman  helonging  to  it  of  snffioient 
eminence  to  be  appointed  as  Bevising 
Barrister  is  generally  found  to  be  of  one 
Party  or  the  other;  and  it  would  be 
yery  difficult  to  get  20  or  30  gentlemen 
to  perform  this  duty  without  going  to 
those  whom  I  may  call  political  par- 
tizans.  Of  one  thing  I  am  sure — that 
the  gentlemen  whom  the  late  Govern- 
ment  appointed,  equally  as  between  both 
political  Parties,  endeavoured  to  carry 
out  their  duties  in  a  spirit  of  fairness. 
It  will  be  found  that  they  selected,  nu- 
merically speaking  at  any  rate,  no  gen- 
tlemen who  were  Conservatives  in  pre- 
ference to  Liberals.  The  remark  has 
been  made  that  gentlemen  appointed  to 
the  office  of  Bevising  Barrister  were 
themselves  candidates.  There  was  only 
one  such  case,  and  that  case  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Derry.  At  the  time  Mr. 
Kisbey  was  appointed,  he  had  never 
been  a  candidate  for  any  constituency; 
nor,  as  far  as  the  late  Government  were 
aware,  had  he  any  intention  of  becoming 
one.  I  may  say  that  he  had  no  such  in- 
tention, for,  knowing  him  as  I  do,  I  am 
quite  sure  that  if  he  had  had  'any  such 
intention  he  would  never  have  accepted 
the  office ;  while  I  believe  that  Mr.  Kis- 
bey's  reputation  at  the  Bar  was  such  as 
to  make  him  very  well  fitted  to  perform 
the  duty  of  Bevising  Barrister.  I  re- 
collect that  a  decision  given  by  him  was 
commented  upon  very  favourably  in  a 
journal  which  is  exceedingly  ably  con- 
ducted, and  which  belongs  to  the  Na- 
tionalist Party — The  Frnman^s  Journal, 
In  that  paper  it  was  said  that  Mr.  Kis- 
bey had  given  a  decision  in  support  of 
the  view  frequently  put  forward  by  it, 
and  which,  I  believe,  had  been  disputed 
by  some  other  Bevising  Barrister.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Derry  has  referred  to  Mr.  Kisbey  as 
being  the  President  of  a  Conservative 
Society  in  Dublin.  I  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  : 
Vice  President.]  If  that  is  so  he  must 
have  become  so  within  a  few  weeks  of 
the  present  time,  as  he  was  not  so 
when  he  was  appointed  Bevising 
Barrister.  With  regard  to  the  salary 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  coming  upon 
the  Estimates  for  this  year,  I  presume 
that  the  reason  is  that  this  is  the  first 
time  the  charge  has  been  voted,  the 
salary  previoudy  having  been  paid  by 


the  county  out  of  the  local  rates.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  also  re- 
ferred to  the  excess  of  the  present  over 
the  former  Estimate.  He  has  referred 
to  the  Act  of  Pariiament;  and  it  is  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands,  I  believe,  that  that 
Act  was  intended  to  relieve  the  City  of 
Dublin  of  a  charge  which  it  was  con- 
sidered ought  to  be  borne  by  Imperial 
funds. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  have  a  personal  in- 
terest in  the  matter  of  Mr.  Kisbey's  ap- 
pointment. It  is  perfectly  notorious 
why  he  was  sent  to  revise  the  lists  in 
North  Tyrone ;  the  Tories  of  that  county 
made  a  triumph  of  the  fact ;  and  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  man,  woman,  or 
child  there  who  does  not  believe  that 
I  was  defeated  in  North  Tyrone  mainly 
by  Mr.  Kisbey.  If  it  be  difficult  to 
find  men  at  the  Bar  in  Ireland  who 
are  impartial  in  politics  to  revise  the 
lists  of  voters,  it  is  a  sing^ar  thing  that 
a  man  who  has  proved  himself  to  be 
one  of  the  bitterest  partizans  to  appear 
before  an  Irish  constituency,  and  who 
used  language  calculated  to  excite  the 
bitterest  feeling,  should  be  selected  to 
revise  the  list  in  one  of  the  only  three 
constituencies  in  Ireland  where  there 
was  a  close  contest.  It  is  a  fact  well 
known  that  Mr.  Kisbey  returned  the 
present  Member  for  North  Tyrone.  I 
may  mention  the  circumstance  that  in 
Strabane  alone  14  minors,  some  of  them 
being  not  more  than  14  years  of  age, 
voted  against  me. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  Holmes)  has  not  touched  at  all 
upon  the  jerrymandering  of  those  con- 
stituencies in  which  there  was  a  close 
contest.  It  will  be  remembered  that  20 
gentlemen  were  to  be  appointed  to  revise 
the  lists  in  Ireland.  It  was  quite  right 
that  they  should  be  selected  from  both 
political  Parties — that  there  should  be 
some  Whiffs  and  some  Tories ;  but  the 
point  I  call  attention  to  is  that  almost 
every  gentleman  supposed  to  be  of  Libe- 
ral leaning  was  sent  down  to  revise  the 
lists  in  the  wilds  of  Cork  and  Mayo, 
where  the  Nationalists  were  known  to  be 
999  to  one  of  the  voters,  and  that  a  Tory 
was  sent  down  to  revise  the  lists  where 
the  contest  was  known  to  be  close.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  is  himself  responsible 
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for  that.  I  do  not  think  he  is ;  but  I 
know  one  gentleman  who  is  responsible, 
and  that  is  Sir  William  KayOi  a  member 
of  most  of  the  Orange  Lodges,  a  gentle- 
man who  stood  for  the  Oity  of  Armagh 
against  Mr.  Beresford,  the  late  Member. 
If  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  did 
not  appoint  Mr.  Kisbey  to  the  post  of 
Revising  Barrister  in  North  Tyrone,  it 
was  Sir  William  Kay e— it  was  he  who 
pricked  the  list,  with  the  result  that  men 
who  were  supposed  to  be  sympathetic  in 
politics  with  us  were  sent  to  places  where 
we  were  in  an  enormous  majority,  while 
to  places  where  the  Nationalists  were  in 
a  small  minority  the  men  who  were  sent 
were  Orangemen  to  the  backbone. 

Mb.  a.  BLAINE :  In  respect  to  this 
additional  charge  of  £1,632  for  Hevising 
Barristers,  I  deem  it  right  to  say  that 
Mr.  Craig,  who  was  sent  down  to  revise 
the  list  of  voters  in  Mid  Armagh,  put  a 
number  of  Tory  youths  under  21  years 
of  age  on  the  list,  and  they  voted  at  the 
last  election.  When  a  Nationalist  ap- 
plied for  his  vote  Mr.  Craig  suspected 
he  was  under  21  years  of  age,  and  re- 
quired a  certificate  of  age,  from  the 
Registrar,  he  being  altogether  oblivious 
of  the  fact  that,  until  the  year  1864, 
there  was  no  register  of  births  kept  in 
Ireland.  We  have  also  to  complain 
that  Mr.  Craig  inserted  men's  names  as 
the  occupiers  of  properties,  whereas  the 
properties  were  occupied  by  women. 
Another  trick  resorted  to  by  the  land- 
lords in  Mid  Armagh  was  to  fill  their 
tenants'  receipts  **  Received  from  the 
representatives,"  so  that  the  total 
rating  divided  by  the  representatives 
would  not  give  the  qualifying  quotient 
required  by  law.  Mr.  Craig  accepted 
the  landlord's  books  properly  cooked 
for  revision  that  women  and  not  men 
were  tenants,  though  the  men  paid  the 
rent.  Mr.  Craig  winked  at  this  fraud 
upon  the  law.  I  would  only  be  par- 
ticipating in  these  illegal  proceedings 
if  I  did  not  protest  against  an  amount 
appearing  in  these  Estimates  for  the 
payment  of  services  rendered  to  one 
particular  Party  in  Mid  Armagh — 
namely,  the  Tory  Party.  There  is 
another  ffrievous  matter  in  connection 
with  the  Mid  Armagh  revision  of  which 
we  have  to  complain.  While  Mr.  Craig 
was  holding  a  Revision  Court  in  one 
part  of  the  division,  Mr.  Richard  Wilson 
Gamble,  Q.O.y  County  Ooort  Judge,  was 
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holding  a  Revision  Court  in  another  part 
of  the  constituency.  While  Mr.  Gamble 
was  thus  engaged,  an  officer  of  his 
Court — a  civil  bill  officer — named  Wil- 
son, was  giving  evidence  for  the  Tory 
Party  of  Armagh  at  Mr.  Craig's  Court — 
that  is  to  say,  Mr.  Gamble  allowed  his 
officer  to  serve  objections,  and  strike  off 
Nationalists  from  the  voters'  lists  for 
the  Tory  Party.  I  submit  that  Judges 
who  act  in  such  a  manner  are  alto- 
gether unworthy  of  public  confidence. 
That  they  have  not  the  confidence  of 
the  public  I  am  quite  aware.  They 
go  about  giving  long  lectures  on  the 
state  of  the  country.  Instead  of  sym- 
pathizing with  the  people  in  conse- 
quence of  the  distress  which  prevails^ 
they  are  constantly  telling  us  about  the 
great  frauds  committed  by  people  who 
are  unable  to  pay  exorbitant  rents,  and 
yet  many  of  them  connive  at  fraud  them- 
selves. I  submit  that  Mr.  Richard 
Wilson  Gamble,  Q.C.,  was  privy  to  the 
attendance  of  his  civil  bill  officer  at  the 
Revision  Session  held  by  Mr.  Craig; 
and,  that  being  so,  I  would  not  be  doing 
my  duty  if  I  did  not  challenge  this 
Estimate. 

Mb.  HOLMES :  I  trust  the  Commit- 
tee will  allow  me  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  the  last  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Derry  (Mr.  Healy).  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred  ^ 
a  circumstance  for  which  I  suppose  he 
believed  there  was  some  foundation,  that 
Sir  William  Kaye,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  was  the  gentle- 
man who  sent  the  Revising  Barristers 
to  the  different  counties.  It  woidd  be 
entirely  unworthy  of  me,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Administration,  to  allow  any  blame 
such  as  that  to  rest  upon  a  permanent 
official.  It  would  not  be  the  duty  of  a 
permanent  official  to  undertake  such  a 
task,  and  it  certainly  was  not  undertaken 
by  Sir  William  Kaye.  The  responsible 
Government  of  the  time,  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, with  such  assistance  as  he  could 
get  from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  sent  the 
various  Revising  Barristers  to  the  coun* 
ties.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  right  the 
Committee  should  understand  that  the 
Government,  and  no  officer  of  the  Go- 
vernment, no  one  belonging  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  and  no  permanent 
official  connected  with  the  Government, 
had  anything  to  do  with  sending  Mr. 
Kisbey  to  North  Tyrone.    By  reasoii  of 
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the  extent  of  county  Tyrone  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  have  in  the  county  four  Be- 
▼ising  Barristers;  and  foiir  were  selected, 
two  Being  Liberals  and  two  Conserva- 
tives. It  then  rested  with  the  Ohairman 
of  the  county  to  allocate  the  various 
divisions  amongst  the  gentlemen  se- 
lected. So  the  Government  of  the  day 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it— beyond  no- 
minating the  four  gentlemen  for  the 
oounty,  they  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  sending  of  Mr.  Kisbey  to 
North  Tyrone.  In  reference  to  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Armagh  (Mr.  A.  Blaine)  said  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Craig,  I  think  it  right  to 
say  that  Mr.  Craig  is  a  member  of  the 
Irish  Bar,  who  has  been  a  well-known 
Kadical  for  many  years.  He  was  sent 
down  to  revise  in  Armagh,  being  a  gen- 
tleman very  competent  to  do  so,  as  far 
as  his  legal  knowledge  was  concerned, 
and  he  was  engaged  in  revising  the  lists 
in  Mid  Armagh,  it  being  supposed  at 
that  time  that  the  contest  there  would 
be  between  a  Conservative  and  Liberal 
— that  it  was  one  of  the  constituencies 
which  would  not  be  contested  by  a  Na- 
tionalist. I  cannot  see  how  a  Conser- 
vative Government  can  be  responsible 
for  the  action  taken — assuming  that 
there  was  anything  wrong — by  a  Radi- 
cal barrister  of  position,  sent  down  to 
revise  the  lists  in  a  constituency  in  which 
it  was  supposed  the  contest  would  take 
place  between  a  Eadical  and  Conserva- 
tive. I  must  add  that,  from  what  I 
know  of  Mr.  Craig's  character  and  legal 
knowledge,  I  am  sure  all  the  decisions 
he  gave  were  given  conscientiously,  and 
in  accordance  with  law. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Holmes) 
has  certainly  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag. 
What  is  his  confession?  His  confes- 
aion  is  that  the  Government  did  take 
political  considerations  into  account,  be- 
cause in  the  case  of  Mid  Armagh  they, 
in  September  and  October,  considered 
the  political  complexion  of  the  consti- 
tuency, believing  that  the  contest  there 
would  lie  between  a  Tory  and  a  Liberal. 

Mb.  HOLMES :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  certainly,  though  uninten- 
tionally, misrepresenting  what  I  said. 
The  result  was  that  the  contest  lay  be- 
tween a  Conservative  and  a  Nationalist ; 
bat  unquestionably  the  Government  did 
not  take  the  matter  into  consideration. 
In  the  case  of  Armagh,  as  in  the  case  of 
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Tyrone,  the  Gh>vernment  selected  the  ne- 
cessary number  of  Itevising  Barristers, 
and  the  divisions  were  allocated  amongst 
them  by  the  Chairman  of  the  county. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  As  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
I  did  not  see  how  his  argument  lay  un- 
less the  Government  gauged  beforehand 
what  the  nature  of  the  contest  would  be. 
Anyhow,  as  he  has  repudiated  my  inter- 
pretation of  his  words,  I  pass  the  matter 
by.  He  has  attempted  to  relieve  Sir 
William  Kaye  of  responsibility.  I  do 
not  accept  his  defence  of  Sir  William 
Kaje ;  but  I  will  deal  with  that  gentle- 
man in  a  moment.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Hevising  Barristers 
was  settled  by  the  late  Lord  Chancellor, 
Lord  Ashbourne,  a  well-known  political 
partizan,  and  by  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke),  another  well- 
known  political  partizan  —  in  other 
words,  that  these  Gentlemen  had  the 
power  of  thimble-rigging  as  to  the  gen- 
tlemen who  should  be  sent  down  to  re- 
vise the  voters'  lists.  I  entirely  repu- 
diate that  view  of  the  matter.  Then 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says  that  as  between  the  county  and  the 
divisions  of  the  county  the  Chairman  of 
the  county  had  the  power  of  allocating 
the  divisions  in  which  a  particular  bar- 
rister should  sit.  That  is  not  at  all  the 
provision  of  the  Act  of  1885 ;  because 
that  Act  provides  that  the  Eevising  Bar- 
risters are  to  settle  the  matter  between 
them,  each  gentleman  having  just  as 
much  power  as  the  other.  And  with 
regard  to  Sir  William  Kaye,  I  know  of 
my  own  knowledge  that  Bevising  Bar- 
risters who  had  to  go  down  to  counties 
which  it  was  expected  would  be  closely 
contested  were  summoned  to  the  Castle, 
were  met  by  Sir  William  Kaye,  and  were 
bull-nosed  by  him  as  to  the  divisions  of 
the  county  they  should  go  to.  Of  course, 
if  I  were  to  mention  the  counties  it 
would  soon  become  known  who  my  in- 
formant was,  and  that  gentleman  would 
have  little  chance  of  any  future  employ- 
ment from  Sir  William  Kaye.  Upon  a 
future  occasion,  when  a  number  of  gen- 
tlemen are  picked  out  as  suitable  to  act 
as  Itevising  Barristers,  they  should  be 
sent  to  the  different  counties  by  ballot, 
or  by  the  casting  of  lots.  If  such  a  sys- 
tem were  observed  there  could  be  no 
complaint  whatever.  I  think  that  is  the 
provision  of  the  Act  of  1868  with  regard 
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to  the  Judges  who  have  to  try  Election 
Petitions;  and  surely  the  revision  of 
voters  is  a  matter  of  as  much  importance 
as  the  trial  of  a  Petition.  I  trust  that 
for  the  future,  when  the  Government 
select  gentlemen  who  appear  to  be 
capable  to  conduct  Hevision  Sessions, 
those  gentlemen  will  be  sent  impartially ; 
and  the  only  way  in  which  they  can  be 
so  sent  is  by  ballot. 

Mb.  MITOHELL  HENRY :  The  dis- 
tinguishing  feature  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Derry  (Mr.  Healy)  has  been 
the  use  of  two  extraordinary  terms — 
thimble-rigging  and  bull-nosing.  I  con- 
fess I  do  not  know  what  the  latter  term 
means.  I  never  heard  it  before ;  but  I 
know  this — ^that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  recently  been  admitted 
into  the  Profession — the  grand  Profes- 
sion— of  the  Law.  He  is  a  barrister ; 
but  the  whole  of  his  speeches  are  calcu- 
lated to  leave  an  impression  on  the 
House  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  an 
honourable  barrister  to  be  found  in  Ire- 
land. I  appeal  to  everybody  whether 
this  kind  of  parochial  criticism,  con- 
temptible and  miserable,  this  saturnalia 
of  opportunity,  this  casting  of  imputa- 
tions upon  men  as  honourable  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  is  to  be 
tolerated  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
There  has  been  introduced  the  name  of 
Sir  William  Kaye,  a  man  of  the  most 
distinguished  eminence,  a  man  whose 
character  stands  too  high  to  be  black* 
ened  by  the  jeers  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. What  is  the  issue  which  is  pre- 
sented to  us  ?  You  would  suppose  that 
whoever  is  selected  as  a  Eevising  Bar- 
rister in  Ireland  must  necessarily  be  a 
blackguard.  A  Hevising,  Barrister  is 
called  upon  to  perform  a  judicial  duty  ; 
and  if  his  decisions  are  erroneous — and 
it  does  not  follow  that  a  Revising  Bar- 
rister is  always  correct — there  is  an  ap- 
peal from  his  decision.  Why  did  not 
non.  Gentlemen  opposite  appeal  against 
the  decisions  of  which  they  now  com- 
plain? They  prefer  to  come  here  to 
olacken  the  character  of  men  who  stand 
high  in  the  estimation  of  all  those  who 
know  what  honour  is ;  and  they  do  not 
scruple  to  oast  imputations,  if  only  they 
can  be  unanswered,  upon  the  Profession 
to  which  many  of  them  belong,  and  to 
which  others  of  them  are  aspiring  to 
belong.  I  trust  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  now  comprises    a   great 
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number  of  Members  who  are  new  to 
their  duties,  will  understand  that  the 
criticisms  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  profess 
to  represent  a  great  nation  —  the  Irish 
nation — are  of  the  most  contemptibly 
parochial  character.  I  hope  the  new  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley), 
who  is  supposed  to  be  peculiarly  favour- 
able to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  will 
take  note   of   the    kind    of    criticisms 
which  is  resorted  to  by  them.     If  there 
has  been  any  wrong  done  by  the  Re- 
vising Barristers  in  Ireland,  let  them 
appeal  to  the  law,  as  people  in  England 
and  in  Scotland  do.    That  is  the  advice 
I  always  gave  to  them  when  I  was  the 
Representative  of  an  Irish  constituency. 
[**  Oh  !  "]     Certainly  it  is ;  and  the  rea- 
son why  I  could  no  longer  represent  an 
Irish  constituency  was   this — that    by 
violence    and   intimidation    those   who 
ought  to  have  given  their  votes  freely 
were  not  permitted  to  do  so. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order,  and  I  wsk 
you  to  require  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
resume  his  seat  while  I  state  it.  I  wish 
to  ask  you  whether  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Blackfriars  Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  have  any  relevance  to 
the  Yote  now  before  the  Committee  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  last  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  me 
to  be  divergent. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  I  quit© 
admit  they  did  diverge  ;  but  I  will  say 
this — that  when  I  was  an  Irish  Repre- 
sentative I  took  exactly  the  same  line  I 
take  now.  I  told  hon.  Members,  who 
were  then  my  Colleagues,  that  they  were 
simply  degrading  their  own  country, 
and  preventing  the  promotion  of  their 
ends,  by  showing  they  had  no  notion  of 
fairness  in  their  criticisms.  It  is  per- 
fectly well  known  that  the  Revisiiig 
Barristers  in  Ireland  were  impartially 
selected.  Surely  the  Nationalists,  'who 
have  returned  86  Members  to  this  House, 
might  in  decencv  be  contented  with  their 
success.  But  they  actually  g^dge  the 
representation  in  this  House  of  mny 
who  differ  from  them,  and  they  do  not 
care  what  imputations  they  cast  upon 
honour,  upon  truth,  upon  justice,  upon 
the  Profession  to  which  so  many  of  them 
belong,  and  to  which  many  others  de- 
sire to  belong  in  future  if  only  they 
can  pass  the  examination ;  they  do  not 
care  what  imputations  they  oast  upoo 
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their  own  Profession  if  by  any  chance 
they  can  give  pain  to  honourable  men 
who  have  not  an  opportunity  of  reply  in 
this  House. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(17.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£7,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment daring  the  year  ending  on  the  3 let  day 
of  March  1886,  for  the  Constabulary  Force  in 
Ireland." 

• 

Mb.  DILLON :  There  are  two  items 
in  this  Supplementary  Estimate  which 
raise  a  question  of  the  very  utmost  im- 
portance, and  of  pressing  urgency  to 
the  Irish  people.  The  items  to  which  I 
allude  are  the  additions  of  £2,400  for 
the  travelling  expenses  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, and  of  £1,800  for  the  Trans- 
port ^service.  In  the  first  place,  I  wish 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  extraordinary — I  may  say  the 
absurd — figures  of  this  additional  Esti- 
mate for  the  Transport  Service  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary,  compared  with  the 
original  Estimate.  The  original  Esti- 
mate for  the  Transport  Service  was 
£1,500,  and  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate is  £1,800.  It  is  a  very  unusual 
and  extraordinary  circumstance  that  the 
additional  Estimate  largely  exceeds  the 
original  Estimate.  It  is  also  noticeable 
that  under  the  head  of   travelling  ex- 

Eenses  the  additional  Estimate  bears  a 
trge  proportion  to  the  original  Esti- 
mate. I  think  that  no  time  should  be 
lost  in  asking  the  Committee  to  consider 
most  earnestly  whether  it  is  not  high 
time  to  put  a  stop  to  the  monstrous 
waste  of  public  money  in  Ireland  in 
transporting  large  bodies  of  Constabu- 
lary from  place  to  place,  sometimes  to 
where  they  are  not  wanted  at  all,  and 
still  more  frequently  to  where  they  are 
wanted  to  do  infamous  wrong.  Now, 
what  is  g^ing  on  at  the  present  moment 
in  Ireland  ?  Why,  Sir,  there  is  an  army 
of  Constabulary  moving  about  Western 
Donegal  at  enormous  cost.  I  suppose 
that  in  a  short  time  we  shall  be  called 
upon  to  vote  further  sums  for  the  expe- 
dition. In  my  opinion,  a  more  monstrous 
parody  of  government  was  never  under- 
taken in  any  country  which  pretends  to 
be  civilized.  Let  anyone  take  up  The 
FreemafCe  jGumal,  or  any  other  news- 
paper in  which  acooont^  of  the  expedi- 


tion are  given ;  and  he  will  admit  that,  if 
it  were  not  too  tragic,  a  more  ludicrous 
proceeding  could  hardly  be  imagined. 
The  accounts  read  like  quotations  from 
Don  Quixote,    No  one  could  believe  that 
anything  so  preposterous  could  go  on  in 
real  life.     Many  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee may  not  have  read  the  details  of 
the  expedition.      What  are  the  facts? 
A  body  of  200  Irish  Constabulary,  many 
of  them  transported  from  a  great  dis- 
tance, and  at  considerable  expense,  as 
one  sees  from  this  Estimate,  are  con- 
centrated   at  Gweedore,   a   place  well 
known  for  its  natural  beauty  and  as  a 
fishing  resort,  to  assist  in  the  collection 
of  the  seed  rate,  a  rate  levied  with  the 
object  of  enabling  starving  tenants  to 
plant  their  land  with  potatoes.     These 
men  have  been  marching  and  counter- 
marching; and  up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment I  do  not  believe  they  have  suc- 
ceeded in  levying  a  couple  of  pounds, 
while,  I  venture  to  say,  they  have  spent 
close  upon  £1,000.    We  shall  be  called 
upon,  at  a  futiire  Sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee,   to    vote    for    that    expedition 
£1,000  at  least.     I  put  it  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  Committee,  is  it  wise,  is  it 
sensible,  is  it  not  downright  madness,  to 
add  to  the  embarrassments  by  which  this 
new  Administration  is  beset  by  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  proceediDgs  as  this? 
The  people  are  calling  upon  the  charitable 
English  public  to  contribute  funds  to  re- 
lieve them.     We  are  told  by  everybody 
who  goes  into  the  district,  be  he  English 
or  Irish,  that  the  people  are  starving. 
Anything  more  pitiable  or  more  absurd 
than  the  proceedings  as  detailed  in  the 
newspapers couldnot  be  imagined.  There 
had  been  no  opposition  offered  to  the 
Constabulary;    but  the  people,  acting 
upon  the  advice  of  their  priest,   had 
abstained  from  congregating.    In  some 
instances    this    army    of   Constabulary 
seized  broken  chairs,  tables,  dressers, 
plates,  iron  pots,  in  which  the  people 
had  cooked  their  food,  and  piled  them 
In  the  cart  following  the  army.     And  in 
one  instance,  amidst  the  screams  of  an 
unfortunate  woman,  a  widow,  and  her 
children,  the  Constabulary  dragged  from 
a  remote  comer  of  the  cabin  and  carried 
off  some  potatoes,  all  that  the  family 
had  to  subsist  upon.     And  I  am  in- 
formed that,  as  soon  as  the  great  expe- 
dition comes  to  a  close,  another  expedi- 
tion is  to  be  organized,  and,  perhaps, 
one  of  larger  dimensions,  because  w^ 
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are  told  that  they  are  to  be  supported 
by  the  military,  and  they  are  to  evict 
these  miserable  people  from  their  hold- 
ings. Now,  I  put  it  to  the  new  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland— -imdoubtedly,  he 
has  undertaken  a  most  difficult  task; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  this — that  I  do 
not  think  there  ever  came  to  Ireland  a 
man  who  had  a  better  chance  of  making 
a  successful  Government  in  Ireland  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Ohief  Secretary.  I  returned,  about  a 
week  or  two  ago,  from  a  journey  to  a 
remote  part  of  the  county  of  Mayo, 
where  I  found  the  poor  people  are  ez- 

Eecting  something  to  be  done  for  them, 
eoause,  as  they  said  to  me,  they  had 
been  told  that  Mr.  John  Morley  was  a 
good  man.  Undoubtedly,  there  is  a 
feeling  spread  in  Ireland  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  going  to  do  something  for 
the  relief  of  the  people,  and,  undoubtedly, 
that  feeling  will  be  a  strong  factor  in 
helping  to  keep  the  country  quiet ;  and 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  the  Government 
intends  to  turn  over  a  new  leaf,  and  to 
deal  with  the  people  in  a  kind  spirit 
while  they  are  maturing  their  plans,  I 
think  it  my  duty  to  bring  under  their 
notice  the  pressing  danger  that  attends 
the  employment  of  the  Oonstabulary  in 
those  insane  expeditions.  Now,  I  have 
pointed  out  these  two  uses  to  which  the 
Oonstabulary  are  put,  and  which  are 
not  only  utterly  fruitless  and  absurd, 
^but  swells  the  cost  of  the  Constabulary 
to  a  state  which  is  utterly  monstrous  and 
absolutely  useless,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
constitutes  a  serious  public  danger. 
Now,  there  is  a  third  way  in  which  the 
Constabulary  transport  is  increased,  and 
which,  I  am  free  to  admit,  is  a  subject  on 
which  arguments  can  be  advanced  on 
both  sides.  The  two  first  matters  I  have 
spoken  of  are  so  plain  that  no  argument 
can  be  advanced  on  one  side.  I  do  not 
think,  for  instance,  that  any  man  with  a 
knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the  case  could 
defend  the  expedition  to  Gweedore.  The 
third  way  I  have  mentioned  is  the  im- 
portant question  as  to  whether  the 
armed  Forces  of  the  Crown  are  to  be 
employed  as  well  as  the  Constabulary  in 
enforoiDg  evictions  in  Ireland.  Without 
inquiry  as  to  the  condition  of  the  people, 
we  have  heard  the  statement  made  the 
other  night  that  the  Government  will  not 
use  these  armed  forces  to  carry  out  evic- 
tions in  the  Western  Highlands  and  the 
Islands  of  Scotland.     We  have  been  ap* 
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pealing  in  this  House  for  fi?e 
appealing  to  the  Gk>vemment  of  Ireland 
to  use  some  discretion  in  the  use  that  is 
made  of  this  police  force ;  and  there  are 
many  who  think  that,  if  our  appeal  had 
been  listened  to,  much  bloodshed  and 
disorder  would  have  been  prevented. 
Are  we  to  be  told»  and  are  we  to  tell  the 
Irish  people,  that  in  Ireland,  on  the  con- 
trary, there  is  to  be  no  inquiry  eren, 
and  no  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive  Government,  as  to 
whether  the  landlords  are  acting  harshly 
and  unjustly,  and  driving  men  to  abso- 
lute desperation  ?  Are  me  Irish  land- 
lords to  have  the  whole  force  of  the 
Crown  at  their  backs?  I  make  these 
remarks,  as  I  said  before,  from  a  desire 
to  enable  the  Government  to  take  time 
to  settle  the  Irish  Question.  We  believe 
that  this  Gk>vemment  desire  to  come  to 
a  settlement  of  this  question  in  a  friendly 
and  honest  spirit,  and  it  is  our  desire  to 
do  our  best  to  smooth  their  path.  Bat 
I  am  afraid  that,  whatever  may  be  our 
desire  to  smooth  the  Government's  path, 
it  will  do  but  little  if  these  ruthless  evic- 
tions are  to  be  allowed  to  continue.  In 
conclusion,  on  this  point  I  will  only  say 
that  I  have  travelled  through  the  western 

gart  of  Donegal  lately,  and  I  can  say  I 
ave  listened  to  the  greatest  exag^gera- 
tion  in  this  House  as  to  the  resistance 
which  is  given  to  the  payment  of  rent  in 
that  district.  There  has  been  absolutely 
no  resistance  at  all.  I  can  say  that,  in 
East  Mayo,  rents  have  been  better  paid 
than  they  have  in  many  parts  of  Eng- 
land ;  but,  unfortunately,  there  was  a 
large  tail  of  tenants  in  sdl  those  places, 
who  assured  me  they  could  not  get  the 
rent ;  and  I  am  perfectly  convinced  that 
nothing  will  allow  this  armed  force  to 
evict  them.  I  wish  it  were  in  my  power 
to  take  the  Chief  Secretary  to  see  these 

feasants ;  and,  after  having  seen  than, 
believe  that  on  no  condition  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sanction  the 
use  of  the  Forces  of  the  Crown  to  recover 
rent.  There  is  no  combination  amongst 
these  people  to  resist  the  payment  of 
rent  ;  but,  unfortunately,  there  are 
a  larg^  number  of  families,  who  are 
at  this  moment  with  a  rent  decree 
in  their  houses,  utterly  unable  to  pay 
the  rent  asked  of  them  or  to  borrow 
money;  and  many  of  them,  having 
paid  their  rent,  are  left  in  a  starriog 
condition,  and  will  soon  be  living  on 
the   rates.      I  therefore  feel    thiU   I 
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ought  not  to  lose  this  opportanitj 
of  making  an  earnest  appeal  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  not  to  pursue  this  ridi- 
culous and  senseless  course,  nor  to 
raise  up  obstacles  which  Heaven  knows 
are  sufficiently  numerous  for  him  al- 
ready. I  do  not  belieye  that  any  English- 
man ever  undertook  a  more  difficult  task 
than  that  of  ruling  the  Irish  people.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  if  I  thought  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  came  here  to  role 
us  for  long  I  should  put  every  obstacle 
in  his  way.  I  believe,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  honestly  desires  to 
do  his  best  in  this  respect ;  and,  holding 
this  opinion,  I  honestly  desire  to  remove 
every  difficulty  from  his  path,  because 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes 
to  get  out  of  the  country  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. That  is  the  reason  why  I  have 
a  feeling  of  friendship  for  the  present 
Chief  Secretary.  I  would  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  remember  that  although  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  were  loud  in  their  ineistance 
on  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order, 
and  would  back  its  maintenance  by  the 
use  of  public  money  for  employing  the 
armed  Forces  of  the  Crown,  they  sent 
a  Gentleman  to  Ireland  a  few  months 
ago,  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon,  who  gave 
great  offence  to  the  landlords,  because 
he  recommended  them  not  to  press  the 
Irish  people  too  far.  I  would  ask  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  to  improve  on 
the  example  set  him  bv  the  Tory  Gt>- 
vernment,  to  go  as  tep  further,  and  from 
words  proceed  to  deeds.  A  Predecessor 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
government  of  Ireland  in  his  day  won, 
to  a  great  extent,  the  affections  of  the 
Irish  people  by  an  act  which  brought 
down  upon  him  the  opprobrium  of  the 
Tory  classes  in  Ireland;  but  his  name 
has  been  handed  down  with  feelings  of 
respect  and  admiration  by  the  people  of 
Ireland.  I  refer  to  Gliomas  Drum- 
mond,  who  in  a  time  of  agitation  com- 
pared to  which  the  wildest  days  of  the 
Land  League  was  only  child's  play,  when 
the  people  rebelled  at  the  injustice  of 
tithes,  refused  to  use  the  Irish  Consta- 
bulary to  collect  the  tithes.  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  begin  his  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  by  sending  a  mes- 
sage of  peace  to  the  Irish  people,  by 
showing  that  he  will  do  all  in  his  power 
to  check  the  hand  of  the  exterminator  in 
Ireland,  and  to  prevent  the  people  from 
being  driven  away  from  their  homes 


when  their  refusal  to  pay  rent  is  on  ac- 
count of  their  poverty.  If  he  will  do  so, 
I,  for  my  part,  will  do  my  best,  by  the 
exercise  of  what  influence  I  possess,  to 
smooth  the  path  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's government  in  Ireland. 

Thb  chief  SECRETABY  por  EBtE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Mobley)  :  I  can  very 
cheerfully  respond  to  the  appeal  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  I  do 
not  know  that  I  am  concerned  to  repu- 
diate the  motive  with  which  he  pro- 
mises me  his  sympathy  and  support. 
The  question  how  long  I  or  any  Ena^- 
lish  Minister  shall  rule  the  Irish  peome 
is  a  question  to  which  we  are,  no  doubt, 
approaching  tolerably  near  to  a  solution 
one  way  or  the  other.  Upon  the  nar- 
rower point  of  the  evictions,  the  hon. 
Member  is  well  aware  that  I  have  as 
much  sympathy  as  he  has  with  the 
unfortunate  victims  of  the  social  cir- 
cumstances in  which  Ireland  is  placed. 
The  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  Military  Forces  of  the  Crown  are 
to  be  used  in  carrying  out  every 
eviction  for  which  the  shadow  of  legal 
title  or  justification  can  be  made  out 
is  a  question  which  Executive  Minis- 
ters must  decide  for  themselves  on  their 
own  responsibility  upon  each  case  as  it 
arises.  I,  for  one,  am  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  we  are  justified,  in  every  case 
in  which  a  shadow  of  legal  title  is  made 
out,  to  bring  out  the  Muitary  Forces  to 
execute  decrees  which  on  the  ground  of 
public  policy  seem  inadvisable  and  un- 
necessary. So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
gather  information  in  the  very  short  time 
that  I  have  been  at  the  Irish  Office,  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  is  justified  in 
saying  that  at  this  moment — I  do  not 
know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  differ — ^rents  are  being,  at  this  time, 
very  fairly  paid  indeed.  In  cases  where 
rents  are  not  being  paid  they  seem  to 
me,  as  far  as  I  can  understand,  to  be 
mostly  cases  where  it  is  as  absolutely  im- 
possible for  the  tenants  to  pay  them,  as 
it  is  for  many  tenants  in  England  to  pay 
their  rents.  The  hon.  Member  will  not 
expect  me  to  offer  any  remarks  on 
the  circumstances  of  the  Gweedore 
evictions,  for,  in  truth,  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted with  them,  nor  am  I  respon- 
sible for  them,  and  it  does  not  fall 
within  my  province  to  criticize  them,  nor 
to  offer  any  defence  or  justification  of 
them.  As  for  the  future,  I  can  only 
repeat,  in  another  way,  what  I  have  al- 
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readj  said — that  while  we  shall  be  yery 
careful  to  exact  respect  for  law,  and  yery 
careful  to  see  that  every  subject  of  the 
Queen  has  all  those  rig:hts  to  which  he 
is  legally  entitled,  it  will  be  our  duty  to 
look  into  the  cases  as  they  arise ;  and  in 
no  case  where  it  can  possibly  be  avoided 
shall  we  be  inclined  to  resort  to  military 
force.  The  particular  item  for  increased 
military  transport,  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber challenges,  I  am  sorry  to  say  is  due 
to  the  circumstance,  as  I  am  informed, 
that  the  Constabulary  are  unable  to  pro- 
cure cars  in  consequence  of  pressure; 
and,  therefore,  they  have  been  obliged 
to  provide  themselves  with  horses,  cars, 
and  harness.  The  hon.  Member  spoke, 
however,  rather  with  a  view,  as  I  gather, 
to  express  his  opinion  of  the  necessity  of 
a  policy  of  conciliation  with  regard  to 
evictions.  I  believe  that  the  more  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland  are  considered 
the  more  urgent  will  it  appear  to  all 
those  who  have  a  sense  of  responsibility 
to  use  and  exercise  the  power  of  the 
Crown  with  judgment  and  humanity. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  Mr.  Courtney,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  brought  before  your 
notice  his  criticisms  as  to  why  the  House 
should  not  pass  this  Vote  has  stated,  in 
dear  and  emphatic  terms,  the  reasons 
why  he  objects,  and  why,  on  behalf  of 
his  constituents  and  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, he  offers  his  protest  against  the 
passing  of  such  a  Vote  as  this.  I  also 
represent  a  constituency  which  has  in- 
structed me  on  every  occasion  to  offer 
my  protest  against  the  system  of  orga- 
nized eviction  in  Ireland  ;  and  in  speak- 
ing of  this  Vote  I  wish  to  be  understood 
as  representing  my  constituency  in  the 
protest  I  make.  I  feel  that  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Morley)  will 
be  received  in  Ireland  to-morrow  with  a 
thrill  of  gratification.  They  will  be  re- 
ceived, at  all  events,  with  this  feeling — 
that,  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
the  country,  a  Gentleman  occupying  a 
responsible  position  has  spoken  of  the 
toiling  masses  of  Ireland  in  terms  of 
commiseration  and  sympathy.  We  re- 
gret that  large  Supplementary  Estimates 
of  this  sort  have  to  be  brought  before  the 
House ;  but  we  say  that  they  have  been 
necessitated  by  this  system  of  organized 
eviction,  which  has  been  entered  upon 
by  the  landlords  of  the  country.  I  am 
in  a  position  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  haa  stated  nothing 

Mr.  John  Morley 


but  the  clearest  and  most  palpable  truth 
when  he  has  told  this  Committee  that 
there  is  no  indisposition  in  Ireland  to  pay 
a  fair  rent.     We  think  it  a  very  cruel 
thing  that  the  Executive  powers  of  the 
Government  should  be  exercised  in  sup- 
port of  an  organized  system  of  evictions; 
and  we  are  glad  to  observe  the  considerate 
and  sympathetic  tone  in  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  approached  the  subject, 
and  we  hope  sincerely  that  the  Gk>yem- 
ment  will  see  their  way  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  a  kind  and  equitable  spirit. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  Commit- 
tee that  it  inyolves  a  confiscation  of  the 
property  of  the  Irish  people  when  large 
forces  of  Constabulary  are  sent  on  these 
eviction  campaigns ;  because  it  is  within 
the  knowledge  of  all  that  these  evictions 
are   the    result  of    circumstances  over 
which  these  poor  people  have  no  more 
control  than  a  man  has  over  the  elements 
around  him.     If  carried  out  by  the  Con- 
stabulary, who  are  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  landlords  by  the  Executive,  the 
poor  people  are  thrown  out  on  the  road- 
side frequently  for  the  non-payment  oi 
one  year's  rent.    I  feel  convinced  that  the 
people  of  Ireland,  as  I  have  said  a  minute 
ago,  will  read  to-morrow  with  feelings  of 
sincere  gratification  the  wise  and  gene- 
rous words  that  have  fallen  from  the  lips 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  and 
I  believe  that  the  Government  will  re- 
cognize the  protest  which  has  fallen  from 
these  Benches,  and  that  we  have  ao  pro- 
tested on  behalf  of  those  people  who  are 
desirous  of  meeting  their  engagements, 
but  who  cannot  be  expected  to  do  so  in 
times  such  as  the  present. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  What  we 
miss  in  this  discussion  is  the  presence  of 
facts  to  enable  the  Committee  to  judge 
what  foundation  there  is  for  the  elo* 
quent  speeches  on  the  subject  of  Irish 
distress  which  we  hear  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  I  will  not  yield  to 
any  man  in  my  abhorrence  of  evictiooa. 
I  have  ever  raised  my  voice  against  them 
in  this  House ;  but  there  are  eviotions 
and  eyictions.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  introduced  this 
discussion,  spoke  of  eviotions,  or  direst- 
ened  evictions,  for  the  purpose  of 
covering  seed  rate. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Nothing  of  the 
They  cannot  do  eo.  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  understand  what  he  is  ^lVnrfc|^ 
about.  They  cannot  be  evicted  for  the 
recovery  of  seed  rate. 
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Mr.    MITCHELL    HENBY :    The 
bon.  Member  mixed  up  evictions  with  his 
statements,  and  said  that  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary has  been  used  for  the  collec- 
tion of  seed  rate.     Well,  it  would   be 
more  candid  of  the  hon.  Member  if  he 
told  the  Conmiittee  what  the  seed  rate 
was.    It  was  the  creation  of  hon.  Mem* 
bers  opposite.     That  is  the  fact,  and  I 
can  proye  it.     In  1879,  when  there  was 
a  period  of  great  distress  in  Ireland,  the 
Conservative  Government,  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  an  hon.  and  gallant  Member  oppo- 
site— the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan) — ^introduced  a 
measure  by  which  they  advanced  money 
to  a  very  large  amount  for  seed  pota- 
toes, which  was  to  be  repaid  in  a  certain 
number  of  years  by  the  levying  of  a  rate 
on  every  barony  which   had  borrowed 
the  money.     Well,  I  contended  at  that 
time,  and  I  now  know,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had   not  been   in 
such  a  hurry  to  bring  forward  his  mea- 
sure, the  Gx)vernment  of  that  day  would 
have  granted  the  most  reasonable  assist- 
ance of  seed  to  crop  the  ground  after  the 
famine  free,  gratis,  for  nothing.  We  did 
BO  in  the  case  of  the  French  people  after 
the  famine.     Wo  sent  immense  quanti- 
ties of  seed  of  all  kinds  abroad.     [Ot>« 
of  **  Question ! "]     I  know  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  do  not  want  the  truth  to  be 
known,  and  they  always  take  up  this 
attitude    when    disagreeable    facts   are 
being  put  forward.     As  I  was  saying,  in 
the  case  of  the  French  War  we  granted 
— that  is  to  say,  the  English  and  Scotch 
people,  and  I  daresay  the  Irish  people 
]oined  with  them — to  the  French  pea- 
santry seed  potatoes,   grain,  and  other 
things,  for  the  purpose  of  cropping  the 
ground  for  another  year ;  and  we  did  it 
as  a  gift.  If  there  is  one  form  of  charity 
more  than  another  which  can  be  de- 
fended on  economic  and  philanthropic 
grounds,  it  is  that  form.    But  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way  intro- 
duced his  Bill,  and  proposed  that  the 
Irish  people  should  repay  the  amount 
which  was  lent  to  them.     The  Govern- 
ment, of  course,  jumped  at  the  proposal 
at  oncC;  and  the  result  has  been   that  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  rate  has  not 
been  paid ;  but  over  and  over  again  appli- 
cation has  been  made  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  collection  of  the  tax.  Appli- 
cations of  that  kind  have  been  acceded 
to  over  and  over  again  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  I  were  to  tell  the  Com. 


mittee  of  the  cheating  and  fraud  that 
went  on  in  regard  to  that  seed  rate — how 
the  common  potatoes  grown  in  the  district 
were  taken  out  of  a  town  and  brought 
back  as  what  they  called  '' champion 
potatoes  "  from  a  distance,  and  re-sold 
at  10  guineas  a  ton 

Mr.  FLYNN:  I  rise  to  Order.  I  want 
to  know  what  connection  there  is  be- 
tween the  long  detailed  history  of  the 
various  incidents  connected  with  the 
seed  rate  and  the  Estimate  before  the 
House  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  perfectly  in  Order  in  his  explanation  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  seed  rate. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  I  am 
never  sorry  for  these  interruptions.  I 
am  only  sorry  for  those  who  make  them, 
because  the  House  knows  the  incurable 
aversion  which  hon.  Members  who  repre- 
sent, or  claim  to  represent,  the  Irish 
people  have  to  the  elucidation  of  facts  and 
truth.  Well,  the  seed  rate  was  a  great 
farce.  I  do  not  remember  how  much  is 
outstanding ;  but  I  know  that,  after 
great  difficulty  in  collecting  the  rate,  a 
great  many  years  have  elapsed  without 
the  amount  advanced  having  been  re- 
paid— for  we  are  now  in  1886,  and  the 
Bill  was  passed  in  1879  or  1880.  After 
so  many  years  a  large  portion  of  the 
seed  rate  still  remains  uncollected.  I 
believe,  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  that  his 
constituents  and  the  people  of  Donegal, 
and  also  the  people  in  that  part  of  Ire- 
land who  are  almost  always  at  the  door 
of  starvation,  are  unable  to  pay  their 
contribution. 

Mr.   DILLON:   My  clients    paid  it 
long  ago. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  :  That 
is  the  county  of  Mayo.  They  may 
have  paid  it — many  were  anxious  to 
— and  in  these  years  the  money  may 
have  been  paid ;  but  the  people  of 
Donegal,  who  are  exceedingly  poor, 
and  the  people  of  Connemara  and  of 
some  parts  of  Kerry,  are  quite  unable  to 
pay  the  rate.  I  have  always  said  so  ; 
and  why,  I  ask,  did  not  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  take  up  the  same  position? 
Why  did  not  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  were  in  the  House  at  the 
time,  protest  against  the  Bill  of  their 
hon.  and  gallant  Colleague  ?  Why  did 
they  not  save  the  Irish  people  from  this 
impost  ?  I  always  protested  that  these 
people  were  utterly  unable  to  repay  this 
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money  that  was  granted  to  tbem  so 
many  years  ago  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  them  to  crop  their  ground ;  and 
I  hope  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  will  obtain  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury  for  the  sweeping  away  of 
the  rate.  I  certainly  should  not,  how- 
ever, let  off  those  Unions  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  who  are  still  as  able  to 
pay  as  any  other  people  in  the  country, 
but  who  will  not  pay  if  they  can  pos- 
sibly help  it.  The  hon.  Member  has 
spoken  of  coercive  measures  for  the 
recovery  of  the  rate ;  but  everyone  who 
knows  Ireland  must  be  aware  that  it  is 
to  be  divided  into  at  least  two  parts. 
The  people  in  the  South  —  the  people 
about  Dublin  and  the  people  of  Cork  and 
Limerick — are  well  able  to  pay  their 
rents.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "  and  cries  of  *•  No  1  "] 
I  say  that  confidently,  and  can  prove  it. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  It  is  not  true.]  It 
IS  perfectly  true.  They  are  as  well  able 
to  pay  their  rents  as  any  people  in 
Great  Britain.  [An  hon.  Membeb: 
Prove  it.]  The  tenants  in  Connemara, 
in  Kerry,  and  the  tenants  in  Donegal, 
who  chiefly  derive  the  money  with 
which  they  pay  their  rents  from  labour 
in  England,  and  who  have  no  employ- 
ment when  trade  is  bad,  are  not  able  to 
pay  their  rents  ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  so  far  as  my  experience  goes,  the 
people  of  Connemara  have  made  the 
most  honourable  efforts  to  pay  their 
rents. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  JohnMoblbt):  Hear,  hear! 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  The 
Chief  Secretary  cheers  that  observation. 
Why  have  these  people  been  so  anxious 
to  pay  ?  Because  they  know  that  the 
encouragement  they  received  from  the 
Land  League  to  resist  the  just  payment 
of  their  rents  has  resulted  in  a  failure. 
Many  of  them  allowed  themselves  to  be 
evicted  at  the  instigation  of  the  Land 
League,  and  found  that  when  they  were 
turned  out  on  the  roadside  they  got  no 
assistance  from  the  large  funds  which 
have  been  subscribed,  and  which  are 
within  the  control  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  They  have  learnt  a  lesson. 
The  people  in  Connemara,  in  Kerry,  and 
Donegal  have  striven  to  pay  their  rents, 
and  all  honour  to  them  for  it.  They  have 
done  so  because  they  have  lost  faith  in 
those  who  before  recommended  them 
not  to  pay,  and  then  deserted  them  in 
their  needs. 

Jfr.  Mitchell  Henry 


An  hon.  Member  :  You  say  that  be- 
cause they  hunted  you. 

Mr.    MITCHELL    HENRY:     The 
people  who  have  not  paid  their  rents 
have  refused  at  the  instigation  of  the 
National  League.     There  is  a  complete 
combination  not  to  pay  rents,  and  the 
tenantry  could  not,  if  they  would,  hold 
out  against  them.     You  haye  only  to 
read  that  very  journal  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  referred  to  —  TJU 
FreemanU  Journal  —  or  to  read   UmiUd 
Ireland,  and  watch  the  advice  which  is 
given  to  these  people  in  the  prosperous 
parts  of   Ireland,   and    often  actually 
given  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  now 
sitting  opposite  to  us  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  see  that  I  am  right.    They 
say — **  If  you  have  got  any  money  take 
care  to  clothe  and  feed  your  children, 
expend  your  money  for  all  those  par* 
poses  which  you  think  are  beneficial  to 
yourself,  and  then,  if  you  haye  anything 
left  over,  give  it  to  the  landlord."   Well, 
what  is  the  result?     Why,   not  with* 
standing    the    25    per    cent    reduction 
which   has   been    made  in  the    groes 
rental  of  Ireland  under  the  Land  Act 
of  1880,  the  tenants  have  actually  asked 
for  a  reduction  of  50  and  60  per  cent. 
They  have  very  properly  been  refused. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Not  by  the  Judges.] 
Take  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire.    Did  they  not  attempt  to  intimi- 
date him  ?    Did  they  not  ask  an  enor- 
mous reduction  which  he  refused  ?    [] An 
hon.  Member  :  How  much  ?]     I  believe 
50  per  cent.     ['*No,  no! "J    I  believe 
it  was  that  amount.    [An  hon.  Membxb  : 
No;  about  20  per  cent.]     However,  I 
will  undertake  to  say  that,  although  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire  granted  a  reduction. 
it  was  not  more  than  about  half  the 
amount  that  was  asked  for.     The  ten- 
antry held  numerous  meetings  and  as- 
sumed a  threatening  aspect;  but  even- 
tually they  thought  it  better  to  pay.  And 
that  is  a  fair  example  of  what  is  con- 
tinually going    on    in    Ireland.      The 
House  is  not  to  be  hoodwinked  on  this 
subject.    I  have  said  this  when  I  wee 
an  Irish  Member,  and  I  will  repeat  it 
now  when   I  am   not.     What  is    the 
amount  of  the  deposits  in  tiie  banks  of 
Ireland?  Upwards  of  £30,000,000.  And 
to  whom  does  it  belong?    Why,  to  the 
prosperous  tenants  of  the  South    and 
East  of  Ireland.    There  is  no  dearth  of 
money  amongst  the  large  farmsrs   in 
Ireland.    Out  of  16  yean  they  have 
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had  12  good  years  of  exceptional  prices ; 
and  though  at  this  moment  prices  have 
fallen  very  low,  I  say  positively  that  they 
are  not  as  low  as  they  were  20  years 
ago,  when  rents  were  much  higher  than 
they  are  now.  It  is  exactly  the  same 
thing  in  the  dairy  counties  of  Ireland. 
The  price  of  butter  is  low  at  this  moment ; 
but  what  is  the  reason  ?  Why,  it  is  per- 
fectly evident  and  well  known.  [^Criee 
of  "  Question !  "]  This  is  the  question. 
The  managers  of  the  Oork  Butter  Market 
have  told  the  people  why  it  is — ^namely, 
because,  through  the  wretched  manner 
in  which  the  Cork  butter  is  made,  the 
Dutch  and  other  foreign  butter  can  beat 
it  out  of  the  market.  Let  the  people  of 
the  South  and  East  of  Ireland  pay  their 
rents  in  an  honourable  manner  ;  let 
them  devote  themselves  to  the  improve- 
ment of  their  agriculture,  and  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  their  main- 
taining a  prosperous  position.  The 
Chief  Secretary  ought  to  know  that  the 
undoubted  misery  of  the  West  of  Ire- 
land is  made  the  fulcrum  by  means  of 
which  the  agitation  against  landlords 
and  the  outcry  against  rent  are  kept  up. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  know  this  as 
well  as  I;  and  at  their  sympoeia  and 
pleasant  dinners  in  the  Irish  parts  of 
London  they  tip  one  another  the  wink 
and  say  how  they  are  humbugging  the 
Britisher.  They  are  humbugging  the 
Britisher,  and  they  know  it,  by  pre- 
tending that  the  condition  of  the  ten- 
antry in  the  East  and  South  of  Ireland 
is  like  that  of  the  tenantry  in  the  West 
and  in  Donegal.  I  have  spoken  plainly 
on  these  points,  and  I  hope  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  investigate  the  facts,  and 
find  out  whether  what  I  have  said  is 
true  or  not.  I  repeat  that  the  tenantry 
in  the  prosperous  farming  portions  of 
Ireland,  though  they  are  now,  at  this 
moment,  receiving  a  much  lo^irer  price 
for  their  produce  than  they  did  before, 
are  excellently  well  able  to  pay  their 
rents ;  but  other  people  in  Connemara, 
Donegal,  and  parts  of  Kerry  are  not 
able  to  pay  them,  and  ought  to  be  saved 
by  every  means.  Oertamly  the  Forces 
of  the  Crown  ought  not  to  be  employed 
against  them  in  these  evictions.  But 
there  was  one  curious  circumstance  in 
the  statement  made  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. He  said  that  every  case  of  evic- 
tion and  of  the  employment  of  the 
FoToes  of  the  Crown  would  be  consi- 
dered   individually   by  the   Executive 


authority.  Now,  that  is  not  the  law ; 
and  if  the  Chief  Secretary  is  to  make 
himself  the  appeal  for  the  decision  of 
the  Courts  of  Law  which  are  duly  con- 
stituted, he  will  have  a  task  which  not 
only  will  overwhelm  him,  but  will  over- 
whelm the  law  itself.  The  Forces  of 
the  Crown  are  to  be  employed  to  make 
the  law  obeyed.  If  the  law  is  a  bad 
one  let  it  be  repealed  or  altered;  and 
Heaven  knows  that  I  have  in  this 
House  for  the  last  17  years,  over  and 
over  again,  asked  for  the  repeal  of  those 
harsh  measures  which  apply  to  one  part 
of  Ireland  a  law  of  eviction  which  ought 
not  to  be  applied  to  a  starving  and 
miserable  population.  But  in  regard  to 
the  rest  of  Ireland,  if  the  tenant  farmers 
who  are  rich  enough  will  not  pay, 
threaten  them  and  they  will  do  so ;  or 
if  they  do  not,  support  those  who  have 
a  right  to  the  land  just  as  much  as  the 
tenants  have,  in  attempting  to  obtain 
their  due  by  the  sale  of  the  tenants' 
stock. 

Mr.  holmes  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  has  re- 
minded us  that  it  can  hardly  be  ex- 
pected that  he  can  know  much  of  this 
subject,  considering  that  he  has  been 
such  a  short  time  in  Office.  All,  I  think, 
will  agree  in  that ;  and  it  would  be  most 
unreasonable  to  assume  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  upon  every  Irish  ques- 
tion, can,  at  the  present  time,  have 
formed  a  definite  opinion.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  in  any  statement  he  has  made 
to-night  he  has  expressed  an  opinion  of 
first  impression,  and  is  prepared,  on 
further  consideration,  to  modify  or  en- 
tirely alter  that  opinion.  It  would  not, 
I  think,  be  amiss  if  I  were  to  bring 
back  the  Committee  to  the  point  from 
which  this  discussion  started.  We  are 
discussing  the  Supplementary  Constabu- 
lary Estimate.  One  might  suppose, 
from  the  course  the  discussion  has  taken, 
and  even  from  a  large  portion  of  the 
Chief  Secretary's  own  address,  that  the 
reason  the  Estimate  has  been  increased 
beyond  what  was  originally  expected  is 
this — ^because  the  Constabulary  have 
been  largely  employed  in  carrying  out 
evictions — and  that  in  consequence  of 
their  having  been  so  largely  employed  the 
estimated  amount  was  not  sufficient  for 
the  purposes  of  travelling  and  other  in- 
cidental expenses.  Now,  we  have  it  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself,  mentioned 
in  an  incidental  and  vague  way,  at  the 
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end  of  his  observations,  that  that  is  not  j 
the  reason  for  the  increase  of  the  Esti- 
mate at  all.    The  cause  of  the  increase, 
so  far  as  I  could  gather  from  the  Chief 
Secretary — and  he  appealed  to  myself 
as  to  my  own  knowledge  on  the  matter, 
which  corresponds  entirely  with  his — ^is 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  Constabulary, 
during  a  considerable  poi*tion  of  last  year, 
not  being  able  to  obtain  cars  and  to  hire 
horses,  and,  in  some  cases,  to  procure 
even  the  bare  necessaries  of  life,  they 
were  obliged  to  spend  capital  in  the 
purchase  of  cars  and  horses.   They  were 
compelled  to  make  these  purchases  not 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
their  ordinary  Cfonstabulary  duties,  but 
actually   for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
from  neighbouring  towns  the  bread  and 
other  food  necessary  for  the  support  of 
the  men  in  the  barracks.     I  might  ask 
why  was  this?    Was  it   because  the 
persons  who  earned  their  livelihood  in 
the  country  by  keeping  cars  for  hire 
were  indisposed  to  add  a  little  to  their 
incomes  by  letting  their  cars  to  the  Con- 
stabulary ?    I  think  it  is  hardly  so.     It 
was  because  there  was  a  power  in  the 
country  which  so  intimidated  the  men 
who  had  the  cars  for  hire  that  they  dare 
not  give    them   to  the    Constabulary, 
though,  again  and  again — and  the  Con- 
stabulary will  bear  me  out — they  would 
have  been  perfectly  williug  to  do  so  if 
the    National    League   had  permitted 
them.     Therefore,  when  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary appeals  to  this  side  of  the  House 
and    asks,    Does   not    our    experience 
correspond  with  his  information  that 
it     was     circumstances    of    this   kind 
which  involved  this  additional  expendi- 
ture,   I  at  once  reply  in   the  affirma- 
tive.   But  there  were  other  portions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  observations 
a  little  more  questionable.     Beference 
has  been  made  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate to  what    are    called   "  organized 
evictions;"  and  hopes  have   been  ex- 
pressed that  the  Government  will  not 
give    any    support    to     any    sweeping 
plan   for  clearing    away    the    inhabi- 
tants from  large  districts  —  from  the 
land  they  have  been  holding  and  the 
houses  they  have  been  occupying  for  a 
long  period.    I  am  afraid  that  some  ob- 
servations fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman—though probably  he  did  not  use 
them  in  that  light — ^rather  suggesting 
the  idea  of  something  of  the  kind  being 
done.    I  am  not  aware  that  in  the  last 
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12  months  there  have  been  any  evictions 
that  could  be  said  to  be  of  that  cha- 
racter.    He  spoke    of   the   Ghweedore 
evictions;  but  there  were  no  evictions 
in  Gweedore  connected  with  the  seed 
rate,  and   the    only    matters    referred 
to  in   the  debate  have  been   in   con- 
nection with  that  rate.     As  the  hon. 
Gentleman    on    the    other    side    (Mr. 
Mitchell    Henry)    knows,   but    as   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  scarcely  be 
expected   to  know,  people   cannot    be 
evicted  from  their  holdings  for  non-pay- 
ment of  seed  rate ;  and  if  the  Consta- 
bulary have  been  used  at  all,  it  has  only 
been  for  protecting  whoever  might  be 
the  warrant  bearer  in  the  collection  of 
the  rate.    If   there  were  a  Betam  of 
nulla  bona  no  penalty  can  be  attached  to 
those  liable  to  payment  of  the  rate.     A 
Beturn  has  been  furnished  as  to  the 
evictions  in  the  last  12  months.    I  think 
I  am  correct  in  the  statement — if  I  am 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  correct  me,  though  I  belioTe  he 
will  bear  me  out — ^that  the  evictions  in 
Ireland  during  the  year  1 885  were  much 
less  in  number  than  in  1884.     I  believe, 
in  round  numbers,  the  number  of  evic- 
tions in  1884  were  about  4,000,  and  that 
in  the  year  following  they  were  3,0O0. 
But,  lest  the  Committee   should  carry 
away  a  misapprehension  as  regards  the 
meaning  of  these  figures,  I   ought   to 
state  that  these  were  evictions  that  ap- 
peared in  the  hands  of  the  Sheriff,  and 
that  in  a  large  proportion  of  cases — as 
always    happens — ^the    persons  evicted 
were  restored  either  as  tenants  or  care- 
takers.   These  numbers,  therefore,  do 
not    represent  the    actual    number    of 
people  put  out  of  their  holdings,  but  the 
number  in  which   evictions  oame  into 
the  hands  of  the  Sheriff;  and,  as  I  have 
said,  there  was  a  substantial  decrease  in 
1885.  I  think  I  may  say  that  in  the  past 
five  or  six  months  during  which  I  nad 
some    experience   in    connection    with 
the  government  of  Ireland  there  were 
very  few  cases  in  which  it  was  necessary 
to  assist  the  Civil  power  by  even  the 
Constabulary,  much  less  the  Military,  in 
the  carrying  out  of  evictions.    I  know 
that  occasionally  in  Ireland  the  torba- 
lence  is  so  great  that  it  is  neoeesaiy  to 
g^ve  that  assistance;  but  probably  the 
reason  why  it  was  so  seldom  neoesaary 
to  employ  the  Constabulary  was  because 
there  were  so  few  evictions.    Another 
subject  on  which  the  right  hon*  Gentle- 
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man  ratber  suggested  that  there  might 
be  a  difference  of  opinion  on  this  Bench 
from  the  information  he  himself  has  re- 
ceived was  the  question  of  the  payment 
of  rents  in  Ireland.    I  am  able  to  say 
what  the  result  of  my  own  information 
on  that  subject  is.    I  think  in  a  great 
many  parts  of  the  country  rents  are  very 
fairly  paid ;  and  as  to  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  in  that  respect, 
provided  he  does  not   apply  it  to  the 
whole  country,  I  am  not  disposed  to  dis- 
agree   with    him.     I   also   admit  that 
there  are  parts  of  Ireland  in  which,  at 
the  present  time,  it  is  very  difficult  for 
the  tenants  to  pay ;  but  the  same,  I 
think,  may  be   said  with  regard  to  the 
tenantry  in  some  parts  of  England  and 
Scotland.     I  think  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  bear  me  out  that  in  this  last 
class  of  cases  to  which  I  have  referred 
tenants  in  Ireland  are  treated  with  pre- 
cisely the  same  indulgence  by  their  land- 
lords as  similar  persons  in  like  posi- 
tions in  Scotland  and  England  have  re- 
ceived.    But  I  would  refer  to  another 
class  of  cases  that,  unfortunately,  I  know 
have  existed  in  Ireland  to  a  consider- 
able extent,   and  of  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  heard,  or,   perhaps,  has 
obtained    information  with  regard  to. 
I    know  certain  parts  of  the    country 
in  which  the  rents  are  not  being  paid, 
not  because  the  tenants  are  not  able 
to    pay   them,   but   because    they   are 
not    permitted    to    pay    them.     [^CHss 
of  *'  Name !  "]    It  would  be  perfectly 
impossible  for  any  person  rising  in  de- 
bate, as  I  have  done  at  the  present  time, 
to  g^ve  such  cases  by  name.    But  I  say 
I  know,  from  information  I  can  tho- 
roughly rely  upon,  that  there  are  many 
csases  throughout  the  country  in  which 
the  tenants  on  a  particular  estate  collect 
together,  and  pass  resolutions  declaring 
that  no  rents  shall  be  paid  unless  some 
exorbitant  reduction  of  40  or  50  per  cent 
is  allowed.     I  can  understand  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  a  laudlord  to  inquire  into  in- 
dividual cases  on  his  property ;  and  if  he 
finds  there  are  some  where  men  are  un- 
able to  pay  their  rent  to  give  them  time, 
and  treat  them  with  leniency ;  but  how 
is  it  possible  for  a  landlord  to  deal  with 
tenantry  when  he  is  told  that  he  is  com- 
pelled to  give  a  reduction  all  round, 
irrespective  of  individual  cases,  of  40, 
50,  or  60  per  cent  ?    Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  never  heard  of  such  cases — 
where  some  of  the  tenants  have  stated 


that  they  would  lodge  the  amount  of  the 
reduction  so  agreed  upon  in  the  bank, 
rather  than  allow  it  to  go  into  the  land- 
lord's hands?    [**0h!"]     One  would 
suppose  I  am  addressing  a  House  that 
knows  nothing  of  what  occurs  in  Ire- 
land.    I  will  mention  a  very  recent  case 
which  occurred  in  Ireland — a  case  of  a 
property  on  which  there  were  reported 
to  be  100  tenants.     The  tenants  were 
very  badly  off,  it  was  said ;  and  though 
some  had  had  their  rents  judicially  fixed, 
it  was  impossible  for  any  of  them  to  pay 
the  full  amount  they  were  charged.  Ap- 
plication was    made   to    the   Beceiver 
Judge  to  give  a  reduction  of  50  per  cent 
where  the  rents  had  not  been  fixed  by 
the  Land  Commission,  and  of  40  per 
cent  where  they  had.     The  application 
was  supported  by  a  strong  affidavit; 
and  it  was  said  that  it  was  impossible 
for  any  of  the  people  to  pay  their  rents ; 
but  before  the  case  had  proceeded  far  it 
appeared  from  the  Beceiver  himself  that 
a  fortnight  before  60  men  had  paid  the 
rents  in  full,  and  a  number  of  others 
only  required  a  short  time  to  do  so.     So 
far  as  my  information  goes,  rents  are 
fairly  paid  in  Ireland  where  there  is  no 
external  force  acting  to  the  contrary ;  so 
far  as  my  information  goes,  where  rents 
cannot  be  paid  there  is  a  reasonable 
indulgence    shown    by    the    landlords. 
["No!  "]     Certainly,  up  to  the  present 
time,  there  has  not  been  any  of  those 
wholesale  evictions  we  have  had  referred 
to  in  this  House ;  and,  so  far  as  I  can 
judge,  the  same  policy  of  moderation 
which  has  been  pursued  in  this  respect 
by  the  landlords  in  the  past  will  con- 
tinue in  the  future.     There  was  one  re- 
mark of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  which  pro- 
duced at  the  time  upon  my  mind  a  strong 
impressioil  as  to  the  way  in  which  it 
would  be  received  in  Ireland,  and  which 
I  am  afraid  may  produce  disastrous  re- 
sults.     The  hon.  Member  for    North 
Cork  (Mr.  Flynn)  appeared  to  consider 
that  the  observations  that  were  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  to-night  will  be  received 
throughout  Ireland  with  the  greatest 
pleasure ;  and  he  appeared  to  base  that 
pleasure  on  the  supposition  that  help 
would  not  be  given  by  the  Government 
to  the  Civil  power  in  carrying  out  the 
law. 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  por  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Moblet)  :  I  said  that 
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the  help  of  the  military  force  would  not 
be  granted. 

Me.  holmes  :  The  military  force ! 
The  occasions  on  which    the  military 
force  is  required  to  carry  out  the  law  in 
Ireland    are    very    few    indeed.      The 
question  is  this.     Suppose,  for  instance, 
the     Sheriff   receives    the    writ    of    a 
Superior    Court,    and   he    says — **  My 
bailiffs  are  endangered  if  they  carry  out 
that  writ ; " — the  question  is,  will  the 
Constabulary  protect  the  bailiffs  ?    That 
is    an    important ,  question ;   and  I  am 
a&aid  it  will  be  assumed  in  Ireland,  after 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  G-en- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
that  no  protection  will  be  given  by  the 
Civil  Force  to  those  who  have  to  carry 
out  the  law.     I  presume  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  al- 
though not  a  native  of  Ireland,  and  not 
a  lawjer,  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
Sheriff  would  be  bound  to  execute  a  writ 
as  an  officer  of  a  Superior  Court ;  and  I 
cannot  understand  on  what  ground  the 
Executive  of  the  present  day  will  decline 
to  give  the  officials  of  the  Court  that  pro- 
tection which  he  will  require  in  doing  a 
duty  which  the  law  imposes  upon  him, 
and  renders  him  liable  to  penalties  for 
not  carrying  out.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  stated  that  he  will  examine 
into  the  cases  individually,  and  determine 
the  particular  cases  in  which  assistance 
will  be  given,  and  in  which  it  will  be  re- 
fused.    Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
taken  into  consideration  the  modus  ope- 
randi oi  this  proceeding  ?  We  know  that 
the  present  Government  is  a  Government 
of.  examination  and  inquiry ;  and  pro- 
bably it  is  one  of  those  matters  which 
will  be  the  subject  of  their  examination 
and  inquiry,  which  are  the  proper  cases 
in  which  to    afford   protection   to  the 
Sheriff  in  executing  a  writ.    But  how  can 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  tell  whether 
the  writ  of  the  Court  covers  the  shadow 
or  the  substance  of   a  right?      Will 
he  set  up  in  Dublin  Castle  an  inquiry 
into  cases  in  which  the  Court  issued 
writs  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the 
Sheriff  was  justified  in  executing  them 
or  not  ?    After  all,  great  allowance  must 
be  made  for  the  inexperience  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  and  I  believe  that,  what- 
ever his  experience   may   be  in  other 
matters,  he  has  little  experience  in  any 
branch  of  the  Executive.    But  I  think 
when  he  has  tried  to  carry  out  this  busi- 
ness,  when  his  experience  is  a  little 
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greater,  and  when  he  has  pursued  his 
inquiries  in  this  direction  a  little  further, 
he  will  find  that  he  is  surrounded  in  his 
task  with  the  greatest  difficulty.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  one  way  only 
for  the  Executive  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion, and  that  is  that  they  should  carry 
out  the  law ;  and  if  the  law  be  unjust, 
and  if  it  be  not  such  as  the  circumstances 
of  the  country  require,  let  them  alter  the 
law.  Up  to  the  present  time  it  has  never 
been  tolerated  that  Members  of  the  GtH 
vernment,  who  are  there  to  administer 
the  law,  should  suspend  that  law,  or  alter 
it  according  to  their  own  views ;  and  I 
am  sure  th^t  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  begins  to  consider  these  matters 
a  little  more,  and  when  he  has  brought 
a  more  mature  experience  to  bear  upon 
them,  will  perceive  that  the  principle 
which  must  guide  his  conduct  is  that 
which  has  been  the  guide  of  those  who 
have  gone  before  them.  If  that  be  so, 
however  much  we  may  differ  from  him 
with  reference  to  his  views  upon  Irish 
subjects,  we  shall  have  no  difference  of 
opinion  with  him  on  the  necessity  of 
pressing  on  all  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland 
the  observance  of  the  law. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Habcoitrt)  :  I  rise 
just  to  say  a  few  words  with  reference 
to  the  rather  passionate  speech  of  the 
late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes).  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
approached  this  matter  at  all  in  the 
judicial  spirit  in  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to  me  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
addressed  himself  to  it.  I  do  not  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  deserved  or  desired 
that  compassion  for  his  inexperience 
which  has  been  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to-ni^t. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  observations  have  been  entirely, 
though,  no  doubt,  unintentionally,  mis- 
understood. After  all,  what  did  my 
right-  hon.  Friend  say  with  reference  to 
the  use  of  the  military  in  respect  of 
evictions  and  the  collection  of  rents  in 
Ireland,  except  that  which  another  Col- 
league and  hon.  Friend  of  mine  said 
yesterday  evening  with  reference  to 
evictions  in  ScoUand  ?  I  understand 
that  the  doctrine  laid  down  in  each  case 
was  precisely  the  same.  When  I  was 
at  the  Home  Office  I  had  some  expe- 
rience with  regard  to  Scotland.  Whenh 
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became  necessary  to  employ  military 
force  to  vindicate  the  law,   great  care 
was  taken  that  the  military  should  not 
be  employed  for  the  purpose  of  eviction 
or  the  collection  of  rents.    It  was  the 
condition  laid  down   in    allowing   the 
military  to  be  employed  in  the  Western 
Highlands  of  Scotland  that  they  should 
prevent  breaches  of  the  peace,  and  to 
punish  those  who  resisted  the  officers  of 
the  law,  and  that  they  were  not  to  act  as 
rent  collectors.  That  principle,  I  believe, 
is  a  sound  one.    It  is  the  principle  in 
England,   and  it  was   acted    upon    in 
Scotland  two  or  three  years  ago.      I 
did    not    understand    my    right    hon. 
Friend    the     Chief    Secretary    to    say 
anything   more  than  that.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  did  not  say  that  if  the  law 
was  violated,   and  if  persons  resisted 
the  officers  of  the  law,  all  the  resources 
of  the  Oovernment  will  not  be  employed 
to  vindicate  the  law.    My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  said  nothing  of  that  sort.  He 
said  it  is  not  desirable  —  and  in  my 
opinion  it  is  not  desirable — to  employ  the 
Military  Forces  as  collectors  of  rents. 
It  is  true  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
said  that  there  ought  to  be  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  as  well  as  on  the  part 
of  proprietors  of  land,  a  sentiment  of 
humanity  and  discrimination  in  reference 
to  the  operation  of  evictions.     [''  Hear, 
hear!  "  from  Home  Itu^en,]    That  is  all 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said.  [''  Oh,  oh  ! " 
from  the   Opposition.']    1  am  sure  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  deny  that 
the  last  pound  of  fiesh    ought  to  be 
exacted ;  and  the  Government  may  well 
act  like  a  just  judge,  and  bear  in  mind 
considerations  of  that  kind  in  a  spirit 
of  humanity.  The  Oommittee  has  heard 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  said;  there 
is  nothing  in  what  he  said  that  appears 
to  me  to  be  otherwise  than  souna  and 
justifiable,  and  I  entirely  agree  with 
him. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  do  not  feel  con- 
cerned to  champion  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland ; 
but  I  must  say  that  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  G^ntieman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is 
not  in  need  of  any  apology  or  vindica- 
tion from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Holmes),  who  sits  on 
tills  side  of  the  House.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  perceives,  in  his  mind, 
the  principle  of  civilized  rule ;  and  I  be- 


lieve, and  am  glad  to  believe,  that  he 
will  act  upon  it.    The  right  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  as  a  politician,  and  let  me  say 
as  a  statesman,  has  reached  an  eminence 
which  the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land can  never  hope  to    reach.      His 
mind  is  at  present  dear ;  but  I  warn  him 
that  the  position  of  Irish  Secretary  will 
make  him  acquainted  with  strange  com- 
pany ;  and  I  solemnly  say  that  it  would 
be  better  for  him  if  he  never  learned  a 
single  fact  about  Ireland,  trusting  to  his 
own   abstract    perception  of  principle, 
rather  than  that  his    mind  should  be 
debauched    by   the    pettifogging    and 
cruel  chicanery  of  Dublin  Castle.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  labours 
under  the  disorder  which  appears  to  be 
chronic  with  some  Four  Courts  lawyers 
— he  is  under  the  delusion  that  a  con- 
temptible and  feeble  case  can  be  dis- 
guised by  loudness  of  tone  and  feverish- 
ness  of  gesture.     But,  Sir,  he  has  not 
convinced    any  hon.    Member  in  this 
House  that  it  is  possible  for  any  appre- 
ciable proportion  of  tenants  in  Ireland 
to  pay  their  rents.  I  offer  him  no  thanks 
for  the  small  admission  he  has  made. 
Does  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman deny  that  the  prices  of  agricul- 
tural produce  have  fallen  40  per  cent  ? 
Does  he  know  that  Judge  Barrington 
has  taken  as  much  as  50  per  cent  off 
fixed  rents  ?    Does  he  deny  that  the 
Courts  have,  with  the  solemn  sanction  of 
the  law,  given  reductions  of  15,  20,  and 
as  high  as  40  per  cent  off  rents  ?    The 
right    hon.     and    learned    Gentleman 
says  there  are  places  in  Ireland  where 
tenants  can  pay  rent,  but  where  they 
are    not    allowed    to    pay.     I   protest 
again  this  insinuation,  Mr.  Chairman, 
as  being  similar  in  politics  to  an  in- 
famous slander  in  private  life.  I  pro- 
test against  this   system,    which  is  a 
leaf  taken  from  the  book  of  the  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  Union,  who    send  their 
spouters  over  every  platform  in  England 
in    order   to    mislead  honest    English 
people  who  are  disposed  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.    The  right  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  imitates   the    rdle   of    Mr. 
Smith  Barry,  which  gentleman  turned 
out  his  labourers  because  they  ventured 
to  ask  for  the  benefit  of  the  Labourers' 
Act;  this  gentleman,  a  few  days  ago, 
said  that  he  knew  of  certain  cases  of 
^'  Boycotting,"  and  when  asked  where, 
said — '*  I  dare  not  name  the  district." 
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We  can  understand  his  fears;  but 
'when  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  says  he  does  not  name  the 
district  in  which  "Boycotting"  exists 
— why,  it  is  absurd.  But  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  he 
knows  districts  in  which  rents  can 
be  paid,  but  are  not  allowed  to  be 
paid.  I  challenge  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  give  the  name  of 
those  districts.  There  is  no  reason  in 
the  world  why  the  names  of  those  dis- 
tricts should  not  be  given.  Allusion  has 
been  made  to  the  evictions  at  Gweedore; 
and  it  has  been  attempted  to  cast  some 
doubt  upon  their  existence.  I  say  there 
is  nothing  more  shameful  in  the  history 
of  the  world  than  the  evictions  of  women 
that  have  taken  place  in  that  unfortunate 
portion  of  the  country  during  the  last 
two  or  three  years.  In  that  place  the 
landlord  first  threatened  the  tenants  that 
if  they  went  to  thelLand  Court  he  would 
take  them  to  a  higher  Court  and  so  ruin 
them  ;  he  then  ran  up  legal  costs ;  and 
it  is  a  fact  that  for  rents  of  £1  as 
much  as  £3  or  £4  legal  costs  have 
been  added.  It  was  for  such  claims  as 
these  that  the  poor  people  were  evicted, 
and  then,  having  turned  them  out,  he 
used  his  power  as  outdoor  Guardian  to 
refuse  them  that  cold  charity — outdoor 
relief.  I  say  there  is  no  doubt,  from 
the  patent  facts  of  the  case,  from  the 
falling  prices,  and  from  the  manner  in 
which  the  means  of  the  small  tenants 
have  been  exhausted  in  order  that  they 
may  obtain  the  benefit  of  the  Arrears 
Act,  that  there  prevails  in  Ireland  a 
general  incapacity  to  pay  unreduced  or 
even  judicicJ  rents;  and  I  invite  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  apply  to  the  case  the  strictest 
scrutiny  that  his  ability  or  his  experience 
may  suggest,  and  the  result  of  his  in- 
vestigations will  be  confidently  awaited 
by  us.  Now,  Sir,  some  controversy  has 
been  raised,  and  reference  has  been 
made,  to  the  course  pursued  by  Mr. 
Thomas  Drummond,  who  lived  to  enjoy 
an  unsoiled  reputation  as  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who  refused  to  use  the  armed 
Forces  of  the  Crown  in  the  case  of 
seizures  that  were  made  for  tithes.  Mr. 
Thomas  Drummond's  course  was  to 
despatch  an  armed  force  to  a  convenient 
spot ;  but  he  did  not  allow  it  to  approach 
the  place  of  seizure  unless  there  was 
proof  of  violence  and  breach  of  the  law. 

Mr,  8$xUm 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  has  said  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  only  promised  that 
the  military  should  not  be  employed. 
Are  we  to  understand  by  that  the 
red  coats  ?  The  police  are  the  military 
of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
smiles.  Was  he  ever  in  Ireland?  I 
can  assure  him  if  he  went  there  to- 
morrow he  would  not  know  the  police- 
men there  from  members  of  a  Bifle 
Brigade.  I  heard  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  with  hope,  because  I 
understood  him  to  mean  that  he  would 
in  future  consider  whether  or  not  the 
armed  Forces  of  the  Crown  should  be 
employed  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
To  those  who  intervene  and  cry  out  for 
the  execution  of  the  law,  I  say  that  a 
statesman  has  more  at  the  present 
crisis  to  consider  in  Ireland  than  the 
mere  enforcement  of  the  law  ;  he  has  to 
consider  the  public  peace,  the  prevention 
of  crime,  and  the  true  harmony  of 
society.  [Iromical  ehe$ri,']  Sir,  I  wish 
to  have  a  clear  understanding  as  to  the 
engagements  we  have  had.  Are  the 
Executive  in  Ireland  to  consider  the 
merits  of  each  case  when  a  landlord 
proposes  to  evict  a  tenant  ?  What  are 
the  merits  ?  They  are  these.  If  there 
is  reasonable  ground  for  believing  that 
the  tenant  can  pay  the  rent  and  will  not 
pay  it,  then  the  merits,  from  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  point  of  view,  are  on  the  aide  of 
the  landlord,  and  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  the  Executive  to  send  the  military 
there ;  but  if  it  is  clear  that  from 
causes  beyond  his  control  the  tenant  is 
not  able  to  pay,  then  I  say  tiiat  the 
merits  are  upon  the  side  of  &e  tenant 
I  understand  then,  from  the  dedaratioa 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  in  the  latter 
case  the  armed  force  of  the  Crown  shall 
not  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
landlord  for  the  perpetration  of  what 
would  be  an  outrageous  act  of  orndty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  that  the 
promise  given  with  regard  to  Seotland 
was  that  the  military  should  not  be 
used  with  reference  to  evictions.  Well* 
that  had  relation  only  to  the  soldiers. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (SirWrixiAM  Habooxjkt)  :  I  did 
not  use  the  word  at  all ;  I  did  not  think 
it  the  proper  word  to  apply. 
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Mb.  SEXTON:  I  am  not  speakmg 
of  the  word,  bat  of  the  force,  and  with 
regard  to  the  use  or  non-use  of  it  at 
eriotionB.  But  the  Groi^n  has  no  force 
in  Scotland  other  than  the  military; 
and,  therefore,  if  the  QoTemment  in 
respect  of  Scotland  holds  out  the  hope 
that  they  will  not  use  the  military  at 
evictions,  they  hold  out  the  hope  that 
they  will  not  use  the  only  force  they 
have  at  their  disposal.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  police  are  the  military  force  in 
Ireland ;  die  soldiers  have  nothing  to 
do  with  evictions.  When  did  anyone 
see  a  soldier  at  an  eviction?  I  say 
without  fear  of  contradiction  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  speaking  of 
the  military,  alluded  to  the  red  coats, 
he  made  a  promise  which  has  no  re- 
lation to  the  actual  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  ;  and  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  right,  we  have  no  hope 
that  the  only  force  which  is  used  at 
evictions  in  Ireland  will  be  withdrawn. 
Now,  I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or 
some  other  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  will  be  able  to  tell  us  that 
the  Government  will  act  in  the  same 
manner  and  in  the  same  spirit  as  did 
Mr.  Thomas  Drummond  in  Yns  day ;  and 
that  these  landlords,  who  are  endea- 
vouring to  deprive  tenants  of  the  interest 
in  their  holdings  which  has  been  given 
to  them  by  Act  of  Parliament,  shall  qot 
have  the  armed  Forces  of  the  Crown  at 
their  back.  The  equity  of  the  case  is 
dearly  on  the  side  of  the  tenant,  and 
we  claim  that  the  interval  which  will 
elapse  between  the  Act  of  1881  and  the 
final  Act  which  will  make  the  tenant 
owner  of  his  farm  should  not  be  em- 

I>loyed  by  the  Crown  to  enable  the  land- 
ords  to  do  what  we  call  both  an  in- 
equitable and  dangerous  act.  Sir,  I 
hope  that  the  spirit  expressed  by  the 
rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
this  evening  will  be  manifest  in  his  future 
actio^.  Irish  Members  will  watch  the 
action  of  the  Executive ;  and  I  promise 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  spirit 
prevails  in  his  dealing  with  Irish  affairs, 
the  Government  may  approach  with  con- 
fidence the  matter  which  lies  at  the  root 
of  disaffection  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (who 
rose  amid  cries  of  ''Divide!")  said:  I 


do  not  propose,  Mr.  Courtney,  to  occupy 
much  of  the  time  of  the  Committee; 
and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  so  cour- 
teously crying  •*  Divide !  "  will,  for  a 
short  space  of  time,  relapse  into  that 
silence  which  so  much  better  becomes 
them  than  any  effort  of  speech  which 
they  could  possibly  make  under  any  dr- 
oumstances^  shall  all  the  sooner  bring  my 
remarks  to  a  termination.  I  would  not 
have  risen  at  all  to-night  but  that  I  felt 
called  upon,  in  the  interests  of  absolute 
truth,  to  refute  the  statement  which  has 
been  made  in  the  House  by  the  present 
Member  for  Glasgow,  but  late  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitdiell  Henry).  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  there  is  any  considerable  num- 
ber of  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland  outside 
the  district  of  Connemara,  in  which  he 
himself  lives,  and  outside  the  counties  of 
Donegal  and  Kerry,  unable  to  pay  the 
rents  required  of  them.  I  do  not,  for  a 
moment,  wish  to  say  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wilfully  makes  a  mis-statement  to 
this  House ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
if  he  knew  as  much  of  the  rest  of  Ire* 
land  as  he  knows  of  Connemara — if  he 
had  travelled  for  any  length  of  time 
lately  through  the  different  counties  of 
Ireland — ^he  must  know  that  iu  every 
county  in  the  country  there  is  just  as 
much  inability  to  pay  rent  as  there  is  in 
Connemara.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Ghsn- 
tleman  and  the  Committee  that  in  the 
county  that  I  represent  (Fermanagh) 
dozens  and  dozens  of  honest,  hard-work- 
ing farming  people  told  me,  during  the 
late  election,  that  if  they  did  not  receive 
a  large  and  ready  reduction  of  rent — if 
the  landlord  demanded  his  pound  of  flesh 
— ^they  did  not  know  where  they  were 
to  get  the  money  from.  I  am  aware 
that  in  speaking  thus  of  the  dis- 
trict that  I  know,  and  through  which  I 
have  travelled  a  great  deal,  I  am  only 
speaking  as  other  Members  of  the  Party 
to  which  I  belong^could  speak,  with  equal 
truth  and  certainly,  of  the  particular  dis- 
tricts with  which  they  are  acquainted. 
I  must  add  that  it  is  absolutely  aishonest 
and  mischievous  for  an  hon.  Member, 
who  has  some  acquaintance  with  Ire- 
land, to  come  down  to  the  House  and 
seriously  tell  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men who  have  come  to  the  House  fer 
the  first  time — who  have  not  heard  the 
debates  upon  Irish  matters  in  this  House, 
and  who  know  little  or  nothing  of  Ire- 
land— ^that  the  farmers  throughout  the 
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whole  of  Ireland,  with  the  exception  of 
three  districts,  are  able  to  pay  rent  with- 
out reduction.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  such 
statements  are  more  calculated  to  cause 
discontent  and  disturbance  than  the 
preaching  of  the  most  fierce  opposition 
to  the  payment  of  rent  that  I  or  the 
Party  to  which  I  belong  could  indulge  in. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  I  rise 
to  Order,  Mr.  Courtney.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  really  no  right  to  misrepre- 
sent what  I  said.  What  I  said  was  that 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  are  as  well  able 
to  pay  rent  as  the  tenants  of  England 
and|  Scotland.  I  never  said  they  were 
able  to  pay  without  reduction. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  restrained  the 
natural  feeling  of  uneasiness  which  of 
course  besets  him  at  hearing  his  state- 
ment straightforwardly  refuted  by  me, 
he  would  have  found  that  in  a  minute 
or  two  I  would  have  come  to  the  very 
point  which  he  made  when  he  said  that 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  were  just  as  well 
able  to  pay  as  the  tenants  in  England  or 
in  Scotland.  Such  a  statement  as  that 
must  lead  anyone  to  believe  that  the 
hon.  Member  has  a  very  poor  idea  of 
the  general  knowledge,  if  not  the  gene- 
ral intelligence,  of  Englishmen  or  Scotch- 
men ;  because  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men who  take  the  trouble  to  inquire, 
even  in  the  slightest  degree,  as  to  the 
relative  condition  of  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland  and  in  England  will  find  that 
the  most  elementary  difiPerence  between 
the  Land  Question  in  Ireland  and  in 
England  rests  upon  this  fact — that  the 
way  in  which  tenants  in  Ireland  are  dealt 
with  by  landlords  has  always  been — 
and,  I  believe,  unless  something  is  done, 
always  will  be — completely  and  abso- 
lutely difiPerent  to  the  way  in  which 
English  landlords  have  dealt  with  their 
tenants.  There  is  no  similarity  what- 
ever between  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland  and  the  relation 
of  landlord  and  tenant  in  England.  The 
system  is  similar,  and  it  is  bad;  but 
your  English  landlord  has  lived  with 
his  tenants.  He  has  inquired  into  their 
particular  case  ;  he  has  spent  the  money 
which  he  has  got  from  their  earnings 
amongst  them;  and  he  is  of  the  same 
race  and  religion ;  but  in  Ireland  the 
landlords  of  whom  we  complain  most, 
and  the  landlords  who  have  done  most 
to  bring  the  Irish  Land  Question  to  its 
present  critical  condition,  are  men  who 

9/r.  William  Redmond 


do  not  see  their  tenants,  who  are  dif- 
ferent in  race  and  religion,  who  are 
merely  and  only  connected  with  their 
tenants  through  the  medium  of  the  land 
agents,  who  care  nothing  about  their 
tenants  or  their  families  so  long  as  their 
land  agents  send  them  regularly  the  re- 
mittances of  the  rack  rents,  so  that  they 
may  live  pleasantly  in  parts  of  the 
world  remote  from  the  suffering  which 
their  unfortunate  serfs  in  Ireland  have 
to  undergo.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  did  not  tell  the  Com- 
mittee  that,  although,  as  he  said,  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  tenants  are  not  better 
able  to  pay  their  rents  than  Irish  tenants^ 
in  many  parts  of  England  and  Scotland 
landlords,  and  large  landlords,  not  too 
celebrated  for  their  humanity  or  merci- 
fulness of  disposition,  have  g^ven  re- 
ductions of  rent  unsolicited  —  without 
waiting  for  agitation — while  in  similar 
cases,  only  more  grievous,  landlords  in 
Ireland,  even  in  the  face  of  bitter  agita- 
tion, have  not  given  reductions  of  rent 
The  reductions  which  have  been  sparingly 
given  by  landlords  in  some  parts  of  Ire- 
land have  only  been  a  tardy  following 
of  the  example  which  was  set  to  them 
by  their  more  generous  and  more  re- 
spectable brothers,  the  English  and 
Scotch  landlords.  And  many  and  many 
an  eviction  there  would  have  been  in 
Ireland,  and  many  and  many  a  bitter 
time  there  would  have  been  for  farmers 
in  that  country,  if  a  number  of  Irish 
landlords  who  spend  their  money  in 
English  society  had  not  been,  out  of 
pure  shame,  eompelled  to  give  some  re- 
ductions of  rent  to  their  tenantry,  when 
they  found  that  the  English  landlords, 
with  whom  they  mixed  in  society,  were 
making  remissions.  Sir,  I  would  not 
have  risen  to  address  the  Committee  at 
all  had  I  not  thought  that  I  should  be 
failing  in  the  fulfilment  of  my  duty  to 
an  Irish  agricultural  constituency  ii  I 
sat  quietly  by  and  heard  Englishmen 
and  Scotchmen  told  that  the  great  bulk 
of  the  farmers  of  Ireland,  in  the  face  of 
the  depression  of  trade  which  now  eodsts, 
are  able  to  pay  their  rents.  Day  after 
day  I  receive  letters  from  men  who  are 
well  accredited,  whose  names  and  ad- 
dresses are  in  evidence,  complaining  of 
the  present  state  of  things ;  I  have  re- 
ceived dozens  of  letters  in  which  the 
complaint  is  made  that  if  something  ii 
not  done  to  induce  landlords  to  make 
remissions  of  reDt,  or  if  something  is  not 
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done  by  the  Government  to  prevent  evic- 
tion, the  writers  do  not  know  how  evic- 
tion is  to  be  avoided,  or  what  they  are 
to  do  to  continue  in  the  country,  or  what 
they  are  to  do  to  get  the  money  with 
which  to  leave  the  country  if  they  are 
evicted.  We  know  that  in  Ck)rk,  and 
Limerick,  and  Wexford,  and  Carlow,  and 
Queen's  County,  and  in  all  the  Southern 
counties  which  are  supposed  to  be  rich, 
the  farmers  cannot  pay  rent  unless  they 
get  reductions;  and  knowing  this  it  is 
most  hurtful  to  ns  to  hear  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  had  some  connection  with 
Ireland  instilling  it  into  the  ears  of 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  that  there 
are  only  a  few  corners  in  Ireland  where 
the  people  are  not  able  to  pay  their 
rents.  Believe  me,  Sir,  if  there  were 
only  the  few  corners  which  the  hon. 
Member  names  where  the  people  are 
not  able  to  pay  their  rents,  rents  would 
have  been  paid,  and  the  agitation  would 
not  have  attained  its  present  dimensions. 
It  is  simply  because  the  people  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  country  find  it 
difficult  to  pay  rent  that  the  agitation 
has  reached  its  present  height ;  and  it  is 
simply  because  the  people  throughout 
the  whole  country,  and  not  in  three  dis- 
tricts, are  in  distress,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  find  that  if  they  want, 
a?  I  believe  they  do,  to  restore  peace 
and  tranquillity  in  Ireland,  they  will 
have,  sooner  or  later,  either  to  put  re- 
strictions upon  the  action  of  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland,  or  else  to  give  to 
Ireland  that  government  of  itself,  which 
will  of  its  own  accord,  and  as  one  of  its 
first  actions,  take  good  care  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  not  compelled  to 
pay  rack  rents.  All  I  have  to  say,  in 
conclusion,  is  that  I  am  surprised  and 
grieved  that  a  feeling  of  shame  at  having 
been  thrust  out  of  the  representation 
of  an  Irish  constituency  should  have  in- 
duced the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  who  now  represents  a  Scotch 
constituency,  to  misrepresent  and  slander 
and  malign  the  Irish  people,  the  great 
Bin  of  some  of  whom  was,  no  doubt,  in 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
they  refused  to  accept  his  services  any 
longer. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  am 
not,  Sir,  so  old  a  Parliamentary  hand 
as  some  others ;  but  I  am  a  sufficiently 
old  Parliamentary  hand  not  to  occupy 
the  Committee  very  long  at  this  hour 
of  the  night.    I  should  not  have  ven- 

YOIi.  coon,    [thied  semes.] 


tured   to  rise  at  all,   but  would  have 
been  content  to  leave  matters  as  they 
have  been  left  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  spoke  the 
sentiments  of  us  all,  and  spoke  them 
well,  if  it  had  not  been  that  the  hon. 
Member   for    Glasgow    (Mr.    Mitchell 
Henry)  challenged  us  to  stick  to  facts. 
He  proceeded  himself  to  give  us  a  state- 
ment marked  with  such  inaccuracy  that 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  follow 
him  in  detail.     The  few  facts  which  I 
wish  to  lay  before  the  Committee  will 
show  the  real  nature  of  the  charge  now 
placed  on  the  Estimates,  and  the  cha- 
racter of  the  district  where  the  money 
is  being  spent.     The  district  of  Gwee- 
dore  is  45,000  acres  in  extent,  and  there 
are  eight  landlords.     On  Captain  Hill's 
estate,  where  there  are  800  tenants,  the 
Land  Courts,  in  such  cases  as  could  be 
sustained,  gave  a  reduction  of  80  per 
cent.    The  number  of  ejectment  notices 
served  on  that  one  estate  in  the  last  four 
years  have  ranged  from  83  to  100  an- 
nually, and  there  are  now  a  large  number 
of  evictions  pending.     Mr.  Nixon,  who 
has  100  tenants,  also  had  his  rents  re- 
duced in  the  Land  Courts  80  per  cent. 
He   has   served  ejectment  notices   an- 
nually, and  the  number  of  evictions  now 
pending  is  20.     On  the  Earl  of  Leitrim's 
estate  there  is  at  present  no  eviction 
pending.  There  are,  however,  1 1  tenants, 
and  every  one  of  those  men  was  evicted 
by  the  late  Earl.     On  another  estate, 
where  there  are  SO  families,  there  are 
21  evictions  now  pending.     Such  is  the 
district  in  which  the  police  have  been 
sent  to  collect  the  seed  rate — 100  police 
sent    to  enforce   44    warrants    for    an 
amount    not     exceeding     £25.      They 
marched  into  the  district,  where  there 
was  no    outrage,    no    disturbance,   no 
gathering  even  of  the  population.     They 
marched  from  house  to  house — many 
houses  they  visited  two  and  three  times — 
and  with  this  result— that  in  one  case 
the  money  was  paid,  because  there  was 
cash  upon  the  premises,  the  unfortunate 
tenants  having  just  sold  a  bullock  for 
30«. ;    and  that  in   another  case  they 
seized  a  stone  of  oats  and  several  other 
things  to  realize  the  sum  of  Ss.  9d, ;  and 
altogether  there  was  obtained  in  the 
whole  district,  by  the  aid  of  a  week's 
exertions  of  100  policemen,  something 
between  £2  5«.  and  £2  ds, ;  and,  I  pre- 
sume, the  expedition  will  not  cost  much 
under  £200.    This  is  but  the  pecuniary 
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aspect  of  tlie  case ;  but  I  wish  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  Committee  the 
very  serious  eflfect  which  this  state  of 
things  is  producing  in  a  direction  which 
they  would  not  at  first  suspect.  I  have 
received  from  one  district  a  letter  which 
tells  me  that  the  police  had  visited  the 
house  of  a  man  named  Peter  Rogers, 
who  was  very  severely  dealt  with,  every- 
thing^ in  his  small  holding,  including 
potatoes,  tubs,  and  dresser,  and  such 
things,  being  seized.  Subsequently,  word 
was  sent  to  the  man  to  come  to  the 
barracks  and  try  to  arrange  to  get 
his  things  back.  Poor  Kogers  could  not 
possibly  raise  any  money,  yet  he  went 
to  the  barracks ;  and  the  Constabulary, 
taking  compassion  on  the  poor  fellow, 
at  once  raised  amongst  themselves  the 
amount  of  the  warrant — 14«.  Hogers 
thus  got  back  his  potatoes,  about  eight 
cwt.,  and  his  small  household  utensils, 
and  went  away  happy.  If  the  Com- 
mittee cannot  see  the  significance  of  this 
circumstance  they  have  less  intelligence 
than  I  imagine  them  to  have.  You 
send  200  policemen  into  this  quiet  and 
poor  district  to  seize  all  the  worldly 
goods  of  the  most  wretched  of  the  popu- 
lation; when  they  have  seized  the 
goods  they  secretly  send  word  to  one  of 
the  very  men  against  whom  they  were 
sent  to  come  to  the  barracks,  and  them- 
selves give  him,  out  of  their  own  pockets, 
sufficient  money  to  redeem  the  poor 
chattels  they  were  obliged  to  seize.  No 
wonder  there  are  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  the  men  now  in  the  Police  Force 
who  are  revolting  in  their  hearts  against 
the  detestable  work  you,  in  the  name  of 
law  and  order,  do.  I  assure  the  Com- 
mittee they  are  doing  a  work  of  which 
they  have  little  suspicion  when  they 
send  Constabulary  on  such  business  as 
that  which  has  lately  been  done  in  the 
district  of  Gweedore. 

Mb.  lane  :  I  do  not  intend  to  in- 
trude myself  very  long  upon  the  Com- 
mittee; but  I  do  not  think  the  Irish 
Members  can  consent  to  this  Vote  being 
taken  without  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  replying  in  some  way  to 
the  point  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  made  in 
the  course  of  his  remarks.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  answer  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 

Mr.  Arthur  (fCmwr 


that  the  Government  would  take  care  to 
discriminate  between  the  cases  in  which 
they  would  employ  a  military  force  in 
connection  with  evictions  and  the  cases 
in  which  they  would  not  employ  such  a 
force.  I  am  quite  sure  I  express  the 
opinion  of  all  my  hon.  Friends  and  Col- 
leagues on  these  Benches  when  I  say  I 
do  not  myself  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  any  deliberate  re- 
servation in  using  the  word  **  military'' 
in  contradistinction  to  the  word  ''  Con- 
stabulary;" but  the  Committee  are 
aware  that  we  are  not  considering  in 
this  Vote  any  question  in  connection 
with  the  Military  Establishment  of  Ire- 
land. We  are  dealing  solely  with  the 
Constabulary;  and,  therefore,  I  think 
that  as  it  is  usually  the  Constabulary 
who  are  employed  by  the  Crown  to  assist 
in  evictions,  we  may  reasonably  expect 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  say 
whether  he  intended  it  to  be  understood 
that  he  will  grant  the  use  of  the  Consta- 
bulary on  the  occasion  of  every  eviction, 
and  the  use  of  the  military  only  upon 
certain  occasions.  The  matter  is  so  im- 
portant that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
there  should  be  no  room  for  doubt  as  to 
what  forces  of  the  Crown  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  permit  to  be  used  in 
carrying  out  evictions  in  Ireland.  I  am 
myself  of  opinion  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  remains  in  Office  he  will 
honourably  carry  out  the  idea  which 
prompted  him  to  make  his  statement; 
but  the  occupant  of  the  Office  of  Chief 
Secretary  changes  so  very  frequently 
that  I  think  it  would  be  very  useful,  as 
a  guide  to  the  future,  that  the  words 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
this  evening  in  his  official  capacitv should 
not  be  open  to  any  doubt  whatever. 
Without  any  intention  whatever  of  op- 
posing the  Vote,  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  cannot  see  hia  way  to 
make  it  more  clear  to  the  Members  on 
these  Benches  and  to  the  Irish  people 
whether  he  had  in  his  mind  any  reeer- 
vation  as  to  the  use  of  the  military  and 
the  Irish  Constabulary  in  the  work  of 
eviction  ? 

Original  Question  put,  and  ayr§$i  <•. 

Besolutions    to    be    reported    upon 
Monday  next. 

Committee  to  ait  again  upon  Mtmitf 
next. 
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THEATRES,  &o.  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 

(Mr,  Dixm-Hartland^  Mr,  Mcufarlane,) 

[bill  69.]      SEOOKD  READIKa. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  :  I  beg  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I 
have,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  pointed 
out  the  danger  that  exists  in  the  Metro- 
polis from  the  state  of  the  theatres  at 
the  present  time.  I  have  mentioned, 
also,  the  various  conflicting  jurisdic- 
tions that  exist  in  regard  to  theatres. 
There  are  no  less  than  six  different 
authorities  who  have  jurisdiction  over 
places  of  amusement  in  the  Metropolis. 
At  the  present  moment  there  are  no  less 
than  472  places  of  amusement  in  London ; 
and  these  are  attended  nightly  by  about 
300,000,  or  an  average  of  1,500,000 
during  the  week.  A  g^eat  number  of 
these  seekers  after  pleasure  go  there 
without  the  slightest  idea  of  the  danger 
to  which  they  are  exposed.  The  want 
of  exits  is  a  notorious  fact  in  regard  to 
these  places.  I  appeal  to  anyone  in  this 
House  to  say  whether  they  get  out  of 
any  theatre  in  London  under  10  or  12 
minutes ;  and  in  the  case  of  a  panic  the 
blook  would  be  so  great  that  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  getting  out 
at  all.  The  danger  from  panic  in  these 
places  is  very  great  also ;  and  it  is  one 
that  ought  to  be  seen  to.  The  Home 
Secretary  opposed  the  Bill  the  last  time  it 
was  brought  forward  because  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  had  sufficient 
jurisdiction  ;  but  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  have  themselves  brought  for- 
ward a  Bill  now,  showing  that  they 
have  not  sufficient  authority.  I  contend 
that  the  control  of  the  theatres  should 
be  placed  under  a  Central  Authority, 
and  that  that  authority  should  be  the 
Home  Secretary.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
was  not  the  proper  authority.  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  to-day  from  a  manager  of 
one  of  the  large  theatres  in  London, 
telling  me  of  an  application  which  had 
been  made  to  him  for  a  free  admission 
to  a  box  from  a  member  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  On  his  re- 
fusing to  comply  with  the  request,  the 
gentleman  wrote  back  and  asked  the 
manager  whether  he  knew  that  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  that  his  theatre  would  be 
JoQked  after  if  the  order  were  not  sent. 


The  Metropolitan  Board  is  certainly  not 
the  proper  authority.  One  of  the  curious 
anomalies  of  the  conflict  of  jurisdiction, 
again,  is  that  on  Ash  Wednesday,  al- 
though the  theatres  are  all  closed  on  the 
Middlesex  side  of  the  water,  they  are 
all  allowed  to  be  open  on  the  Surrey 
side.  This  Bill  is  based  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  of 
1866,  and  on  the  Beports  of  Captain 
Shaw.  At  this  late  hour  I  will  not  go 
further,  but  will  ask  for  the  second  read- 
ing to-night,  as  Amendments  can  be 
introduced  in  Committee. 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  I  beg  to  second 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  There  is  a  very  stroug  opinion 
among  the  theatrical  managers  of  the 
Metropolis  in  favour  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary becoming  the  chief  authority  in 
dealiugwith  the  Metropolitan  theatres 
rather  than  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  if  the  control  is  to  be  taken 
from  those  who  at  present  possess 
the  authority.  I  could  give  some 
very  conclusive  reasons  —  some  very 
strong  and  striking  facts — to  show  the 
desirability  of  the  adoption  of  this 
course ;  but  I  am  anxious  not  to  detain 
the  House  at  this  late  hour.  I  support 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member,  however,  on 
the  understanding  that  after  goiug  into 
Committee  it  will  be  put  into  a  more  prac- 
tical shape  as  to  its  details  than  it  is  at 
the  present  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Dixon- Eartland.) 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  Practically 
the  same  Bill  as  the  one  now  before  the 
House  was  opposed  last  year  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  on  the  ground  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  have  full 
authority  in  this  matter,  and  that  the 
responsibility  ought  to  rest  upon  those 
who  are  responsible  for  the  government 
of  London.  It  was  said  that  the  Board 
has  not  such  full  authority ;  but,  however 
that  is,  the  hon.  Member  was  right  in 
saying  that  the  Metropolitan  Board  has 
introduced  a  Bill  this  Session  dealing 
with  all  the  matters  to  which  he  has 
alluded.  By  placing  the  theatres  under 
the  control  of  the  Home  Secretary  we 
should  be  saddling  the  Imperial  funds 
with  expenses  which  ought  to  be  borne 
by  the  ratepayers  of  London.  Why 
shoidd  the  taxpayers   of  the  ooontxy 
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— of  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  for  in- 
stance—be called  upon  to  provide  for 
the  inspection  of  the  theatres  in  Lon- 
don? The  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  are  absent  from  the  House  ; 
and  in  their  absence  I  would  suggest 
that  the  best  course  to  take  is  to  ad- 
journ this  discussion  to  the  same  day  on 
which  the  Bill  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
will  come  on,  and  then  we  can  hear  what 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  have  to  say 
on  behalf  of  their  respective  Depart- 
ments. I  beg  to  move  that  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{^Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler.) 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  :  Can  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  any  faci- 
lities will  be  given  by  the  Gt)vemment 
for  bringing  on  this  Bill  when  the  other 
measure  comes  up  for  second  reading  ? 
I  am  told  that  the  other  Bill  is  so  hope- 
lessly placed  on  the  list  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  it  to  come  on  on  the  day  it  is 
down  for.  In  the  meantime,  disastrous 
fires  at  our  theatres  may  take  place. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  17  th 
March. 

MOTION, 


MR.  OCTAYIUS  VAUGHAN  MORGAN. 

MOTION  FOB  A   SELECT  OOMHITTEE. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  I  beg  to 
move — 

**That  it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  Seven  Members  to  consider  whether  iii, 
Octayius  Yanghan  Morgan  is  disquaUlGed  from 
sitting  and  voting  as  a  Member  of  this  Housei 
under  the  Statute  22  George  3,  c.  46,  and  to 
report  their  opinion  thereon." 

At  the  last  General  Election  Mr.  Morgan 
was  returned  for  Battersea  by  a  majority 
of  712  over  the  Conservative  candidate 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Oooke).  Mr.  Morgan  is  a 
member  of  the  firm  of  Morgan  Crucible 
Company — a  private  firm  which  holds 
contracts  with  various  Government  De- 
partments. Having  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions of  22  Geo.  III.  0.  45 ,  however, 
Mr.  Morgan  entered  into  a  ^ond^t^^  agree- 
ment, before  his  nomination,  with  his 
partners  whereby  he  ceased  to  have  any 
inteirert  in  such  oontraots.     After  Mr. 
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Morgan  had  taken  the  Oaths,  a  Member 
of  the  House  informed  him  of  a  contem- 
plated movement  to  question  the  legality 
of  his  election,  upon  the  ground  of  bis 
being  a  G-ov'emment  contractor.  He 
also  received  the  following  letter  from 
the  Battersea  Central  Conservative  Begis- 
tration  Association : — 

"  Dear  Sir, — I  feel  that  I  should  thus  acquaint 
you  that  we  are  in  possession  of  the  fact  thit, 
on  the  27th  November  last,  the  day  you  were 
declared  the  elected  Member  for  this  borough, 
you  were  legally  incapacitated  from  bemg 
elected  a  Member  of  Parliament,  in  consequence 
of  your  firm  being  Government  contractors. 
In  giving  you  this  intimation,  I  am  only 
actuated  by  a  desire  that  the  necessary  steps 
should  be  tisiken,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible, 
to  remedy  this  unfortunate  state  of  affiurs,  both 
pleasantly  and  without  resort  to  those  legal 
remedies  which  are  duly  provided  for  by  Uv, 
and  which  I  have  reason  to  beUeve  will  be 
resorted  to  if  necessary. 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

"  Chas.  Wm.  Mukblow.** 

No  Petition  was  lodged,  however,  within 
the  time  prescribed  by  the  Statute,  or 
at  any  other  time,  complaining  of  Mr. 
Morgan's  return  ;  but  having  regard  to 
the  very  penal  nature  of  the  Statute 
22  Geo.  in.,  and  the  intimation  that 
proceedings  would  be  taken  against  him 
if  he  sat  and  voted  in  the  House,  be 
sought  legal  advice,  and  was  advised 
that,  as  the  threatened  proceedings 
aiffected  his  privileges  as  a  Member  of 
the  House,  he  should  follow  the  prece- 
dent adopted  in  Sir  Sydney  Wateriow's 
case  in  1869,  and  ask  for  an  inquiiy  by 
a  Select  Committee  as  to  whether  he 
was  or  was  not  a  Government  contractor 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Statute  I 
have  mentioned  at  the  time  of  his  elec- 
tion. The  course  pursued  in  Sir  Sydney 
Wateriow's  case  will  be  found  reported 
on  page  190  of  Barnard* 8  ParlunmstUarf 
Debates,  Third  Series,  vol.  194,  32  Vkt. 
It  may  be  mentioned,  also,  that  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Somes,  the  large  shipowner, 
who  was  returned  for  ]5artmoath  in 
the  year  1844,  and  who  held  Govemmaot 
contracts  previous  to  his  election,  but 
who,  previous  to  his  nomination,  trans- 
ferred all  his  interest  in  his  busineM  to 
his  nephews,  a  Petition  was  presented 
against  his  return,  questioning  the  htma 
JUtee  of  the  proceedings  between  himeelf 
and  his  nephews;  and,  although  the 
transfer  was  not  quite  completed*  tte 
Oommittee  held  that  he  was  duly  elected, 
as  he  had  ceased  to  have  any  interest  in 
the  contrnots  before  his  election.    Tba 
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case  of  Baron  Bothschild  and  other 
casee  are  referred  to  in  the  debate  on 
the  Waterlow  case.  This  morning  Mr. 
Morgan  reoeiyed  another  letter,  as 
follows : — 

''BattCTsea  Gentnl  OonnrratiTe  Begutntum 

AflM)ciati<m. 

'*  Dear  Sir. — I  am  instiiicied  bj  the  Execa- 
tive  of  this  Aasodatiai  to  forward  yoa  a  copy 
of  a  resolution  passed  by  them  at  tlidr  meetiiig 
last  evening,  and  I  trust  you  will  giro  it  your 
serious  conaderation. 

«  Yours  faithfuHy, 

"  Chas.  W.  MrxsLow." 

The  resolution  inclosed  in  this  letter  is 
as  follows : — 

**  That  Battersea  being  at  this  moment  prao- 
Ucally  unrepresented  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
this  meeting  respectfully  asks  Mir.  Morgan  to 
immediately  get  his  position  defined^  and,  in  the 
interest  of  the  constituency,  either  taJce  his 
seat  or  get  his  seat  racated." 

Mr.  Morgan  is  himself  anxious  to  adopt 
this  suggestion,  and  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  I  shall  have  the  support  of  hon. 
Members  to  the  Besolution  of  which  I 
have  g^yen  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  Seyen  Members  to  consider  whether  Mr. 
Octavius  Vaughan  Morgan  is  disqualified  from 
sitting  and  yoting  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
under  the  Statute  22  George  3,  c.  45,  and  to 
report  their  opinion  thereon." — [Sir  John 
Lubbock.) 

Motion  agreed  to, 

COAL  MINES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Cross,  Bill  to 
amend  ''  The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1872," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Richard  Cross, 
Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  and  Mr.  Forwood- 

BiHpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  92.] 

GLEBE  LANDS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Cross,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  sale  of  Qlebe  Lands,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Richard  Cross,  Sir  Richard 
Webster,  and  Mr.  Gregory. 

BHipreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  93.] 

COPYHOLD  AND  OUSTOMABY  TSNTTRE 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Banister  Fletcher,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  general  Enfranchisement  of 
Lands  of  Copyhold  and  Customary  Tenure, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Banister 
Fletcher,  Mr.  C.  M.  Warmington,  and  Mr.  H. 
L.  W.  Lawson. 

BiHpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 

OOlOiOK  JT7BIES  BEMUNEBATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crompton,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  remuneration  and  payment  of  expenses 


of  Oommoa  Juries  at  the  AwBrw  and  Quarter 
Seasions,   ordered  to  be   brou^t   in  by   Mr. 
Crompton,  Mr.  Lockwood,  Mr/Eugoie  Waaon, 
Sir  John  Swinburne,  and  Mr.  Johns. 
BiU^pr«Kia4<  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  95.] 

GBOXnSD    GAME    ACT    (1880)    AMERDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crompton,  Bill  to  amend 
and  extend  the  provisioiis  of  ^'The  Ground 
Game  Act,  1880,**  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Crompton,  Mr.  A.  B.  Winterbotluun,  Mr. 
Eugene  Wason,  and  Mr.  Channing. 

Bin^pivMM^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  96.] 

BAILWAT  BEGXJLATIOK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing,  Bill  to  make 
further  provision  for  the  safe  working  of  Rail- 
ways, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Channing, 
Mr.  Joseph  Leicester,  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Dnr- 
hamj,  Mr.  C.  S.  Parker,  Mr.  Jaooby,  and  Mr. 


BUlpreMemied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  97.] 

EDUCATIOH  (sOOTLAVD)   (sCHOOL  FEES) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sutheriand,  Bill  to  amend 
the  provisions  of  the  Education  (Scotland)  Acts 
relating  to  the  payment  of  school  fees  for  chil- 
dr&k  <ii  poor  parents,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Sutherland,  Sir  Herbert  MaxweU,  Mr. 
Finlayson,  Dr.  Farqnharson,  Mr.  Buchanan, 
and  Mr.  NoeL 

BmpreeerUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  98.] 

00HU0V8  AlfD  nCOLOSUBB  ACTS  AHEMD- 

MEITT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Walter  James,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Commons  and  Inclosure  Acts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Waiter  James, 
Mr.  Story-Maskelyne,  Mr.  Joicey,  and  Mr. 
Cobb. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  99.] 

PABUAHENTABY    YOTEBS    (REGISTRATION) 

BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  with  regard  to  the  Registration 
of  lodgers ;  to  reduce  the  period  of  occupation 
necessary  to  qualify  for  access  to  the  register 
from  twelve  months  to  one  ;  to  remove  the  dis- 
qualification under  which  the  police  labour ; 
and  to  simplify  the  Registration  of  Parliament 
tary  Voters,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Julian  Goldsmid,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Robson, 
and  Mr.  M'lver. 
Baipresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  100.] 

PBINTING. 

Ordered f  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  all  matters  which  relate 
to  the  Printing  executed  by  Order  of  this  Uousc, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  selecting  and  arranging 
for  Printing  Iletums  and  Papers  presented  in 
pursuance  of  Motions  made  by  Members  of  this 
House : — The  Committee  was  accordingly  no* 
minated  of  Sir  Josbph  Pbasb,  Mr.  WtLLUU 
L.  Jackson,  Mr.  StamsfblD)  Mr.  Raulbs,  Mr. 
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"Whitbread,  Sir  George  Hussell,  Mr.  Bamsat, 
Mr.  Parnell,  Colonel  Tottenham,  Mr.  Sexton, 
and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — {Mr. 
Henri/  H.  Fowler.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday^  22nd  February  J  1886. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oatb. 

MINUTES.]— Select    Committee  —  Standing 

Orders,  The  Lord  Kintore,  added. 
Public   Bills  —  Firet   Reading  —  Freshwater 

Fisheries  (Eels)  •(15). 
Second  Reading — Marriages  Validity*  (11). 

METROPOLIS— THE  RECENT  RIOTS. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  LIMERICK  asked  the 
noble  Lord  who  represented  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  which  had  been  conducting 
an  inquiry  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
the  police  in  the  recent  riots  was  likely 
to  be  presented  that  day,  and  whether  it 
was  in  print  ? 

Lord  THURLOW  :  I  have  to  in- 
form the  noble  Earl  that  the  Home  Se- 
cretary expects  to  be  able  to  lay  the  Re- 
port of  his  Committee  on  the  recent  riots 
before  the  House  of  Commons  this  even- 
ing ;  but  it  will  not  be  printed  for  a  day 
or  two.  The  Home  Secretary,  however, 
hopes  that  it  will  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
not  later  than  Wednesday  morning 
next. 

ALLOTMENTS. 

MOTION  FOR  A  RETURN. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW,  in  rising  to 
move  for — 

*'  Return  (1.)  of  all  agricultural  holdings  in 
England  and  Wales,  both  of  arable  and  pasture 
land,  occupied  a«i  allotments  or  field  gardens, 
of  one-eighth  of  an  acre  and  not  exceeding 
four  acres ;  (2.)  of  all  garden  allotments  exceed- 
ing one-eighth  of  an  acre  attached  to  cottages ; 
(3.)  of  all  charitable  trusts  in  England  and 
Wales  the  trustees  of  which  are  trustees  within 
the  meaning  of  the  first  and  fourth  clauses  of 
the  Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882,*' 

said,  that  he  had  noticed  that  in  a  speech 
delivered  at  Hull  during  the  heat  of  the 


General  Election  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  G-overnment  Board  that  right  boo. 
Gentleman  said  that  many  of  the  great 
landlords  of  England  had  occupied  them- 
selves in  driving  the  labourers  off  their 
estates.     When  ho  read  that  statement, 
he   almost,   like    the  Pharisee   of  old, 
thanked  God  that  he  was  not  as  other 
men  were,  or  even  as  those  landlords; 
and  he  supposed  that  most  of  their  Lord- 
ships must  have   shared  that   feeling^. 
He  had  thereupon  tamed  his  attention 
to    a   search    of   those    documents    to 
which   their  Lordships  looked  for  in- 
formation on  all  subjects  of  a  nature 
likely  to  be  dealt  with  by  Parliament, 
and  he  had  hoped  to  find  in  the  Agricul- 
tural Reports   statistics   showing  what 
was  the    state    of   allotments    in    tMs 
country ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
there  were  absolutely  no  Eetums  what- 
ever dealing  with  that  question  for  the 
last  13  years — since  1873.     In  1870  a 
commencement  was  made  in  that  direc- 
tion,   and    in    that    year    there    were 
102,342  holdings  under  five  acres.  There 
was  no  Return  for  1871  ;  but  in  1872  the 
total   number   of  holdings  of  from     a 
quarter  of  an  acre  to  one  acre,  and  from 
one  acre  to  five  acres,  was  160,570,   of 
which   49,652  were  held  by  labourers. 
In  1873  the  information  went  further, 
giving  a  Return  of  the  allotments  de- 
tached from  the  houses  and  cottages  of 
labourers;  that  was  to  say,    all  those 
which  did  not  include  the  best  form  of 
allotments — namely,     cottage    gardens. 
They  found  that  even  then  there  were  as 
many  as  242,500  allotments  in  England. 
If  they  added  to  that  the  number    of 
small  holdings  of  five  acres  and  under 
which  might,  when  consisting  of  pasture 
land,   be  described  as  allotments,   the 
grand  total  was  no  less  than  353,000. 
In  that  year  there  were  765,000  a§^- 
cultural   labourers  —  that  was  to    say, 
there  was  very  nearly  one  allotment  or 
small  holding  for  every  two  laboortrs. 
Since  the  Commons  Act  of  1876  was 
passed,  22,430  acres  had  been  inclosed, 
and  a  portion   set  out  in  allotments. 
Under  Clause  28  of  that  Act  mana^rs 
were  to  report  every  three  or  five  years ; 
but  the  Commissioners  said  there  was 
no  power  to  enforce  that  being  done.    In 
1873,  in  24  counties  there  were  122,000 
allotments,  and  they  ranged  on  an  are- 
rage  from  one-eighth  to  a  quarter  of 
an  acre,  while,  in  18  counties,  120,000 
allotments  averaged  a  quarter  to  half- 


845 


AUotmentB, 


{Fbbbuaey  22,  1886} 


AttotmenU. 


846 


an-acre.  It  was,  he  thought,  only  right 
that  they  should  ask  the  G-oTernment 
to  give  them  information  which  was 
more  recent  than  the  year  1873.  There 
was  reason  to  suppose  that  the  supply  of 
allotments  was  every  day  coming  nearer 
to  the  demand,  because  the  agricultural 
population  was  anything  but  increasing 
in  the  rural  districts.  In  the  decade 
between  1871  and  1881  our  agricultural 
population  decreased  by  15*9  per  cent, 
having  in  the  previous  decade  decreased 
17*6  per  cent,  while  the  number  of  allot- 
ments was  increasing.  There  was  hardly 
any  matter  on  which  there  existed  less 
information  and  more  exaggeration  than 
the  subject  of  the  land  of  this  country. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Derby) 
moved  in  that  House  for  a  Eetum  of  the 
owners  of  land,  observing  that  it  had 
been  stated  that  the  owners  of  land  in 
England  and  Wales  were  only  30,000  in 
number.  In  order  to  ascertain  whether 
that  was  the  case,  the  noble  Earl  moved 
for  a  Return  which,  when  produced, 
proved  that  instead  of  there  being  only 
30,000  owners  in  this  country,  there 
were,  after  correction  for  the  holdings 
of  the  same  persons  in  seversil  counties, 
no  less  than  967,000  owners,  of  whom 
700,000  owned  less  than  one  acre.  The 
inquiries  of  the  Land  and  Glebe  Owners* 
Association,  for  the  voluntary  extension 
of  the  allotments  system,  which  were 
not  exhaustive,  showed  that  the  owners 
of  2,300,000  acres  had  in  force  on  their 
estates  the  system  of  allotments,  and 
were  prepared  to  extend  it  to  all  the 
labourers  on  their  estates ;  besides  that, 
the  Association  had  the  support  of  the 
owners  of  25,000  acres  of  glebe  land, 
and  the  system  was  also  in  operation 
on  the  estates  of  the  owners  of  a  further 
500,000  acres.  Thus,  very  widespread 
voluntary  efforts  were  going  on  all  over 
the  country  to  provide  labourers  with 
allotments ;  and  he  trusted  that  no  steps 
would  be  taken  by  Parliament  which 
would  throw  any  obstacle  or  check  in 
the  way  of  that  most  salutary  system. 
He  was  willing  to  give  the  President 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  credit  for  having  drawn  pub- 
lic attention  to  the  question,  although 
their  startling  proposals  in  reference  to 
it  had  savoured  somewhat  of  public 
plunder.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  desil  with  the 
subject  until  they  were  possessed  of  all 
the  faots  connected  with  the  case.    If 


they  were  to  legislate  in  a  compulsory 
manner  it  was  possible  that  many  of 
those  wh(J'  would  otherwise  speedily 
obtain  allotments  by  voluntary  agency 
might  have  to  wait  one  or  two  years 
before  the  local  authority  in  a  dis- 
trict would  put  the  machinery  of  that 
compulsory  system  in  operation.  An 
Act  was  passed  in  1882  to  provide  allot- 
ments, the  main  principle  of  which  was 
that  every  charity  which  owned  land 
the  profits  of  which  were  distributed  in 
doles  should  be  required  to  let  allot- 
ments. But  the  great  majority  of  the 
trustees  of  charitv  land  were  unaware 
of  the  existence  of  that  Act ;  and  he  did 
not  see  how  they  could  be  expected  to 
put  it  into  operation  unless  their  at- 
tention was  called  to  it.  He  knew  of 
no  means  by  which  that  could  be  done 
except  by  calling  upon  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners for  such  Eeturns  as  he  moved 
for,  giving  the  names  of  all  those  cha- 
rities which  came  under  the  provinions 
of  the  Allotments  Act  of  1882.  It  was 
desirable  that  landowners  should  not 
only  grant  allotments,  but  in  these  days, 
when  attacks  were  made  upon  them, 
that  they  should  show  their  determina- 
tion to  do  so  by  a  public  declaration 
on  the  point.  Having  shown  what 
necessity  there  was  for  these  Hetums, 
he  trusted  their  Lordships  would  see 
that  it  would  be  most  unjust  to  land- 
owners to  propose  any  legislation  dealing 
with  their  property  when  the  data  and 
the  facts  concerning  allotments  all  over 
England  were  in  no  sense  in  possession 
of  the  public. 

Movedy  That  there  be  laid  before  this 
House — 

"  Return  (10  of  all  agricultural  holdings  in 
England  and  Wales,  both  of  arable  and  pasture 
land,  x>ccupied  as  allotments  or  field  gardens,  of 
one>eighth  of  an  acre  and  not  exceeding  four 
acres;  (2.^  of  all  garden  allotments  exceeding 
one-eightn  of  an  acre  attached  to  cottages ;  (3. ) 
of  all  charitable  trusts  in  England  and  Wales 
the  trustees  of  which  fire  trustees  within  the 
meaning  of  the  first  and  fourth  clauses  of  the 
Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882."— (7A«  Earl 
of  Onslow,) 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencek)  said,  he  did 
not  propose  to  follow  the  noble  Earl  in 
the  interesting  remarks  which  he  had 
made  on  the  subject  of  allotments.  Ho 
would  confine  himself  to  answering  the 
Question  which  had  been  put  to  him. 
He  should  be  Tory  happy  to  obtain  and 
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furDish  the  information  which  the  noble 
Earl  asked  for;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  it  would  be  po88ible  to  give  it 
in  a  special  Eeturn  at  this  moment.  A 
special  Eeturn  would  entail  a  very  large 
expense,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
compile  it  without  impeding  other  work 
and  throwing  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  collecting  the  Agricultural  Eeturns 
which  were  made  every  year.  He 
would,  however,  engage  that  imme- 
diately after  the  Agricultural  Eeturns 
for  this  year  were  made,  supplementary 
Eeturns  would  be  given,  which  would, 
ho  believed,  contain  sill  the  information 
which  the  noble  Lord  required.  He 
would  also  add  a  great  deal  more.  In 
the  information  which  he  would  give 
would  be  included  **all  agricultural 
holdings  in  England  and  Wales  occu- 
pied as  allotments  or  field  gardens  "  of 
one-eighth  of  an  acre  and  over.  They 
did  not  propose,  as  the  noble  Earl  sug- 
gested, to  make  the  distinction  between 
arable  and  pasture  land  below  one  acre, 
which  would  be  exceedingly  difficult  to 
get;  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  of 
very  g^eat  importance,  as  he  presumed 
in  these  small  allotments  there  was,  as  a 
rule,  very  little  pasture.  Under  the  second 
head  they  proposed  to  give  all  garden  al- 
lotments exceeding  one-eighth  of  an  acre 
attached  to  cottages,  although  there  was 
some  difficulty  in  defining  what  a  cottage 
really  was.  They  also  proposed  to  give 
particulars  as  to  rent,  tenure,  and  dis- 
tance from  dwellings  on  certain  allot- 
ments. At  first  it  was  thought  that  this 
would  be  a  difficult  question;  but  the 
Government  saw  their  way  now  to  give 
the  information,  and  he  thought  that 
information  would  be  of  considerable 
value  and  importance.  In  regard  to 
the  third  Question,  he  would  ask  the 
noble  Earl  to  be  kind  enough  to  repeat 
it  another  day.  He  admitted  the  great 
value  of  obtaining  this  information  from 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  and  he  had 
been  in  communication  with  them  on 
the  subject.  He  did  not  foresee  any 
very  great  difficulty  in  the  matter ;  but 
there  were  certain  objections  which  he 
should  like  to  discuss  with  the  Commis- 
sioners before  he  could  finally  begin  the 
Eeturn.  For  the  Eeturn  to  be  useful, 
it  was,  of  course,  desirable  to  be  authen- 
tic and  reliable;  and  there  was  some 
doubt  whether  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners could  give  a  Eeturn  of  this  de- 
scription. I 

JEarl  Spencer 


Thb  Eabl  of  HAEEOWBY  :  How 
soon  may  we  expect  the  Eeturn  ?  In 
the  middle  of  the  Session,  or  towards  the 
end  of  it  ? 

Earl  SPENCEE  :  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  furnish  it  under  three  or 
four  months.  It  will  be  begun  imme- 
diately after  the  annual  Agricultural 
Eeturns. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  begged  to 
thank  the  noble  Earl  for  the  answer 
which  he  had  given.  He  had  another 
suggestion  to  offer  for  the  consideration 
of  the  noble  Earl.  It  would  be  very 
valuable  to  know  from  each  farmer  how 
many  labourers  he  had  on  his  farm 
to  whom  he  gave  ground  or  potatoes ; 
how  many  he  had  to  whom  he  gave  cow 
ground  ;  and  how  many  holdings  there 
were  between  five  and  ten  acres  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  said, 
there  was  another  point  to  which  he 
should  like  to  call  attention — namely, 
co-operative  farming.  It  was  desirable 
to  have  a  Eeturn  of  the  number  of 
labourers  who  shared  in  co-operative 
farming. 

Earl  SPENCEE  said,  he  thought 
that  this  was  a  totally  different  subject, 
and  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  Eeturns 
as  to  co-operative  farming,  however  im- 
portant they  might  be.  With  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Onslow),  he  would 
consider  ihe  point  brought  under  notice 
as  to  the  cases  where  farmers  gave  land 
or  potatoes,  or  otherwise  to  their  la- 
bourers. 

Lord  ELLENBOEOUGH  asked, 
whether  there  could  not  be  included 
the  manner  in  which  the  holdings 
were  held;  whether  or  not  sub-let, 
or  not  used  for  the  purpose  originally 
granted? 

Earl  SPENCEE  said,  all  these  par- 
ticulars  would  add  enormously  to  the 
expense  of  the  Eeturn,  besides  involv- 
ing tremendous  labour.  If  they  were 
to  adopt  all  these  suggestions,  it  might 
be  years  before  they  could  possibly  get 
the  Eeturn  out. 

Earl  FOETESCUE  asked,  whetiier 
the  noble  Earl  could  not  add  to  the 
Eeturn  the  number  of  places  where 
allotments  had  been  provided,  and 
where  for  many  years  they  had  beea 
given  up  as  unlettable  as  allotments  ? 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House),  with- 
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KINGDOM  OP  AVA.— RESOLUTION. 

The  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  for 
India  (The  Earl  of  Kimbeeley),  in 
rising  to  move — 

*'  That  Her  Majetty  having  directed  a  mili- 
tary expedition  of  Her  forces  charged  upon 
Indian  revenues  to  be  despatched  against  the 
King  of  Ava»  this  House  consents  that  the  re- 
venues of  India  shall  be  applied  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  military  operations  which  may 
be  carried  on  beyond  the  external  frontiers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions/' 

said :  My  Lords,  in  moviDg  the  Besolu- 
tion  I  will  point  out  the  clauses  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament  which  require  that  this 
Besolution  should  be  moved.  In  the 
GoTemment  of  India  Act,  1858,  there 
are  two  provisions  on  the  subject  of  the 
employment  of  troops  outside  Indian 
territory.  The  54th  section  provides 
that  when  any  military  operations  are 
being  carried  on  beyond  Indian  terri- 
tory the  fact  shall  be  communicated  to 
Parliament  within  three  months  if  it  be 
sitting,  and  within  one  month  if  Parlia- 
ment be  not  sitting.  The  other,  the  55th, 
has  an  immediate  bearing  on  the  Resolu- 
tion which  I  have  to  propose.  It  pro- 
Tides  that  except  for  preventing  or  re- 
pelling actual  invasion  on  our  Indian 
Possessions,  or  for  sudden  and  urgent 
necessity,  the  Hevenuesof  India  shall  not, 
without  the  consent  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  be  applicable  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  any  military  operations 
carried  on  beyond  the  external  frontier 
of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions. 
The  interpretation  of  this  section  has 
given  rise  to  considerable  controversy, 
the  points  of  which  will  bo  found  fully 
stated  in  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
Abyssinian  War  of  1867,  and  more 
especially  in  those  connected  with  the 
war  in  Afghanistan  in  1878-9.  Some 
high'authorities  have  contended  that  this 
section  requires  that  the  sanotion.of  Par- 
liament should  be  obtained  before  the 
commencement  of  operations.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  is  the  fact  that  in 
several  cases  this  Eesolution  has  been 
moved  after  the  actual  operations  have 
commenced.  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  arguments  on  either  side,  because,  at 
all  events,  I  feel  certain  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  cannot  be 
charged  with  having  neglected  their  duty. 
It  is  perfectly  clear  that  I  am  proposing 
the  Kesolution  on  the  first  occasion  that 
it  was  practicable  for  me  to  do  so.  And 
I  have  another  reason  for  not  discussing 


the  matter,  which  is  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  propose  an  in- 
quiry into  the  operation  of  the  India  Act 
in  accordance  with  the  intention  of  the 
late  Government  as  announced  in  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech.    As  these 
ambiguities  have  arisen,  it  is,  I  think, 
desirable  that  the  point  should  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Joint  Committee  of  both 
Houses  which  it  is  my  intention  to  move 
for.    Therefore  I  wiU  not  pursue  the 
argument  further.     The  House  will  not 
expect  from  me  at  this  time  any  narra- 
tive of  the  circumstances  which  led  to 
the  war  with  Burmah,  or  of  the  steps 
which  followed  it.     All  this  has  been 
placed  fully  before  Parliament  in  the 
Blue  Book  which  has  been  laid  on  the 
Table.     It  will  be  enough  for  me  to  say 
that  there  has  been  no  doubt  in  the  mind 
of  any  man  who  is  acquainted  with  the 
course  of  our  relations  with  the  late 
King  of   Burmah  that  they  were    so 
unsatisfactory  that  it  was    impossible 
they  should    be    allowed  to  continue. 
That  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs  had 
lasted  for  some  considerable  time.    The 
causes  of  complaint  were  various.    Ef- 
forts  which    had   been  made    by   the 
Indian  Government  to  bring   about  a 
better  state  of  things  had  failed ;  and 
it  was  merely  a  question  of  time  when 
some  step  would  become  necessary  to 
place  our  relations  upon  a  more  satis- 
factory footing.    During  the  term    of 
Office  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  former  Govern- 
ment the  question  was  never  approached 
with  any  nearness,  because  the  Govern- 
ment were  occupied  with  difficulties  re- 
lating to  the  North- West  Frontier,  and, 
except  upon  urgent  necessity,  it  would 
have  been  clearly  unwise  to  have  entered 
upon  any  important  operation  on  another 
frontier  of  India.    The  matter  came  to  a 
head  duringthe  tenure  of  Office  by  our 
immediate  Predecessors.     The  Viceroy 
of  India  and  Her  Majesty's  late  Govern- 
ment were  of  opinion  that  it  was  necessary 
that  a  strong  step  should  be  taken  as  re- 
garded the  conduct  of  the  King  of  Bur- 
mah.   I  have  been  surprised  to  see  that 
the  defence  of  the  late  Government  has 
sometimes  been  placed  on  this  ground — 
that  we  were  justified  in  undertaking  a 
war  for  the  purpose  of  extending  British 
trade.    I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  a  war  undertaken  simply  for  that 
purpose  would  be  an  unjustifiable  war ; 
but  I  do  not  understand — although,  no 
doubt,  the  advantage  of  increased  trade 
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may  result — ^that  it  was  on  that  ground 
that  the  Viceroy  acted.    The  ground  on 
which  he  acted  was  the  very  unsatis- 
factory conduct  of  the  King  towards  the 
Indian  Government,  and  certain  injuries 
which  he  had  inflicted  upon  British  sub- 
jects for  which  no  redress  could  be  ob- 
tained .    Above  all — and  this  is  fully  dis- 
closed in  the  Papers— the  King  of  Bur- 
mah  had  been  endeavouring  to  establish 
such  relations  with  Foreign  Powers  as 
could  not  fail  to  produce  for  us  great 
embarrassment  hereafter,  and  might  have 
an  injurious  effect  upon  the  peace  and 
security  of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Do- 
minions.    It  seems  to  me  that,  taking 
all  the    circumstances   together,   there 
certainly  existed  good  causes  for  the 
war,  and  I  can  quite  understand  why 
the  Viceroy  should  have  advised   that 
active  steps    should  be  taken  against 
Burmah,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  have  approved  of  them. 
These,  however,  are  past  affairs ;  and  I 
mention  them  only  in  order  that  the 
House  may  not  suppose  that  I  wish  to 
pass  them  over,  or  that  I  wish  to  pass 
any  censure  upon  the  late  Government 
for  the    course    they    have    taken.     I 
now  glance  at  the  success  of  the  opera- 
tions themselves,  because  it  would  be 
very  unjust  to  the  Forces  who  were  em- 
ployed not  to  acknowledge  the  manner 
m  which  those  operations  were    con- 
ducted.    There  has  been  already  a  gra- 
cious acknowledgment  of  the  services  of 
Her  Majesty's  Forces  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech ;  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  this  being  the  first  oppor- 
tunity I  have  had  of  speaking  on  the 
subject,  I  have  to  state  that  much  credit 
is  due  both  to  those  who  planned  the 
Espedition,  and  to  all  the  troops,  naval 
and  military,  who  were  engaged  in  the 
operations.     The  extreme  promptitude 
with  which  the  operations  were  con- 
ducted prevented  much  effusion  of  blood 
that  otherwise  might  have  occurred ;  and 
this  is  a  point  that  ought  to  be  care- 
fully borne  in  mind  in  estimating  the 
services  rendered.    If  the  difficulties  of 
the  Expedition  were  not  greater  it  is 
because  they  were  anticipated  by  promp- 
titude of  action.     On  that  point  I  wish 
to  pay  a  tribute  not  only  to  the  mili- 
tary, but  also  to  the  civil  authorities, 
for  the  g^eat  activity  they  displayed 
in  making  the  preparations.    I   think 
that  the  House  will  feel  that  our  thanks 
are  fully   and    completely  due  to  all 

The  Earl  of  KimherUy 


those  who  were  engaged  in  those  ope- 
rations, and  who  brought  them  to  so 
successful  an  issue.  Burmah  having 
been  thus  rapidly  conquered,  the  ques- 
tion, of  course,  arose  as  to  the  next  step 
to  be  taken.  The  Papers  presented 
show  that  a  Proclamation  was  issued 
stating  that  Burmah  had  become  a  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions;  and  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  the  fol- 
lowing passage  occurs : — 

^'  I  have  decided  that  the  most  certain  method 
of  insuring  peace  and  order  in  those  regions  is 
to  be  found  in  the  permanent  incorporation  of 
the  Kingdom  of  Ava  with  my  Empire." 

At  that  time  Lord  Dufferin  had  not 
been  at  Mandalay,  and  had  not  had  the 
opportunity  which  he  has  since  had  of 
examining  into  the  state  of  affairs  on 
the  spot.  Since  we  have  acceded  to 
Office,  Lord  Dufferin  has  sent  home  a 
Eeport  stating  fully  the  views  he  had 
formed  after  examining  for  himself 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Upper  Burmah. 
He  informs  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  having  himself  felt  disposed  at  first 
rather  towards  the  formation  of  Upper 
Burmah  into  a  Native  State  under  Bri- 
tish protection,  yet,  after  a  careful  exa- 
mination of  all  the  circumstances  on  the 
spot,  he  was  convinced  that  such  a  course 
was  inexpedient  and  impracticable. 
Having  received  that  opinion  in  unmis- 
takable terms  from  the  Viceroy,  in 
whom,  in  common  with  Her  Majesty's 
late  Government,  we  placed  the  highest 
confidence — having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
have  already  announced  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech  that  the  King- 
dom of  Ava  would  be  permanently  in- 
corporated in  the  British  Empire,  and 
looking  also  to  the  Proclamation  which 
by  their  instructions  had  been  issued  in 
Burmah— taking  all  those  things  into 
consideration,  we  have  decided  without 
hesitation  that  the  proper  course  to  be 

Eursued — and  that  course  the  Viceroy  has 
een  instructed  to  pursue — is  to  maintain 
Burmah  under  the  direct  administration 
of  the  British  Crown.  As  regards  the 
further  arrangements  to  be  made,  the 
House  will  not  be  surprised  when  I  say 
that  at  so  early  a  period,  the  Viceroy 
having  just,  after  a  few  days'  sojourn 
in  Mandalay,  left  that  capital,  we  hare 
not  been  able  to  mature  the  details  of 
administration,  and  they  are  at  this 
moment  being  carefully  considered  by 
us  in  communication  with  the  Viceroy. 
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While  we  are  entirely  agreed  in  our  de- 
cieion,  looking  to  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  I  do  not  pretend  to  look  with 
nnmized  satisfaction  upon  an  addition  to 
our  responsibilities  in  India;  but  I 
believe  the  necessity  has  been  forced 
upon  lis.  I  doubt  whether  those  who 
speak  lightly  of  these  accessions  to  our 
Empire  duly  weigh  all  that  is  involved. 
There  may  be  advantages  in  our  pos- 
session of  Burmah ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  are  drawbacks.  Forces  will 
have  to  be  employed  there  which  might 
be  usefully  employed  elsewhere.  Of 
late  years  we  have  wisely  made  it  our 
policy  to  avoid  as  much  as  possible  the 
annexation  of  Native  States,  and  not  to 

five  rise  to  the  feeling  that  we  were 
esirous  of  swallowing  up  those  States. 
Do  not,  however,  suppose  that  in  making 
these  remarks  I  am  passing  any  censure 
upon  those  who  have  been  engaged  in 
the  operations  in  Burmah,  or  that  the 
Government  are  not  desirous  of  making 
the  best  of  the  present  position  of 
affairs.  The  necessity  is  forced  upon  us, 
and  the  position  is  one  in  which  the  pre- 
sent and  the  late  Government  concur  in 
accepting.  My  hope  and  belief  is,  that 
we  shall  so  govern  this  addition  to 
Her  Majesty's  Empire  that  it  will 
conduce  to  the  happiness  and  pros- 
perity of  the  inhabitants  of  the  country, 
and  result  in  an  increase  of  our  trade 
with  China,  which  may  become  ulti- 
mately very  great.  As  I  have  mentioned 
Ohiua,  it  would  not  be  inopportune  to 
say — and  I  know  in  what  I  am  about  to 
state  I  shall  have  the  concurrence  of 
noble  Lords  opposite — that  in  consider- 
ing the  relations  between  Upper  Burmah 
and  China  there  is  the  utmost  desire 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  treat  all  matters  that  may  arise 
in  a  most  friendly  spirit  with  regard  to 
China.  I  believe  also  that  China  is 
most  friendly  disposed  towards  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  and  where  there 
exists  a  friendly  disposition  on  both 
sides  and  strong  common  interests,  I 
think  we  may  anticipate  that  we  shall 
bring  any  discussion  which  we  may  have 
with  the  Chinese  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  frontier  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion.  Wo  should  be  on  the  most 
cordial  terms  with  China ;  and  I  think 
everyone  will  see  that  China,  on  her 
part,  can  have  no  jealousy  of  us  in  that 
quarter.  It  is  for  the  interests  of  both 
Empires  that  they  should  act  towards 
eaoh  other  on  the  frontier  in  such  a  way 


that  a  close  and  cordial  friendship  may 
be  formed.  Your  Lordships  may  also 
desire  that  I  should  give  some  infor- 
mation as  to  the  present  condition  of 
Burmah.  With  regard  to  that  I  will 
say,  in  the  first  place,  that  there  has, 
no  doubt,  been  a  great  deal  of  dacoity 
since  our  occupation  of  the  country ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  da- 
coits  have  always  been  there.  The 
Viceroy  informs  me  that  dacoity  has 
been  exceptionally  rife  owing  to  Thee- 
baw's  misgovemment,  and  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  dacoits  have  been 
very  cruel  and  barbarous.  These  pro- 
ceedings, however,  have  not,  the  Vice- 
roy says,  been  directed  against  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  but  against  inno- 
cent villagers.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
authority  we  have  set  up  to  protect  the 
innocent  villagers  against  these  men, 
who  have  been  guilty  of  murder  and 
plundering  of  the  very  worst  kind.  My 
noble  Friend  the  Viceroy  assures  me 
that  in  the  execution  of  this  duty  there 
has  been  no  unnecessary  severity.  He 
says  that  the  general  pacification  of  the 
country  is  proceeding  as  rapidly  as  can 
be  reasonably  expected.  The  country, 
however,  is  large  and  overspread  with 
jungle,  and  it  would  be  unreasonable  to 
expect  the  immediate  establishment  of 
peace.  Then,  with  regard  to  what  is 
called  indiscriminate  punishment  on  the 
part  of  the  military  officers,  the  Viceroy 
says  in  one  of  his  most  recent  tele- 
grams— 

''It  is  certainly  not  true  that  prisoners  are 
indiscriminately  shot  by  troops.  Executions  at 
Mandalay  by  military  during  past  six  weeks 
have  been  cases  of  convicted  offenders  sentenced 
by  civil  officers.  Elsewhere,  when  troops  take 
marauders  red-handed,  leaders  are  occasionally 
shot ;  in  each  case  all  act  upon  advice  of  civil 
officers  who  accompany  columns.  It  is  difficult 
to  discriminate  between  insurgents  and  dacoits ; 
both  classes  plunder  and  kill  innocent  villagers, 
and  compel  peaceable  people  to  join  them.  It 
must  bo  understood  that  those  bands  have  not 
come  into  existence  since  our  arrival,  but  that 
dacoity  has  been  long  rife  in  the  country." 

This  is  the  latest  information  I  have 
from  the  Viceroy  as  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  affairs  in  Burmah.  I  have  no 
reason  to  think  that  any  additional  force 
will  be  required  beyond  that  now  em- 
ployed. On  the  contrary,^  have  beard 
from  the  Viceroy  that  there  is  even  a 
possibility  already  c^'  some  reduction 
being  made  in  the  force.  As  to  the 
probable  cost  of  the  operations,  the 
Viceroy  informs  mc*  that  it  will  not  ex- 
ceed 40  |e^0.    Ai  the  old  rate  of  ex- 
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change  that  would  be  £400,000  ;  at  the 
present  rate  it  is  about  £300,000  ster- 
ling. The  able  Commissioner  of  Lower 
Burmah,  Mr.  Bernard,  thinks  it  probable 
that  the  deficit  for  the  first  two,  three, 
or  four  years  will  not  exceed  £20,000  or 
£30,000.  It  is  very  probable  that  after 
that  period  the  Expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try will  be  balanced  by  the  Revenue, 
and  that  eventually  there  will  be  a  sur- 
plus. There  is  this  to  be  said  with  re- 
gard to  those  estimates — that  since  Lower 
Burmah  has  been  occupied  by  us  its 
progress  has  been  remarkable  as  to  trade 
and  all  other  elements  of  prosperity. 
No  other  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions  has  made  greater  progress 
than  Lower  Burmah.  Whether  or  not 
Upper  Burmah  will  make  equally  rapid 
progress,  we  may  reasonably  hope 
that  the  administration  of  the  country 
which  the  Viceroy  intends  shall  be  con- 
ducted cheaply  will  result  before  long 
in  the  Hevenue  surpassing  the  Expen- 
diture. The  expenditure  of  the  Expe- 
dition is  calculated  as  not  amounting  to 
more  than  £300,000  up  to  31st  of  March, 
which  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  large 
sum ;  and  it  can  hardly  be  contended 
that  this  is  not  a  case  in  which  the  In- 
dian Revenues  may  fairly  be  charged 
with  it.  In  conclusion,  his  Lordship 
moved  the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
g^ven  Notice. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

"  That  Her  Majesty  having  directed  a  mili- 
tary expedition  of  Her  forces  charged  upon 
Indian  revenues  to  he  despatched  against  the 
King  of  Ava,  this  House  consents  that  the 
revenues  of  India  shall  he  applied  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  military  operations  which  may 
he  carried  on  heyond  the  external  frontiers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions."— (TA^  Earl 
of  Kimberley.) 

Lord  HARRIS  said,  it  was  gra- 
tifying to  the  Members  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment to  find  that  their  undertaking 
in  Burmah  met  with  the  approvsil  of  Her 
Majesty's  present  Advisers.  He  thought 
that  the  noble  Earl  would  perhaps  now 
admit  that  the  paragraph  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  referring  to  this  matter 
was  not  too  long,  or  inserted  by  way  of 
excuse  for  the  operations  in  Burmah. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Commission 
which  the  late  Government  had  thought 
of  moving  for  with  regard  to  India  was 
to  be  appointed ;  and  he  trusted  that  one 
result  would  be  that  those  who  differed 
on  the  clauses  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
would  come  to  some  satisfactoxy  oondu- 

The  Earl  of  Ktmherl 


sion.    He  did  not  gather  that  it  was 
necessary  that  the  Resolution  of  the 
noble  Earl  should  be  brought  forward 
within  a  month  after  the  meeting  of 
Parliament.     But  it  had  been  out  of  the 
power  of  the  present  Government  to 
bring    it    forward    within  the   month. 
They    were,    however,   to  be  credited 
with  the  desire  to  bring  the  Resolution 
forward  as  soon  after  the  month  as  pos- 
sible.    It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
go  into  the  reasons  why  the  late  Govern- 
ment thought  it  right  that  the  country 
should  be  annexed ;  but  he  might  say 
that  the  Expedition  and  annexation  were 
not  undertaken  solely  with  the  idea  of 
extending    our    mercantile    enterprize. 
They  haa  responsibilities  extending  to 
the  people  of  Lower  Burmah.  In  judging 
of   the    matter,    all  the  circumstances 
which  led  up  to  the  Expedition  must  be 
taken  into  consideration.    The  various 
acts  of  interference  with  Her  Majesty's 
subjects    on  the  part  of  the  Burmese 
Government;  their  indifference  to  the 
Treaties  entered  into  in  1856,  1862,  and 
1867  ;  their  relations  with  other  Powers 
as  well  as  England — all  these  matters 
had  to  be  considered.    As  the  noble  Earl 
had  mentioned  the  civil  officials  at  Ma- 
dras, who  were  so  active  in  forwarding 
the  Expedition,  he  might  add  a  word 
for  the  Madras  troops,  who  had  not  had 
many  opportunities  of  meeting  an  enemy 
in  the  field,  but  had  on  recent  occasions 
shown  themselves  most  conspicuous  in 
actual  warfare.     He  was  glad  that  the 
course  which  Her  Majesty's  late  Gt)vem- 
ment  thought  it  most  advisable  to  pur- 
sue with  regard  to  the  annexation  of 
Upper  Burmah  would  be  followed  by 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government.    He 
was  entirely  unable  to  agree  with  the 
remarks    which    the    noble    Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Ripon)  made 
in  a  speech  he  delivered  in  the  autumn, 
that  from  among  the  Royal  Princes  of 
Burmah  could  be  found  one  capable  of 
ascending  the  Throne.    No  doubt,  the 
noble  Marquess  would  have  had  ample 
choice,  for  King  Theebaw's  father  left 
over  70  children;  but  he  shoold  not 
have  had  envied  him  the  task  of  se- 
lection,  for,   from  what  he  heard,  he 
should  doubt  any  one  of  them  being 
fitted  for  so  onerous  a  position.    The 
noble  Earl  referred  to  the  annexation  of 
Native  States.     He  entirely  agreed  with 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Eao*!  on  that 
point.    Great  stress  had  been  laid  oa 
the  fact  that  the  Native  Frinoee  ol  India 
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might  be  under  the  impression  that  a 
X>olicj  of  annexation  won]d  be  pursued 
in  India  also.  He  could  not  understand 
the  reasons  for  such  an  apprehension. 
It  was  not  the  policy  of  H^r  Majesty's 
Gt>vernment  nor  of  late  Govemments. 
Quite  the  contrary.  Only  the  other  day 
the  fortress  of  Gwalior  was  restored  to  the 
Prince ;  not  very  long  since  the  Nizam 
of  Hyderabad  and  the  Eajah  of  Mysore 
were  restored  to  power ;  and  the  Maha- 
rajah Holkar  had,  on  several  occasions, 
received  very  considerable  honours.  On 
all  those  occasions  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  quite 
different  from  a  policy  of  annexation  of 
the  Native  States ;  and  as  long  as  the 
Native  Princes  governed  their  territories 
with  justice  and  moderation  so  long 
might  they  be  assured  that  they  would 
be  continued  in  the  government.  He 
believed  that  there  was  the  greatest 
hope  for  the  peace  of  the  world  in  the 
proximity  of  China  and  Great  Britain. 
The  neighbourhood  of  two  such  trading 
nations  argued  well  for  the  prospect  of 
peace  in  that  part  of  the  world.  When 
the  late  Government  were  in  power  fre- 
quent reports  of  acts  of  dacoity  in  Upper 
Bnrmah  came  to  this  country.  He  was 
afraid  that  dacoity  was  the  normal  state 
of  things  in  Upper  Burmah ;  and  it  was 
not  wonderful  mat  those  who  felt  their 
occupation  going  should  endeavour  to 
strike  one  last  blow  for  it.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord  that 
there  were  great  hopes  of  the  country 
being  brought  into  a  peaceable  condition 
without  much  delay ;  and  he  trusted  that 
in  a  very  short  tune  the  people  might 
be  able  to  settle  down  to  their  business, 
and  that  we  should  find,  as  in  the  Lower 
Province,  that  the  Bevenue,  business, 
and  trade  of  the  country  had  increased 
at  an  enormous  rate.  He  would  not  go 
into  all  the  circumstances  which  led  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government  to  think 
that  annexation  was  the  proper  course, 
but  would  only  say  that  they  acted  solely 
from  a  feeling  of  the  responsibility  at- 
taching to  them  in  governing  British 
India,  and  recognized  it  to  be  their  duty 
to  the  people  of  Lower  Burmah  as  well 
as  of  India  to  insist  that  the  Treaties  to 
which  Theebaw  was  a  partjr  should  be 
recognized  by  him,  that  justice  and 
honest  treatment  should  be  dealt  out  to 
those  who  were  trading  in  that  country, 
and  that  no  exclusive  influence  should 
be  allowed  to  an^  other  nation; 


The  Dukk  of  CAMBRIDGE :  On  the 
part  of  the  Army  I  desire  to  say  that  I 
entirely  agree  with  what  has  been  said 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  military  operations 
have  been  conducted.  I  entirely  endorse 
the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  that  the  fact  that  this  has  been 
a  very  bloodless  and  a  very  short  Expedi- 
tion adds  to  the  credit  of  those  engaged 
m  it. 

The  Eael  op  NORTHBROOK  said, 
he  thought  the  military  operations  in 
Burmah  were  justified  by  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  He  also  thought, 
having  read  with  attention  the  Blue  Book 
which  had  been  circulated  among  their 
Lordships,  that  the  greatest  moderation 
had  been  exercised  by  successive  Ad- 
ministrations in  dealing  with  the  affairs 
of  Burmah.  It  had  been  shown  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Oranbrook), 
by  Lord  Hartington,  and  by  his  noble 
Friend,  now  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley),  by  his  noble 
Friend  below  him  (the  Marquess  of  Ripon) 
and  by  the  present  Viceroy  of  India.  The 
particular  persons  who  mieht  have  to 
deal  with  questions  of  that  kind  as  they 
arose  formed  an  important  element  in 
the  conclusion  at  which  a  Government 
might  arrive.  Two  of  the  officers  con- 
cerned. Sir  Oharles  Aitchison  and  Mr. 
Bernard,  were  well  known  for  their 
high  character  and  great  moderation  of 
opinions.  He  quite  agreed  that  in 
forming  a  judgment  in  this  matter  they 
must  look  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  also  to  circumstances  extending 
over  many  years;  for  difficulties  with 
Burmah  arose  before  the  year  1 879.  He 
would  not  like  it  to  be  supposed  that  the 
war  had  followed  in  consequence  of  any 
troubles  connected  with  a  British  Com- 
pany trading  in  Burmah,  or  of  any 
matters  of  that  kind.  The  causes  which 
had  produced  this  war  were  far  more 
important,  extending  over  many  years, 
and  involving  circumstances  of  far 
greater  moment  than  any  trading  diffi- 
culties. There  was  no  doubt,  whatever 
the  cause  of  the  war  might  be,  that  the 
operations  had  been  admirably  or- 
ganized and  sucoessfUly  carried  out ;  and 
he  was  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Harris)  pay  a  tribute  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Madras  Army,  which 
came  from  him  with  peculiar  grace  in 
consequence  of  his  hereditary  connec- 
tion   with   that    Presidency.     It   was 
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a  great  adyantage  to  that  Army  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  showing  what 
t)iey  oould  do.  As  to  the  question  of 
annexation,  he  looked  upon  it  as  one  of 
the  very  highest  importance;  and  he 
would  certainly  have  preferred  if  it  had 
been  found  possible  to  have  avoided  the 
annexation  of  Burmah.  But  he  was,  at 
the  same  time,  fully  aware  of  the  great 
difficulties  attending  any  other  arrange- 
ment, and  he  was  prepared  to  accept  with 
confidence  the  deliberate  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  Lord  Dufferin  on  the  subject, 
that  the  only  course  that  oould  be  taken 
with  a  proper  regard  to  the  interests  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions  in  India  was 
to  incorporate  Burmah  in  Her  Majesty's 
Empire.  He  must,  however,  express  his 
regret  that  neither  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech,  nor  in  what  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State,  nor  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  had  there  been  any  men- 
tion whatever  made  of  the  most  import- 
ant announcement  that  was  ever  made 
by  the  English  Government  since  the  time 
of  its  first  connection  with  India — ^he  re- 
ferred to  the  Proclamation  of  the  year 
1858,  in  which  it  was  announced  that 
Her  Majesty  did  not  desire  any  exten- 
sion of  Her  Dominions  in  India.  That 
was  one  of  the  most  solemn  steps  ever 
taken  by  any  Government ;  and  he  would 
have  liked  to  see,  at  the  same  time  that 
the  neoessiiy  for  annexation  was  an- 
nounced, some  words  used  at  any  rate  to 
show  that  the  g^eat  principle  that  except 
under  imperative  circumstances  annexa- 
tion should  not  be  resorted  to,  would  be 
adhered  to.  He  did  not,  however,  attri- 
bute the  omission  of  any  notice  of  that 
Proclamation  to  anything  more  than 
accident,  and  certainly  not  to  any  dis- 
position on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
depart  from  the  great  principle  that  it 
announced,  for  the  noble  Marquess  op- 
posite (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had 
shown  by  his  conduct,  in  respect  to  the 
Mysore  State  and  upon  other  occasions, 
that  he  accepted  and  adopted  the  policy 
announced  in  the  Proclamation.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  55th  section  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  Act,  this  was  an  occasion, 
if  ever  there  was  one,  on  which  it  was 
necessary  to  refer  to  it*  It  was  well 
known  that  the  object  and  intention 
of  that  section  was  to  place  a  check 
on  the  Prerogative  of  the  C^wn  withre- 
apeot  to  the  declaration  of  war  in  India. 

Th$  JSarl  of  Northbrooh 


That  was  the  explanation  which  was 
given  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  and  by  Lord 
BeacoDsfield  (Mr.  Disraeli)  at  the  time. 
The  latter,  when  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, said,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, on  July  6,  1858 — 


"The  power  of  declaring  peace  and 
might  be  left  to  the  Sovereign  under  the  Consti- 
tation  of  this  country,  and  with  a  Houae  of 
Commons  that  voted  the  Supplies  and  had  a 
legitimate  and  constitutional  mode  of  exprfaaing 
its  opinion.  But  if  the  power  of  declaring  war 
and  peace  was  left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Sovereign  in  India  there  were  not  the  means  of 
controlling  its  exercise  that  existed  in  this 
country,  and  a  policy  might  be  pursued  ex- 
tremely injurious  to  the  national  intereata.** 
—(3  Hansard,  [151]  1014) 

And  he  called  it  a  ''  salutary  and  politie 
provisioD .  *  *  The  present  Prime  Minister 
was  the  originator  of  that  section;  and  he 
had  expressed  the  opinion  more  than 
once,  with  the  greatest  deliberation,  that 
it  was  the  distinct  intention  of  the  section 
that  the  consent  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament should  precede  warlike  opera- 
tions in  India,  except  in  the  case  of  in- 
vasion or  of  urgent  necessity.  In  the 
present  case  there  was  no  dispute  that 
the  war  was  necessary,  neither  was  there 
any  dispute,  he  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  presumed,  that  there  was  no 
great  urgency  in  the  case.  But,  sup- 
posing in  the  opinion  of  both  Hooaea 
of  Parliament  this  war  were  an  un- 
just one.  What  possible  remedy  woald 
there  be?  The  war  was  over  and  the 
country  had  been  annexed.  He  thought 
their  Lordships  would  see  that  the  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  which  was  defib»> 
rately  intended  by  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament to  place  a  check  on  the  exer- 
cise of  the  Prerogative  of  the  CrowB 
had  imfortunately  become  a  dead  letter, 
and  that  matters  remained  precisely  in 
the  condition  they  were  before  the  Gh>- 
vemment  of  India  Act  was  paaeed. 
Whatever  opinion  they  might  hold  on 
the  subject,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
that  was  the  practical  result;  and  he 
confessed  that  he  was  somewhat  asto- 
nished to  hear  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  say  that  this 
matter  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  If  ever 
there  was  a  case  which  did  not  require 
elucidation  by  a  Committee  this  was  it. 
TJDdoubtedly  the  highest  aathontiei 
differed  wiih  respect  to  the  inteipr»> 
tation  of  the  clause ;  but  there  oould 
be  no  doubt  that  the  result  of  thia  dif« 
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ferenoe  of  opinion  was  that  the  inten- 
tions of  Parliament  had  become  illu- 
soTj.  He  ventured  to  submit  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  it  was  hardly 
a  case  for  inquiry.  It  was  a  case  in- 
volving important  considerations  as  to 
what  limitations  ought  to  be  placed  on 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  too  much  to  ask  for  a 
Committee  consisting  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  to  help  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  come  to  a  conclusion  as  to 
what  really  ought  to  be  done  to  remedy 
this  state  of  things.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  admitted  more  than  once  that  the 
law  had  been  broken.  This  matter 
was  one  of  grave  importance,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  not 
make  the  announcement  of  their  conclu- 
sion as  final,  but  that  they  would  give  a 
deliberate  conclusion  on  this  matter,  and 
announce  it  to  their  Lordships.  Not 
only  had  this  war  been  undertaken,  but 
a  territory,  he  believed  as  large  as 
France,  had  been  annexed  to  the  British 
Empire  without  the  cognizance  by  Par- 
liament of  the  fact,  and  without  any 
possibility  that  Parliament  could  inter- 
fere, if  it  had  wished  to  do  so,  by  an 
Address  to  the  Crown,  to  retrace  the 
steps  which  the  Government  had  taken. 
This  annexation  was  announced  within 
a  fortnight  of  the  meeting  of  Parliament. 
The  Proclamation  was  issued  on  the  31st 
of  December,  and  Parliament  met  on  the 
12ih  of  January.  The  final  step  was  even 
taken  before  the  late  Government  had 
tim^  to  receive  a  deliberate  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  Viceroy  of  India. 
That  expression  of  opinion  had  only  been 
received  since  the  late  Government  left 
Office;  so  they  had,  notwithstanding  the 
attempt  to  place  a  check  on  the  Preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown,  made  in  1858,  a  war 
for  which  there  was  really  no  urgency, 
which  was  entered  into  without  the  con- 
sent of  Parliament ;  in  addition  to  which 
a  large  territory  was  annexed  without 
any  possibility  of  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment being  expressed  as  to  whether  that 
annexation  was  right  or  wrong.  He  did 
not  entertain  the  opinion  that  this  matter 
could  be  left  alone  and  handed  over  to 
a  Committee  of  both  Houses  to  inquire 
into.  It  was  a  question  which  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  take  into  their  serious 
consideration,  more  especially  after  the 
strong  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  decide  on 
their  own    responsibility  what   should 


or  should  not  be  the  real  power  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  with  respect  to 
matters  affecting  in  so  serious  a  degree 
the  interests — it  might  be,  indeed,  the 
safety — of  the  Indian  Empire,  and  the 
best  interests  of  this  country. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK:  I  do  not 
propose  to  discuss  the  question  raised 
by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  because  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  adopted  the  course  disputed 
by  him.  I  wish,  however,  to  say  that 
the  late  Lord  Derby  in  1867  said,  most 
distinctly,  that  it  was  never  intended  to 
control  the  Prerogative  of  the  Sovereign, 
and  the  only  thing  intended  was  to  put 
a  check  on  the  expenditure  by  Parlia- 
ment. The  present  Prime  Minister's 
statement  was  no  doubt  strong  as  to  a 
particular  case;  but  he  admitted  that, 
when  there  were  special  circumstances, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  proceed  with- 
out the  consent  of  Parliament.  I  am 
one  of  those  who  think  that  one  of  the 
best  courses  connected  with  the  proceed- 
ings in  Burmah  was  that  the  blow  fol- 
lowed the  word,  and  that  there  was  no 
time  for  getting  up  a  contest  which 
might  have  led  to  a  large  amount  of 
bloodshed,  disastrous  to  that  country 
and  injurious  to  this,  and  by  acting 
promptly  and  decisively  the  affair  was 
brought  to  an  end.  With  respect  to 
the  Committee,  it  will  not  be  charged 
with  the  interpretation  of  the  clause, 
but  whether  the  ambiguity  of  the  clause 
is  such  as  to  need  some  legislation  to  put 
it  right.  I  must  warn  my  noble  Friend 
that  we  must  not  interpret  Statutes  by 
those  who  may  have  brought  them  in,  but 
by  the  Legal  A.uthorities  who  have  to 
construe  them  at  the  present  day. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY:  I  am 
greatly  obliged  to  my  noble  Friend  for 
giving  me  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  attach 
the  highest  importance  to  the  observance 
of  the  principles  laid  down  in  the  famous 
Proclamation  of  1858.  Nothing  has 
done  more  to  form  and  strengthen  Her 
Majesty's  rule  in  India  than  the  steady 
adherence  to  those  principles ;  and  the 
Native  Princes  of  India  will  understand 
that,  in  the  present  case,  the  exception 
only  proves  the  rule,  and  that  there  is  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  certainly  no  probability  of 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  any  Govern- 
ment which  holds  power  in  this  country, 
to  depart  from  the  principles  of  that  Pro- 
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damation.  With  regard  to  the  seoond 
point,  I  have  to  point  out  that  it  is  not 
a  very  unusual  course  to  refer  to  a  Oom- 
mittee  the  examination  of  the  manner  in 
which  an  Act  of  Parliament  is  worked, 
especially  when  two  clauses  of  that  Act 
have  heen  declared  to  be  ambiguous. 
It  is  not  that  the  Committee  will  have  to 
determine  the  meaning  of  the  Act ;  but 
they  have  to  consider  whether,  by  the 
light  of  experience  which  we  have  ob- 
tained since  the  Act  came  into  force,  that 
portion  of  the  Act,  or  any  other  portion 
of  it,  requires  amendment.  I  think  that 
such  a  course  is  more  likely  to  lead  to 
a  satisfactory  result  than  that  this 
isolated  subject  should  be  dealt  with  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

The  Mabqxtess  op  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  entirely  admit,  what  the 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  seems  to  assume, 
that  the  clause  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
is  not  carried  out  in  its  original  inter- 
pretation. I  do  not  venture  to  offer  any 
interpretation  myself  as  to  what  that 
clause  may  mean ;  but  I  have  a  very 
distinct  recollection  of  the  occasion 
when  it  was  inserted,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  the  intention  of  Parliament 
has  been  in  the  least  degree  frustrated. 
What  was  the  circumstance  which  in- 
duced Parliament  to  insert  that  clause  ? 
It  was  the  Persian  War  of  1857,  a  war 
that  was  undertaken  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment, paid  for  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment, and  concluded  by  them  with- 
out the  circumstance  coming  under  the 
review  of  Parliament  in  any  way  what- 
ever. It  was  held  that  that  was  uncon- 
stitutional; that  it  gave  the  Queen  a 
power  in  India  which  she  did  not  possess 
in  England;  but  I  never  understood 
then,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  ever  was 
the  intention  of  making  the  consent  of 
Parliament  a  condition  precedent  before 
the  Government  went  to  war.  That  is 
not  the  law  of  England,  and  it  was  not 
intended  to  make  it  the  law  in  India. 
What  was  intended  was  that  in  the  case 
of  wars  waffed  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, like  uiose  waged  by  England,  the 
whole  matter  should  necessarily  come 
imder  the  control  and  judgment  of  Par- 
liament, so  that  the  action  of  the  Execu- 
tive might  be  condemned  or  approved. 
In  that  sense,  when  you  remember  the 
precedent  of  the  Persian  War,  I  believe 
the  dauae  has  done  its  work,  because 
each  auocessive  inx  undertaken  from 
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the  Indian  Bevenues  has  been  submitted 
to  Parliament  and  approved.  There  is 
another  matter  which  was  referred  to  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  of  so  much  im- 
portance that  I  venture  to  add  a  word 
with  respect  to  it — that  is  the  bearing 
of  this  Burmese  War  upon  the  Procla- 
mation of  1858.  Of  course,  I  entirely 
concur  with  the  noble  Lords  when  thej 
say  that  nothing  can  be  further  from 
the  minds  of  statesmen  on  either  side  of 
the  House  than  to  impair  in  the  slight- 
est degree  the  sacredness  of  the  obliga- 
tions undertaken  by  the  Government  in 
that  Proclamation ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
that  this  Burmese  War  has  even  ap- 
parently effected  them.  That  Procla- 
mation was  addressed  to  the  Native 
Princes,  who  were  the  Queen's  allies 
and  feudatories  in  India  at  that  time; 
and  the  King  of  Burmah  never  admitted 
that  he  stood  in  any  such  relation  to  th« 
Queen.  That  Proclamation  was  no 
more  addressed  to  the  King  of  Burmah 
than  to  the  Emperor  of  Eussia,  or  the 
Ameer  of  Samarcand.  It  was  addressed 
to  those  Native  Princes  who  stood  in  a 
relation  of  allegiance  to  the  paramount 
Power;  and,  therefore,  what  has  occurred 
in  Burmah  is  not  an  infraction  of  the 
Proclamation.  I  should  be  very  sorry 
indeed  if  the  slightest  doubt  were  to 
be  entertained  as  to  the  sanctity  of  that 
Proclamation.  I  would  avoid  even  say- 
ing that  the  exception  has  proved  tiie 
rule.  There  has  been  no  exception,  and 
the  Proclamation  remains  in  all  iti  in- 
tegrity. The  course  of  this  debate  has 
been  thoroughly  satisfactory  to  the 
Members  of  the  late  Government,  for  it 
has  been  well  established  that  tlds  war 
was  not  undertaken  through  any  greed 
of  annexation,  or  through  any  desire  to 
extend  British  trade.  It  has  been  re- 
cognized that  it  was  actually  foroed 
upon  us.  The  noble  Earl  has  blamed 
us  a  little  by  implication  because  we  did 
not  wait  for  Parliament  to  asaeimble 
before  giving  orders  for  the  oommenee- 
ment  of  hostile  operations.       

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLET  said, 
that  what  he  had  referred  to  was  the 
annexation. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBUBT:  The 
noble  Earl  will  remember  that  annexa- 
tion is  not  a  matter  dealt  with  in  the 
slightest  degree  in  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  only  deals  with  military  ope* 
rations.  With  respeot  to  thoee  opeim- 
tions,  I  do  not  wish  to  penetrate  dee^ 


865 


Jfarriag$9 


{Febbttaby  22^  1886} 


Validity  Bitt. 


866 


into  the  question,  wliioh  is  a  very  delioate 
one.  The  subject  oame  before  me  as 
Foreign  Minister,  and  it  was  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Foreign  Office 
that  we  determined  that  no  delay 
should  take  place  before  action  was 
taken.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  repudiated,  and 
very  justly,  in  his  speech  the  idea  that 
we  had  undertaken  this  war  for  the 
purpose  of  extending  our  trade,  and 
showed  that  the  question  whether  there 
should  not  be  more  interference  in  the 
affairs  of  Burmah  has  been  under  the 
attention  of  the  India  Office  for  a  good 
many  years.  I  myself  remember  asking 
Lord  Lawrence  in  consultation  20  years 
ago ;  whether  some  measures  could  not 
be  taken  for  bringing  the  Government 
of  Burmah  to  a  more  reasonable  frame 
of  mind  and  stopping  the  misgovern- 
ment  of  the  country ;  and  I  believe  that 
it  was  nothing  but  a  desire  to  avoid 
annexation,  or  any  such  breach  of  our 
ordinary  practice,  that  induced  the  Go- 
vernment to  tolerate  the  state  of  affairs 
in  Burmah  for  so  many  years.  It  was 
only  the  necessity  of  their  position 
which  forced  the  Indian  Government  to 
break  that  reserve  at  last.  I  believe 
that  no  war  has  been  more  thoroughly 
justified ;  and  in  a  year  or  two  the  change 
that  has  been  made  will  result  in  advan- 
tage not  only  to  the  people  in  our  Indian 
Empire,  but  also  to  the  people  whom 
we  have  now  subjected  to  the  beneficent 
rule  of  the  Queen. 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  said, 
that  no  one  who  had  read  the  Blue 
Book  relating  to  our  affair  with  Burmah, 
or  was  acquainted  with  the  history  of 
our  earliest  relations  with  that  country, 
could  attribute  for  a  moment  the  motive 
of  commercifiil  advantage  or  the  exten- 
sion of  trade  as  the  incentive  to  war. 
No  other  nation  in  the  world  would  have 
been  so  long-suffering  and  patient  under 
the  injuries  and  insults  of  the  Burmese 
Government  as  the  British  nation.  The 
Burmese  had  been  from  the  beginning 
aggressive  neighbours.  They  invaded 
Assam  and  Ohittagong,  and,  but  for  our 
presence,  would  have  conquered  Lower 
Bengal.  The  action  of  the  Burmese  in 
endeavouriog  to  form  close  relations 
with  other  European  nations  whose  only 
means  of  approaching  them  would  have 
been  through  our  territory  was  likely  to 
create  serious  complications  with  those 
nations.    Taking  into  consideration  the 
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value  of  the  mineral  resources  of  Bur- 
mah and  the  routes  which  it  supplied 
through  Bhamo  for  trade  with  China,  he 
believed  the  country  would  amply  repay 
the  expenses  of  its  administration.  The 
Punjab,  which  when  first  annexed  was 
considered  likely  to  be  an  unprofitable 
acquisition,  afforded  an  apposite  ex- 
ample. Sir  John  Lawrence  had  very 
anxious  doubts  regarding  theEevenue  of 
that  country,  which  was  also  liable  to 
the  same  disturbances  as  those  now  pre- 
valent in  Burmah.  Bands  of  dacoits 
committed  acts  of  violence  and  blood- 
shed, and  the  frontiers  were  disturbed. 
Sir  John  Lawrence,  by  very  severe  exe- 
cutions, put  down  acts  of  violence,  and 
the  frontiers  were  gradually  reduced  to 
order,  as,  no  doubt,  would  be  the  case  in 
Burmah  in  a  short  time.  It  was  ex- 
tremely gratifying  to  all  who  were  con- 
nected with  and  interested  in  India  to 
hear  the  thorough  approval  expressed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Viceroy  of  India  and  the 
forces  employed  had  conducted  the  con- 
quest and  annexation  of  that  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MARRIAGES  VALIDITY  BILL.— (No.  11.) 

{The  Lord  Bishop  of  Carlisle.) 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Bishop  of  OAHLISLE,  in  rising 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  its  object  was  to 
remove  the  doubts  which  surrounded 
certain  marriages  contracted  between 
English  and  Scotch  parties.  It  often 
occurred  that  two  people,  one  of  whom 
was  Scotch,  desired  to  be  married  in  an 
English  parish  church  by  banns.  The 
banns  of  the  party  residing  in  England 
were  published  in  the  ordinary  way. 
The  Scotch  party  to  the  contract  pro- 
duced on  the  wedding  day  a  certificate 
stating  that  the  marriage  had  been  pro- 
claimed in  an  Established  Church  in 
Scotland,  and  that  no  objection  had  been 
raised.  The  clergyman  in  England, 
acting  upon  this  certificate,  and  consider- 
ing it  as  equivalent  to  a  proclamation  of 
banns,  married  the  parties.  It  was  clear 
to  anyone  who  looked  at  the  Statute 
4  Oeo,  IV.,  0.  76,  that  the  Scotch  certifi- 
cate did  not  satisfy  the  conditions  of 
the  Act,  which  required  that  the  banns 

2  F 


667 


The  Condition 


{LOEDS} 


of  Ireland, 


868 


Bliould  be  publisHed  in  the  express 
words  of  the  rubric  preceding  the  ser- 
vice for  the  solemnization  of  matrimony 
in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer.  The 
result  of  this  state  of  things  was  that 
doubt  had  been  thrown  upon  the  validity 
of  such  marriages  as  he  had  described. 
He  had  from  time  to  time  warned  the 
clergy  in  his  diocese  that  it  was  danger- 
ous to  marry  parties  on  the  strength  of 
the  Scotch  certificate,  which,  however, 
appeared  such  a  plausible  document  that 
it  was  difficult  for  clergymen  to  realize 
the  danger  to  which  the  contracting 
parties  were  exposed.  The  purpose  of 
the  Bill  was  to  remove  all  doubts  as  to 
the  validity  of  marriages  performed  in 
the  way  which  he  had  described.  The 
measure  consisted  practically  of  a  clause 
found  in  a  Bill  passed  in  1885  by  their 
Lordships  with  the  object  of  validating 
certain  marriages.  The  Bill  failed  to 
pass  in  the  other  House. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Lord  Bishop  of  Carlisle.) 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  said,  that 
with  very  little  encouragement  he  would 
be  prepared  to  re-introduce  the  Bill  to 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  re- 
ferred. It  was  very  desirable  to  put  an 
end  to  the  continual  recurrence  of  spe- 
cial legislation  to  render  valid  marriages 
about  which  there  were  doubts.  A  very 
good  case  had  been  made  out  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  It  was  unfortunate  that  persons, 
for  want  of  such  legislation,  should  find 
themselves  in  a  position  of  uncertainty 
about  the  validity  of  their  marriage. 
The  Bill  which  passed  through  this 
House  last  year  was  carefully  guarded 
against  any  possibility  of  opening  the  door 
to  loosely-contracted  marriages  ;  it  was 
limited  to  solemn  marriages  in  church,  or 
other  place  of  worship,  or  in  a  Eegis- 
trar's  office ;  and  it  was  limited  to  in- 
formalities, not  in  the  neglect  of,  but  in 
the  compliance  with,  those  forms  re- 
quired by  the  existing  Marriage  Acts 
which  exclude  the  notion  of  clandestine 
or  hasty  marriages.  It  was  a  dis- 
appointment to  him  that,  on  the  change 
of  Government,  his  Successor  on  the 
Woolsack  did  not  accept  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  believing  that  it  would 
open  the  door  to  dangerous  laxity.  He 
still  believed  it  would  be  better  to  pass 
a  general  measure  that  would  obviate 
the  necessity  of  dealing  with  classes  of 
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cases,  and  would  remove  doubts  as  to 
legal  validity  where  the  error  was  one 
of  form,  and  not  one  of  substance. 

Lord  HALSBUEY  said,  that  while 
he  fully  concurred  in  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
principle  enunciated  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Sol- 
borne)  that  a  general  Act  shonld  be 
passed  to  legalize  d  priori  all  marriages 
in  which  there  had  been  a  doubt.  He 
was  quite  unable  to  conjecture  the 
amount  of  confusion  and  uncertainty 
which  would  arise  were  any  such  Bill 
passed. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

PARLIAMENT— VENTILATION  OP  THB 
COMMITTEE  ROOMS. 
QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  BELMOBE  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther any  steps  have  been  taken  during 
the  Becess  to  improye  the  ventilatioii  of 
the  Committee  Booms  ? 

The  FIBST  COMMISSIONEB  (The 
Earl  of  Mobley),  in  reply,  said,  that 
changes  had  been  made  witii  the  riew 
of  obviating  the  objections  to  the  bad 
ventilation  of  the  Committee  Booms. 
Larger  provision  had  been  made  for  the 
ingress  of  fresh  air  and  the  egress  of 
foul  air,  and  he  hoped  the  resulte  would 
be  satisfactory. 

THB  CONDITION  OF  IRELAND 
("  BOYCOTTING,"  kc.) 

QT7ESTI0N.      OBSEBTATIOVS. 

Viscount  CBANBBOOK,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Lord  President  of  the  Oonaeil, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  such  information  as 
can  be  given  without  injury  to  the  Pnhlie 
Service  on  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land iu  respect  to  ''Boycotting"  and  each 
outrages  ?  said :  My  Lords,  since  I  mto 
Notice  of  the  Question  things  have  hap- 
pened which  have  made  it  even  more 
important  to  ask  it  than  it  was  before. 
The  mode  in  which  Questions  as  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government  have  been 
met  in  this  House  has  relieved  me  from 
a  difficulty ;  and  I  do  not  intend,  after 
the  failure  of  my  noble  Friends  (I^cnd 
Salisbury  and  Ix>rd  Ashbourne),  as  «•• 
spects  the  policy  of  the  Oovemmeat^  to 
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endeayonr  to  extort  an  answer.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Chief  of  the  Gbveroment, 
the  master  of  the  pack,  has  adopted  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson's  device  of  puttiog 
muzzles  on  all  the  pack  in  this  House, 
probably  from  some  fear  that  the  rabies 
-with  wluch  they  are  supposed  to  be  in- 
fected might  be  prematurely  manifested. 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer),  when 
he  spoke  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
addressed  himself  to  the  late  Govern- 
ment as  if  they  had  been  guilty  of  great 
laeheg,  by  which  they  had  produced  a 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  which  he 
ventured  to  say  was  *'  tenfold,  and  even 
a  hundredfold,"  worse  than  that  which 
existed  when  he  was  responsible  for  the 
government  of  Ireland.  He  said  that 
we  had  interfered  with  the  progress  of 
law  and  order.  I  do  not  intend  to  go 
into  a  defence  of  the  late  Government. 
For  the  purpose  of  my  Question  I  will 
assume  that  everything  was  as  stated  by 
i^e  noble  Earl,  and  that,  in  consequence 
of  our  policy,  there  was  such  an  increase 
in  the  force  of  the  National  League, 
which  no  man  can  separate  from  *^  Boy- 
cotting," as  to  make  it  tenfold  or  a 
hundredfold  worse  than  it  was  when  he 
left  Ireland.  Well,  my  Lords,  what  fol- 
lows from  that?  Why,  that  there  is 
tenfold  or  a  hundredfold  more  necessity 
for  action  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  have  taken  the  opportunity  of 
refreshing  my  memory  with  a  reference 
to  the  report  of  the  noble  EarFs  speech ; 
and  I  find  that  the  noble  Earl  said 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
part  of  the  Crimes  Act  should  be  re- 
enacted.  The  noble  Earl,  addressing 
himself  to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Ashbourne),  said — 

« I  would  ask  the  Lord  Chanoellor  of  Ireland 
whether  he  can  now  rely  upon  a  jurv  in  Ireland 
for  convicting  a  man  committed  for  agrarian 
crime,  or  crime  connected  with  agrarian  mat- 
ters P    I  ask  him,  can  he  now  rely  P  " 

He  afterwards  said — 

**  I  greatlv  fear  that  the  condition  of  Ireland* 
with  regard  to  intimidation  and  *  Boycotting,' 
is  more  serious  than  it  has  ever  been  before. 
....  I  maintain  that  it  has  increased  tenfold 
or  a  hundredfold  since  I  had  the  responsibility 
of  the  Irish  Government." 

I  want  to  ask  what  is  going  to  be  done 
with  this  intimidation  and  *' Boycot- 
ting?" Is  it  to  be  stopped,  or  is  it 
to  be  left  to  simmer  and  get  higher, 
perhaps  to  boiling  point,  before  any- 
thing is  done  with  respect  to  it  ?    We 


are  told  that  we  are  not  yet  in  posses- 
sion of  the  policy  of '  the  Government 
even  as  to  the  maintenance  of  social 
order ;  but  have  they  a  policy  ?  Mr. 
Chamberlain  says — **We  cannot  give 
it,  because  we  have  not  one."  But  the 
question  of  a  general  policy  for  Ireland 
is  one  thing,  and  the  duty  of  the  Execu- 
tive is  quite  another  thing.  The  want 
of  a  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland  may  be  a  serious  matter. 
This  is  also  a  point  which  has  been  much 
altered  by  what  has  passed  in  *'  another 
place."  Mr.  Morley  says  that  the  ques- 
tion whether  he  or  any  other  English 
Minister  shall  rule  Ireland  is  approach- 
ing solution  one  way  or  the  other.  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether,  if  the  rule 
of  Englishmen  is  to  cease  in  Ireland, 
Irishmen  will  be  allowed  to  take  part  in 
the  ruling  of  England?  It  seems  to 
me  that  that  question  must  arise.  But 
this  becomes  a  very  serious  matter,  in- 
deed, when  you  are  dealing^  with  the 
question  of  what  an  English  Minister 
will  do.  First  of  all,  he  disparages 
English  rule,  and  takes  upon  himself  a 
duty  which  certainly  is  quite  inconsis- 
tent with  the  duty  of  the  Executive 
Government,  because  he  says  he  is  going 
to  take  the  place  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
practically,  and  revise  the  decisions  of 
the  Courts  ;  he  will  not  execute  the  de- 
crees of  the  Courts  unless  he  is  satisfied 
that  they  are  just.  I  know  Mr.  Morley 
has  qualified  that.  He  says  the  ques- 
tion— 

"Whether  or  not  the  Forces  of  the  Crown 
should  be  used  in  carrying  out  every  eviction 
for  which  the  shadow  of  a  legal  title  or  justi- 
fication can  be  made  out  is  a  question  which 
Executive  Ministers  must  decide  upon  for 
themselves  on  their  own  responsibility  upon 
each  case  as  it  arises.'' 

I  *know  he  said  afterwards  that  he 
meant  that  the  Military  Forces — 

*'  Were  not  to  execute  decrees — ^that  is,  judi- 
cial decrees  —  which,  on  the  ground  of  public 
policy  as  well  as  that  of  equity,  may  seem  un- 
advisable  or  unnecessary.*' 

The  Military  Forces,  however,  in  Ireland 
are  those  who  are  military  armed,  and  they 
include  the  Constabulary.  The  Consta- 
bulary Force  are  by  no  means  like  the 
police  of  this  country.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that  it  is  a  toler- 
able thing  for  a  partizan  Minister  to 
judge  as  to  what  decrees  he  shall  exe- 
cute, or  as  to  what  period  the  ordinary 
Civil  Authorities  will  fail  to  execute  the 
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law  ?  The  first  duty  of  a  Goyemment  is 
to  maintain  law  and  order ;  and  no  one 
knows  that  better  than  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  who  recently  occupied  the  posi- 
tion of  Lord  Lieutenant.  Let  me  do  the 
noble  Earl  justice.  I  haye  neyer  said  a 
word  about  his  tenure  of  Office  except 
as  to  the  courage  and  ability  with  which 
he  carried  out  his  duties,  and  as  to  the 
way  he  grappled  with  crime  and  outrage 
in  Ireland.  I  now  call  upon  him,  in  eon- 
formifcy  with  what  he  has  said,  to  take 
the  steps  which  he  called  upon  us  to 
take.  The  noble  Earl  has  stated  that 
the  condition  of  the  country  was  a  hun- 
dredfold worse  than  when  he  had  charge 
of  the  Goyemment.  "  Boycotting"  and 
the  National  League  are  inextricably 
inyolyed  with  one  another  in  Lreland. 
It  is  said  that  rents  in  some  parts  of  Ire- 
land are  collected ;  but  that  is  not  where 
the  National  League  exists.  The  two 
things  are  connected  in  a  manner  which 
shows  the  importance  of  dealing  with 
one  and  the  other.  I  do  not  want  to 
say  more  at  this  hour  of  the  eyening ; 
but  I  call  upon  the  noble  Earl  to  see 
that  law  and  order  are  enforced  without 
delay,  and  without  waiting  for  the  policy 
which  some  time  or  other  is  to  come  forth 
from  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment. 

The  LOED  PKESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencee)  :  My  Lords, 
I  think  I  haye  some  right  to  complain 
that  the  noble  Viscount  opposite  has  un- 
necessarily raised  a  question  of  consider- 
able importance  without  haying  giyen 
any  Notice  to  me  or  the  House  on  the 
subject.  No  doubt  the  question  is  one  of 
great  importance ;  but  I  only  came  down 
here  prepared  to  answer  the  Question 
placed  upon  the  Paper  by  the  noble 
viscount.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  tell 
your  Lordships  what  Beturns  the  Go- 
yemment are  ready  to  giye  with  respect 
to  intimidation  and  outrages  and  the 
like  in  Ireland ;  but  I  am  not  prepared 
to  follow  the  noble  Viscount  in  a  matter 
which  really  inyolyes  the  whole  question 
of  the  policy  of  the  Goyemment  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  am  certainly  not  bound  to 
do  so  on  a  casual  Question.  If  I  followed 
the  noble  Viscount  it  would  carry  me 
through  the  whole  policy  of  the  Goyern- 
ment,  and  I  am  certainly  not  prepared 
to  go  into  that  to-night.  The  noble 
Viscount,  after  referring  to  what  passed 
the  other  night  in  this  House,  said  he 
was  not  going  to  try  to  draw  out  the 
Members  of  the  Goyemment  with  regard 

Vieeount  Cranhrooh 


to  their  policy.  I  cannot  congratulate 
him  on  haying  carried  out  his  expressed 
intention ;  for  he  did,  I  think,  try  yery 
hard  to  put  the  case  in  such  a  way  that 
I  should  disclose  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
yemment with  regard  to  this  subject. 
The  statement  I  made  on  the  first  eyen- 
ing of  the  Session  in  this  House  I  haye 
not  now  with  me.  I  did  not  think  that 
this  matter  was  coming  on  to-night,  and 
therefore  I  did  not  haye  the  opportunity 
of  referring,  as  the  noble  Viscount  had, 
to  what  I  said  on  that  occasion ;  and 
if  I  make  some  mistakes  I  must  throw 
the  blame  upon  him  for  not  haying 
giyen  me  Notice.  My  recollection  is  that 
I  pressed  the  Goyemment  to  giye  in- 
formation as  to  the  condition  of  Ireland 
at  the  time  I  was  then  speaking.  I  be- 
lieye  I  then  stated,  though  the  report 
read  by  the  noble  Lord  does  not  bear 
this  out,  that  if  we  went  by  the  ac- 
coimts  in  the  newspapers  such  and  such 
a  state  of  things  had  occurred.  I 
therefore  pressed  the  GK>yemment  to 
giye  us  reliable  information.  If  the  news- 
paper accounts  were  true  I  said  the 
state  of  intimidation  in  Ireland  was  ten- 
fold, perhaps  one-hundredfold,  worse 
than  what  it  was  when  I  had  the  honour 
and  responsibility  of  goyemment  in  that 
country.  I  belieye  what  I  pressed  for 
then  was  for  reliable  information  as  to 
the  state  of  social  order  in  Ireland,  and 
that  was  a  perfectly  legitimate  matter 
upon  which  to  question  the  Goyemment 
I  do  not  at  all,  therefore,  blame  thenoble 
Viscount  for  pressing  me  and  the  Gk>- 
yemment  to  giye  this  information ;  and  I 
am  quite  ready  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
yemment, if  this  will  satisfy  him,  to 
giye  a  Eetum  showing  the  number  of 
cases  of  intimidation  which  haye  taken 
place  under  the  ordinary  law  since  the 
expiration  of  the  Crimes  Act  last  year — 
distinguishing  between  the  cases  dia- 
posed  of  at  the  Petty  Sessions  and 
Assizes  and  those  made  the  subject  of 
indictment,  with  the  number  of  oon- 
yictions.  This  is  the  utmost  we  can  do 
with  regard  to  intimidation.  The  qaea- 
tion  of  '^ Boycotting"  is  rather  a  new 
one  for  official  Retums.  We  are  quite 
ready  to  giye  information  in  the  poasoe- 
sion  of  the  Irish  Goyemment  as  to  the 
number  of  persons  who  are  "Boy- 
cotted." I  belieye  we  haye  Betorss 
which  were  made  up  to  the  time  wlien 
I  was  leaying  Office.  They  were  qnitt 
new  Hetums;  therefore  I  am  not 
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that  we  should  rely  upon  them  in  so  pre- 
cise a  manner  as  on  those  which  are  actual 
cases  tried  before  the  magistrates  and  the 
Law  Courts.  The  Eeturns  of  the  latter 
cases,  of  course,  are  perfectly  reliable. 
But  if  the  House  thinks  it  desirable 
that  we  should  give  the  Betums  I  refer 
to  I  shall  be  perfectly  ready  to  lay  them 
on  the  Table.  They  are  submitted  by 
the  best  officers  in  the  country,  and 
they  refer  to  persons  that  were  "Boy- 
cotted "  on  specified  dates — on  the  36th 
of  June,  30th  of  September,  and  the 
3l8t  of  December  in  last  year.  Then 
the  noble  Viscount,  referring  to  the 
statement  in  "  another  place  "  of  a  right 
hon.  Colleague  of  mine,  said  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  going  to 
take  the  place  of  the  Courts  of  Law,  and 
settle  what  are  proper  and  what  are 
improper  decrees  for  the  military  and 
police  to  put  in  force.  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  said 
anything  of  the  sort.  What  he  did  say 
was  that  when  a  request  was  made  for 
the  military  to  be  called  in  he  should 
carefully  consider  whether  necessity  for 
the  use  of  the  military  arose  or  not.  He 
did  not  say  that  with  regard  to  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  but  simply 
made  the  statement  with  reference  to 
the  Military  Forces.  I  will  read  the 
part  of  his  speech  which  has  reference 
to  this  matter.     He  says — 

•*  While  we  shall  be  very  careful  to  exact 
respect  for  law,  and  very  careful  to  see  that 
every  subject  of  the  Queen  has  all  those  rights 
to  which  he  is  legally  entitled,  it  will  te  our 
duty  to  look  into  the  cases  as  they  arise,  and  in 
no  case  where  it  can  possibly  be  avoided  shall 
we  be  inclined  to  resort  to  military  force.*' 

Now,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Viscount  will  differ  from  that.  Will 
he  say  that  the  military  should  be 
used  in  the  defence  of  the  civil  power 
on  all  occasions  ?  I  must  confess  that 
during  the  yeaxs  I  had  the  honour  of 
being  Lord  Lieutenant  I  always  thought 
it  a  very  grave  thing  indeed  when  it 
was  necessary  to  send  the  military  in 
support  of  the  civil  power.  It  was  a 
most  undesirable  thing  to  do.  Where 
it  was  expected  that  obstruction  would 
take  place,  I  always  preferred  to  send 
as  large  a  force  of  police  as  possible 
rather  than  of  military,  whether  In- 
fantry or  Cavalry.  That  is  what  I 
understand  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
mean.  He  did  not  say  that  he  would 
never  use  the  Forces  of   the   Queen. 


What  he  did  say  was  that  he  would 
look  into  every  case  to  see  whether  there 
was  any  necessity  for  bringing  these 
Forces  into  use.  I  confess  that  that 
seems  to  me  a  very  different  thing  from 
that  which  the  noble  Viscount  has 
stated.  As  far  as  reluctance  to  use 
these  Forces  is  concerned,  I  entirely 
concur  with  the  Chief  Secretary. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  there  is  a  remarkable  con- 
trast between  the  anxiety  shown  by 
noble  Lords  opposite  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  not  to  allow  one  or  two 
days  to  intervene  before  a  policy  was 
announced  and  their  demand  now  that 
we  should  abstain  from  any  questions  as 
to  a  policy  even  upon  matters  that  affect 
life  and  property  in  Ireland  until  the 
magical  1st  of  April  arrives.  But  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  announce 
to  us  any  policy  I  wish  that  they  would 
carry  that  system  of  silence  and  reticence 
out  completely.  The  policy  which  might 
convey  some  comfort  and  consolation  to 
theLoyal  Party  in  Ireland  is  scrupulously 
kept  back,  while  a  policy  suitable  for 
the  consumption  of  the  National  League 
is  announced  in  the  other  House.  A 
'^no-rent  manifesto"  has  been  announced 
by  Mr.  Morley — at  least,  that  is  the  way 
in  which  it  will  be  interpreted  by  the 
tenants  of  Ireland.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  portions  of  the  speech  of  Mr.  Morley 
will  bear  the  interpretations  put  upon 
them  by  the  noble  Earl ;  but  there  are 
other  portions  which  will  be  abstracted 
and  circulated  and  sent  about  to  the 
encouragement  of  tenants  who  abstain 
from  fulfilling  their  legal  contracts  by 
conveying  to  their  minds  that  those  legal 
contretcts  will  not  be  enforced  unless 
the  Chief  Secretary,  a  known  sympathizer 
with  Mr.  Parnell,  considers  them  to  be 
desirable  and  equitable.  These  are  the 
words  of  Mr.  Morley — 

"Decrees  which,  on  the  gpround  of  public 
policy  as  well  as  that  of  equity,  may  seem  in- 
advisahle  or  unnecessary." 

Now,  there  has  been  a  strong  effort  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Earl  to  convert  this 
statement  of  Mr.  Morley  into  a  much 
more  innocent  statement  to  the  effect  that 
he  would  be  very  reluctant,  unless  it  was 
necessary,  to  use  military  force.  But 
that  is  not  what  Mr.  Morley  said.  Most 
of  us,  nay  all  of  us,  are  very  reluctant  to 
employ  military  force  where  it  is  not 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  compelling 
fulfilment  of  contracts.   But  Mr.  Morley 
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claims  a  totally  different  liberty,  not  to 
consider  whether  military  force  is  neces- 
sary for  the  fulfilment  of  contracts,  bat 
to  consider  whether  a  contract  in  itself 
is  one  which  is  equitable,  or  which  public 
policy  requires  should  be  fulfilled  after 
the  Court  of  Law  had  established  the 
legality  of  the  demands,  and  to  withhold 
military  force  as  unnecessary  if  the  con- 
tract should  not  approve  itself  to  Mr. 
Morley's  judgment.  That  is  going  from 
a  state  of  law  to  a  state  of  absolute  go- 
yemment,  and  is  taking  away  the  deci- 
sion of  contracts  from  the  Courts  of  Law 
and  giving  it  into  the  hands  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary officer  deeply  prejudiced  against 
one  of  the  classes  that  take  part  in  these 
contracts.  I  can  very  well  fancy  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  very  loth 
to  accept  such  a  doctrine,  and  deeply 
regret  that  it  should  have  been  an- 
nounced by  their  Chief  Secretary.  But 
I  must  say  that  I  think  we  require  a 
more  clear  assurance  that  the  policy 
which  his  words  appear  to  sanction  will 
not  be  in  effect  carried  out.  We  require 
an  assurance  that  the  military  will  be 
employed,  if  it  be  neccEsary,  in  order  to 
exact  the  fulfilment  of  contracts,  whether 
these  contracts  are  in  equity  or  in  policy 
pleasing  to  Mr.  Morley  or  not.  That  is 
the  dangerous  part  of  the  announcement 
that  has  been  made.  I  confess  that  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  Government  are 
accepting  a  very  deep  responsibility 
when  they  refuse  not  for  a  few  days,  but 
for  six  weeks,  to  announce  any  policy  at 
all  with  respect  to  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  the  preservation  of  life  and 
property  in  Ireland.  At  all  events,  if 
they  do  refuse  such  an  enactment,  let 
them  repudiate  in  clear  language  the 
most  unfortunate  invitation  which  the 
authorized  Hepresentative  of  the  Irish 
Government  has  addressed  to  the  Irish 
tenants  not  to  pay  rents  wherever  those 
rents  do  not  approve  themselves  to  the 
policy  of  Mr.  Morley. 

FRESHWATER  FISHERIES  (eELS)  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  declare  the  meaning  of  section 
eleven  of  the  Freshwater  Fisheries  Act,  1878, 
so  far  as  regards  Eels—Was  presented  by  The 
Lord  Thurlow ;  read  1».    (No.  16.) 

Honse  adjourned  at  a  qparter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OP   COMMONS, 
Monday^  22nd  February,  1886. 


MINUTES.l— New  Mexber  Swork— \niliam 
Henrj  O'Shea,  esquire, /or  Ghdway  Borough. 

Select  Ck)inf  ittees — Parliamentary  Procedure, 
appointed;  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  appointed  ; 
Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (House  of 
Commons),  appointed  and  nominated. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee^ReeoUUiona 
[February  19J  reported. 

Private  Bill  (*y  Order) — Second  BeeuUnf — 
Bedford  and  Peterborough  Railway.* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Readinf  — 
Rivers  Purification*  [101];  Mines*  [102]; 
Hyde  Park  Comer  (New  Streeto)*  [103]; 
Leaseholds  (Facilities  of  Purchase  ol  Fee 
Simple)*  ri04];  Removal  Terms  (Borgha) 
(Scotland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment  *  [105] ; 
Corrupt  Practices  (Manicipal  Elections) 
(Scotland)*  [106];  Glebe  Lands  (Ireland) 
Acts  Continuance  *  [1071;  Coal  Mines  Ref- 
lation Act  (1872)  Amendment*  [108];  Real 
Assets  Administration*  ||109]. 

Second  Reading — Land  Registry  [91]. 

QUESTIONS. 


POLITICAL  MEETINGS— SPEECH  OF 
MR.  CHAMBERLAIN—"  RANSOM." 

Baron  HENEY  DE  W0EM8 :  Ibe^ 
to  give  Notice  that  on  Thursday  I  shall 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  Whether  he  has  seen  the 
following  passage  in  Mr.  Bams'  speech 
in  Hyde  Park  yesterday  at  a  meetmg  of 
the  Social  Democratic  Federation : — 

'<  Ton  are  told  by  Mr.  Chamberlain  thai  ih» 
day  has  come  when  property  shonld  pay  ran* 
som  to  those  from  whom  property  has  beea 
stolen ;  ** 

and,  whether  the  quotation  is  correct, 
and  oonyeys  the  views  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Joskph 
Chamberlain)  :  I  will  spare  the  hon. 
Member  the  trouble  of  putting  the 
Question  down.  The  quotation  is  not 
correct. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELANDJ— 
ESTATE  OP  COLONEL  CLIVE. 

Mb.  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Colonel  the  honourable  G^rge  Windsor 
Windsor  Cliye  has  sued  Bryan  Byrne. 
Bailyland,  and  other  tenants  upon  his 
estate  in  the  Dondalk  division  of  th* 
county  Louth,  for  the  hanging  gal«  do* 
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Ist  NoTomber  last;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  in  former  and  oomparatiTelj 
prosperons  years  said  hanging  gale 
has  not  been  asked  from  said  tenants 
antil  six  months  after  the  day  on  which 
it  became  legally  due;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  this  will  make  the  third  half- 
year's  rent  with  law  costs  which  has 
been  demanded  by  Colonel  Cliye  duriog 
the  (for  farmers)  admittedly  disastrous 
year,  1885 ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  great  falling  off  in  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produce,  it  is  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take 
steps  for  relieving  the  distress  of  Irish 
tenants? 

Thb  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley):  a  communication  has  been 
made  to  me  to-day  by  Colonel  Clive 
which  does  not  coincide  with  the  infor- 
mation which  had  previously  reached 
me ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
press  that  part  of  his  Question,  I  must 
ask  him  to  postpone  it  till  further  in- 
quiry has  been  made.  With  regard  to 
the  general  question  raised  in  the  last 
paragraph,  I  will  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  postpone  the  matter  until  a 
future  day,  as  I  am  in  communication 
with  the  authorities  in  Dublin  on  the 
subject. 

ARMS  ACT  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  LEWIS  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Act  restrict- 
ing the  possession  of  arms  in  Ireland 
does  not. expire  on  the  Ist  June  next; 
and,  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
introduce  at  an  early  date  a  Bill  to  re- 
new or  extend  its  provisions  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  John  Morley)  :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  this  Question.  The  Act  will  ex- 
pire on  June  1  next,  I  believe ;  but  it 
would  be  quite  premature  for  mo  to 
make  any  announcement  now  of  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  with  respect 
to  it. 

Mb.  LEWIS  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  the  Question  on  that  day 
fortnight. 

METROPOLIS— LONDON   LIVERY  COM- 
PANIES-LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  HOWELL  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
he  intends  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  give 
effect  to  the  Beport  of  the  late  Eoyal 
Oommiaaion  on  the  Oity  Guilds  ? 


Thb  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildebs)  :  My  hon.  Friend  is  probably 
aware  that  in  1885  a  Bill  on  this  subject 
was  introduced  by  the  then  President  of 
the  Local  Gbvemment  Board.  I  shall 
confer  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  who 
now  holds  that  Office  as  to  the  re-intro» 
duction  of  that  or  a  similar  Bill. 

INDUSTRIAL  DWELLINGS  ACT,  1SS5— 
DISUSED  PRISONS,  METROPOLIS. 

Mb.  GENT-DAVIS  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gt>vernment  Board, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt>vemment  to  take  steps  at  an 
early  date  in  order  that  the  disused  pri- 
sons in  the  Metropolis  named  in  the 
Dwellings  Act  of  1885  may  be  de- 
molished, and  that  remunerative  occupa- 
tion for  workmen  as  well  as  decent  and 
cheap  house  accommodation  for  the  poor 
may  be  provided  by  the  erection  of 
artizans'  dwellings  on  the  sites  of  these 
prisons  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (who  replied)  said :  The  only 
two  prisons  of  those  named  in  the  Act  of 
1885  which  have,  up  to  the  present,  been 
finally  discontinued  are  Coldbath  Fields 
and  Olerkenwell.  Treasury  sanction  has 
been  asked,  but  not  yet  received,  for  the 
sale  by  auction  of  Coldbath  Fields.  The 
Middlesex  Justices  have  not  yet  decided 
whether  to  accept  or  refuse  the  re-con- 
veyance of  Clerkenwell.  With  regard 
to  the  other  two  prisons  named  in  the 
Act,  Pentonville  will  not  be  discontinued, 
and  the  fate  of  Millbank  is  not  yet  de- 
cided upon. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  YACHT 
"  OSBORNE." 

Mb.  OOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be  true  that  the 
Royal  Yacht  Osborne  is  about  to  undergo 
extensive  alterations ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  inform  the 
House  the  nature  and  estimated  cost  of 
the  same;  also  the  total  amount  ex- 
pended on  repairs,  alterations,  and  deco- 
rations upon  ship  and  engine-room  since 
the  period  when  originally  commis- 
sionea  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  :  The  Osborne 
is  not  about  to  undergo  extensive  altera- 
tions. A  sum  of  £4,519  was  approved 
on  December  14  last  for  annual  refit  of 
hull,   machinery,  masts,  yards,  boats. 


879     Coast  Defences^Definee        {COMMONS}        qf  the  Coast  of  Durham.        880 


rigging,  and  stores.  This  amount  in- 
cludes £777  for  providing  extra  accom- 
modation on  the  bridge,  and  £54  for 
five  other  small  alterations.  The  sums 
expended  on  account  of  repairs,  altera- 
tions, and  decorations  of  the  ship  and 
engine-rooln  since  the  date  of  her  com- 
pletion for  sea  are  as  follows,  completed 
in  1874  :— -Hull,  £52,509  ;  machinery, 
£19,044 ;  masts,  boats,  rigging,  stores, 
&c.,  £32,066  ;  total,  £103,619.  A  Par- 
liamentarj  Eetum  of  April  27,  1883 
(157)  gives  a  great  deal  of  detailed  in- 
formation about  this  vessel. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— THE 
NATIONAL  ENSIGN. 

Mr.  RADCLTFFE  COOKE  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  the 
hoisting  of  the  National  Ensign  over  the 
Palace  of  Westminster  during  the  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament ;  and,  if  there  would 
be  no  objection,  whether  he  would  give 
orders  to  have  it  so  hoisted  ? 

The  lord  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Leveson  Gower)  (who  replied) 
said :  Technically  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment are  a  Royal  Palace  comprising  the 
old  and  new  Palaces  of  Westminster. 
When  the  Sovereign  is  present  in  the 
House  the  Royal  Ensign  is  hoisted  on 
the  Victoria  Tower.  No  other  ensign 
could  be  properly  hoisted. 

POST  OFFICE  (PARCELS  POST)— CAR- 
RIAGE OF  PARCELS  IN  SUBURBAN 
AND  RURAL  DISTRICTS. 

Mb.  BOORD  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  What  provision 
is  made  for  the  carriage  of  packages 
transmitted  by  the  Parcels  Post  in  sub- 
urban and  rural  districts ;  and,  whether 
any  extra  remuneration  is  given  to  letter 
carriers  who,  in  addition  to  their  usual 
burthen,  have  to  carry  heavy  parcels  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  wages  of  rural  postmen  did 
not  vary  with  the  weight  carried,  but 
with  the  distance  traversed  and  the  time 
occupied.  The  maximum  weight  was  35 
lbs.,  which  gradually  diminished  as  the 
postman  went  on. 

POST  OFFIOE-THE   POSTAL  UNION- 
EXTENSION  TO  AUSTRALASIA. 

Me.  J.  H.  HEATON  (for  Mr.  J. 
Hssiokeb)  asked  the  Financial  Secre- 
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tary  to  the  Treasury,  What  is  the  cause 
of  the  delay  in  the  extension  of  the 
Postal  Union  system  to  Australasia; 
and,  is  there  a  probability  of  the  present 
high  rate  of  post€tge  on  letters  to  and 
from  the  Australasian  Colonies  being 
reduced  in  a  short  time  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee),  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  not  intended  to  lower  the 
rate  of  postage  to  the  Colonies ;  and  no 
intimation  had  been  received  that  the 
Colonies  themselves  desired  any  change 
to  be  made. 

EGYPT  —  ARMED  STEAMERS   ON  THE 

NILE. 

Me.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretory 
to  the  Admiralty,  How  many  shallow 
water  armed  fighting  steamers  are  at 
present  engaged  in  patrolling  the  Nile, 
and,  whether,  at  its  next  rising,  it  is  in- 
tended that  a  flotilla  of  portable  armed 
steam  craft  shall  be  despatched  for  the 
purpose  of  clearing  the  upper  reaches  of 
the  river  of  hostile  tribes  between  Wadj 
Haifa,  Dongola,  and  Berber  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannseican)  : 
With  the  hon.  Member's  permission,  I 
will  reply  to  this  Question.  The  Nile 
is  at  present  patrolled  by  four  armed 
shallow-water  steamers,  all  stem-wheel- 
ers— the  Lotus  and  Shaban  above  Wady 
Haifa,  and  the  Tamai  and  £1  Teh  be- 
tween that  place  and  Assouan.  Two 
other  vessels  for  this  duty  have  been 
sent  out  and  have  arrived  at  Alex- 
andria. I  am  not  aware  of  any  such  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Government 
as  that  indicated  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question. 

COAST  DEFENCES— DEFENCE  OP  THE 
COAST  OF  DURHAM. 

SiB  HENRY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
What  steps  have  been  taken  to  carry 
out  the  official  recommendations  recently 
made  for  the  Yoluoteer  Naval  and  Tor- 
pedo Defence  of  the  Wear  and  the  Teets 
and  the  intermediate  coast  line  of  South- 
East  Durham  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- Bakneemak):  Establithments 
for  submarine  mining  are  in  process  of 
construction  on  the  Tees  and  Tyn» 
Stores  and  vessels  haye  been  pnrehased 
for  the  submarine  mining  defences  of 
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those  rivers,  and  also  of  the  Wear.  In 
addition  to  the  defence  establishments, 
negotiations  are  in  progress  for  the  par- 
chase  at  Middlesbrough  of  a  site  on 
which  to  erect  buildings  where  instruc- 
tion can  be  given  in  submarine  mining. 
On  the  Tyne  a  local  Volunteer  Force  for 
submarine  mining  has  been  raised,  and 
has  already  been  once  trained  in  con- 
junction with  a  section  of  the  coast  bat- 
talion of  Bojal  Engineers. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE)   DEPARTMENT— 
AMMQNXTXON. 

Mb.  OABBUTT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  the  statement  in 
27ie  Times  of  the  6th  February  is  cor- 
rect, that  the  late  Government  have 
g>iven  an  order  to  the  firm  of  Messieurs 
William  Armstrong  and  Company  for 
half  a  million's  worth  of  shot  and  shell ; 
and,  if  so,  can  he  state  for  which  guns 
they  are  intended  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman)  :  No,  Sir ;  the 
statement  is  not  correct. 

SCOTLAND  —  REPRESENTATION  OF 
THE  PEOPLE  ACT  —  POLLING 
PLACES    IN    ARGYLLSHIRE. 

Mb.  MAOFABLANE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
any  correspondence  that  may  have 
passed  between  the  late  Secretary  for 
Scotland  and  the  late  Lord  Advocate 
and  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire,  having  re- 
ference to  the  polling  places  in  that 
county? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitb)  :  It  is  not  usual  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  official  Corre- 
spondence of  this  kind ;  but  I  know  that 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
late  Lord  Advocate  will  be  very  glad  to 
answer  any  Questions  upon  the  subject 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  his  period  of  0£B.ce, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so  in  so  far  as 
it  relates  to  mine. 

INDIA— RELIGIOUS  PROVISIONS-PRO- 
TESTANT CHAPLAINS  AND 
CATHOLIC  PRIESTS. 

Mb.  DONALD  SULLIVAN  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  while  Protestant  Chap- 
lains with  the  Axmy  in  India  are  allowed 
loll  pay  when  they  fall  ill,  and  when 
they  take  their  vacation.  Catholic  Chap- 
lains under  similar  circumstanoes  are  de- 


prived of  all  pay ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  take  immediate  steps  to  remedy  the 
unequal  treatment  of  the  Catholic  Chap- 
lains ? 

The  UNDEB  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  Ughtkbd  Kay- 
Shuttlbwohth)  (who  replied)  said : 
Chaplains  on  the  Indian  Establishment 
— that  is,  Protestant  chaplains— are 
Government  servants  appointed  by  the 
State.  As  such,  they  receive,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Leave  Code,  allow- 
ances when  on  leave,  whether  with  or 
without  medical  certificate.  The  Boman 
Catholic  priests  who  minister  to  the 
British  troops  in  India  are  not  Govern- 
ment servants,  and  are  not  appointed  by 
the  State.  The  Government  merely  pays 
them  certain  allowances  for  the  minis- 
trations  which  they  afiEbrd  to  the  soldiers ; 
but  beyond  this  they  have  no  connection 
with  the  State.  I  am  not  aware  that  they 
are  deprived  of  all  pay  when  casually 
prevented  by  sickness  from  doing  duty. 
The  question  of  the  position  of  Koman 
Catholic  priests  in  India  was  carefully 
considered  in  1876,  and  the  matter  was 
then  placed  on  the  footing  on  which  it 
now  stands.  The  details  of  the  arrange- 
ment are  to  be  found  in  Betum  No.  243 
of  1876. 

ARMY  (SMALL  ARMS)— USE  OF 
GERMAN  STEEL  FOR  SWORD  BLADES. 

Mb.  OABBUTT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  the  statement  about 
Cavalry  swords  in  27ie  Times  of  the  16th 
instant  is  authoritative;  if  so,  can  he 
state  why  the  contractor  should  apply  for 
leave  to  use  German  steel  when  our  own 
factory  at  Enfield  found  no  difficulty  in 
obtaining  English  steel ;  whether  the 
application  had  been  refused;  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that,  in  addition  to  the  blades 
coming  from  Germany,  the  hilts  and 
scabbards  were  also  made  and  fitted 
there ;  whether,  in  future,  he  will  take 
care  the  swords  are  made  in  England, 
as,  according  to  the  War  Office  state- 
ment, there  is  no  difficulty  in  obtaining 
suitable  steel  in  Sheffield ;  and,  whether 
he  will  issue  the  promised  Report  at  once 
as  so  many  swords  and  bayonets  have 
proved  defective  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CampbelIi-Baknebman)  :  Tes,  Sir ;  the 
statement  referred  to  is  authoritative. 
The  contractor  stated  that  he  was  unable 
to  complete  the  number  of  swords  he  had 
to  supply  without,  to  some  extent,  em« 
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ploying  SoHngen  blades,  and  applied  for 
permission  to  do  so.  This  permissioQ 
has  been  granted,  as  his  contract  only 
binds  him  to  supply  swords  which  shall 
stand  certain  tests.  The  order  which 
was  gi?en  from  theWar  Office  to  SoHngen 
to  complete  the  required  quantity  which 
could  not  be  obtained  in  England  is  for 
swords  with  scabbards  complete.  Orders 
for  swords  have  not  been  given,  and  will 
not  be  given,  to  the  foreign  trade  when 
the  number  required  within  a  given  time 
can  be  procured  from  the  home  trade 
aided  by  the  Government  factory  at 
Enfield.  The  promised  Beporfc  will  not 
be  complete  until  all  the  swords  and 
bayonets  shall  have  been  tested,  which 
we  hope  will  be  accomplished  in  a  few 
weeks. 

GK)VERNMENT  OF  LONDON- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  OEEMEB  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  the 
Government  intend  at  an  early  date  to 
introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  London  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  The  hon.  Member  is  pro- 
bably unaware  that  on  Friday  I  an- 
swered an  identical  Question.  I  stated 
then  that  it  was  out  of  my  power  to 
make  any  definite  statement  on  this  sub- 
ject at  present. 

EGYPT— THE  SLAVE  TRADE— THE 
CONVENTION  OP  1877. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreira  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Convention  made  between 
Italy  and  the  United  Kingdom,  on  the 
21  St  December  last,  relative  to  the  Con- 
vention entered  into  by  Egypt,  on  the 
4th  August  1877,  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Sla?e  Trade  is  to  be  enforced,  or 
remain  comparatively  a  dead  letter  ? 

TheUNDER  SECRETARYof  STATE 
(Mr.  Bbyob)  :  The  document  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  is  not  a  Conven- 
tion, but  a  Declaration  recording  the  ad- 
hesion of  Italy  to  the  Convention  of  the 
4th  of  August,  1877,  between  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Egypt.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  Slave  Trade  Act  of  1878  the  De- 
claration must  be  applied  by  Order  in 
Council.  The  Order  is  in  course  of  pre- 
paration, and  as  soon  as  it  is  issued  the 
Dedaration  as  regwU  this  country  will 
enter  into  force. 

Itr.  CamphM-Batmerman 


PIERS    AND    HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
ARKLOW  HARBOUR  WORKS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  OOEBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  lay  the 
Beport  of  Mr.  Stevenson,  C.E.,  on  the 
condition  of  the  Arklow  Harbour  works, 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  fob  ICE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Moeley)  (who  re- 
plied) said :  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  a 
copy  of  this  Eeport  on  the  Table  if  my 
hon.  Friend  will  move  for  it. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CASE 
OF  MICHAEL  STOREY. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  seen  a  report  of 
the  observations  of  Mr.  Darley,  the 
County  Court  Judge,  in  delivering  judg- 
ment, at  the  recent  quarter  sessions  held 
in  Wicklow,  in  the  case  of  Michael 
Storey,  in  which  he  said — 

"  It  was  a  very  seriotu  matter  to  send  this 
man  to  gaol  without  the  option  of  a  fine,  to  send 
him  to  gaol  for  six  months  (with  hard  lahonr), 
because  he  put  his  hand  against  a  policeman, 
saying,  '  I  won't  allow  you  to  cross  my  land,' 
was  monstrous,  and  the  moment  the  policeman 
remonstrated,  and  said  he  would  arrest  him,  it 
was  admitted  he  allowed  the  policeman  to 
pass; " 
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whether  the  decision  of  the  magistrates 
was  reversed,  and  a  fine  of  £5  impoeed 
on  Mr.  Storey ;  and,  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  advise  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  take  any  notice  of  the 
conduct  of  Messrs.  Truell,  Acton,  and 
Barton,  the  magistrates  who  presided  on 
the  occasion,  and  at  the  same  time  take 
steps  to  have  the  fine  remitted,  or  re- 
duced to  such  an  amount  as  would  be 
sufficient  penalty  for  the  offence  of  a 
'*  constructive  assault  ?  " 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  I  believe  the  obser?ation8  of 
the  County  Court  Judge  are  correctly 
quoted.  The  question  of  the  action  of 
tne  magistrates  in  the  case  is  one  for  the 
Lord  Chancellor ;  and  I  shaU  forward  the 
Papers  to.him  with  a  view  to  his  dealing 
wiUi  it.  With  regard  to  the  remission 
or  reduction  of  the  fine,  it  is  right  to 
observe  that  that  penalty  was  imposed 
by  the  Court  which  reviewed  and  re- 
versed the  decision  of  the  magistratas. 
However,  if  a  Memorial  on  the  sabjeoi 
is  presented  to  the  Lcnrd  Lieutenant  it 
wiU  be  duly  considered. 
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INLAND  KEVENUE— PAY  OP  CUSTOMS 

OFFICERS. 

Mr.  BAXTMANN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  it  is  true,  as 
stated  by  The  Standard  and  Globe  news- 
papers of  January  8th,  that  extensive 
reductions  are  to  be  made  in  the  scales 
of  pay  given  to  Customs  Officers ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  care  will  be  taken  in  ap- 
plying the  new  scales  to  inflict  no  injury 
on  the  prospects  of  promotion  of  the 
officers  now  on  the  establishment  who 
entired  the  service  under  entirely  diffe- 
rent conditions,  but  to  confine  their  effect 
to  those  who  may  choose  to  enter  the 
service  hereafter  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Haboourt),  in 
reply,  said,  that  certain  changes  were 
being  made  in  the  Customs  Department. 
No  one  would  have  his  salary  reduced  in 
consequence ;  but  he  would  not  give  any 
pledge  that  some  modifications  might 
not  be  made. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)- 
ALLEGED  OUTRAGES  AT  RICH- 
FORDSTOWN,  OLONAKILTY,  CO. 
CORK. 

Mr.  hooper  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  report  in  The  Cork  Examiner  news- 
paper of  a  recent  date  of  a  series  of 
alleged  outrages  oo  the  holding  of  Mr. 
John  Lucas,  J.P.,  Richfordstown  House, 
Clonakilty,  county  Cork;  whether  the 
police  authorities  of  the  district  have 
furnished  any  report  upon  the  subject, 
and,  if  so,  what  action,  if  any,  has  been 
taken  in  consequence,  or  is  intended  to 
be  taken ;  and,  whether,  under  the  ex- 
traordinary circumstances  of  the  case, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  consider 
it  their  duty  to  order  a  full  local  investi- 
gation into  all  the  facts  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  TMr.  John 
Mobley):  I  have  to  acknowledge  the 
receipt  of  a  newspaper  cutting  which  the 
hon.  Member  was  good  enough  to  send 
me  in  reference  to  this  case.  The  Police 
Heport  of  the  matter  having  been  laid 
before  the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, he  directed  that  summonses  should 
be  issued  against  Mr.  Lucas  and  his  wife 
on  the  charge  of  feloniously  setting  fire 
to  their  house ;  and  I  understand  that 
that  charge  is  being  heard  to-day.    The 


hon.  Member  will,  therefore,  not  expect 
me  to  offer  any  opinion  on  the  case. 

POST  OFFICE— DELIVERY  OF 
TELEGRAMS. 

Mb.  EORWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Post 
Office  have  seriously  delayed  the  deli- 
very of  telegrams,  when  addressed  in 
the  same  manner  as  letters,  which  are 
delivered  in  course,  on  the  ground  that 
the  telegrams  were  insufficiently  ad- 
dressed ;  whether  parties  complaining 
of  the  delay  in,  and,  in  some  cases,  non- 
delivery of  telegrams  addressed  in  a 
similar  manner  to  letters,  have  been 
informed  that  ''  a  direction  which  may 
be  sufficient  for  a  letter  is  not  suffi- 
cient for  a  telegram;''  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Postmaster  General  ap- 
proves of  this  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Post  Office  officials ;  and,  if  so,  that  the 
House  may  be  informed  of  the  additional 
particulars  required  to  be  given  on  the 
address  of  a  telegram  beyond  what  are 
required  to  be  stated  on  the  address  of 
a  letter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  in  reply, 
said,  that  it  had  been  discovered  at 
the  Post  Office  that  an  address  which 
might  be  sufficient  for  a  letter  might 
be  insufficient  for  a  telegram.  A 
letter  insufficiently  addressed  might  pass 
into  the  hands  of  a  postman  who  had 
others  to  deliver  to  the  same  person; 
whereas  a  telegram  must  be  delivered 
by  a  messenger,  who,  perhaps,  had 
never  heard  the  name  of  the  person  be- 
fore to  whom  it  was  addressed.  What 
was  required  was  an  address  which 
should  enable  the  messenger  to  deliver 
the  telegram,  even  without  the  name,  of 
the  person  to  whom  it  was  sent.  If  the 
hon.  Member  would  furnish  him  with 
the  particulars  of  grievance  he  would 
see  that  the  matter  should  be  inves- 
tigated. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PRIVILEGE  —  INTER- 
FERENCE  OF  PEERS  IN  ELECTION 
OF  MEMBERS  OF  THIS  HOUSE. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General,  with  reference  to  the  Re- 
solution of  this  House  which  declares — 

**  That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of  the  liber- 
ties and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of  the  United 
Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parliament  ....  to 
concern  himself  in  tiie  election  of  Members  to 
serve  for  the  Commons  in  Parliament  ....  or 
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for  any  Lord  Lieutenant  or  Oovemor  of  anj 
county  to  avail  himself  of  any  authority  de- 
rived from  his  Commission  to  influence  the 
election  of  any  Member  to  serve  for  the  Com- 
mons in  Parliament ; " 

whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  action  of  the  Earl  of  Meath,  in 
reference  to  the  recent  election  for  the 
East  Wicklow  Division  of  the  county ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Lord  Meath, 
in  his  capacity  of  Her  Majesty's  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Wicklow, 
summoned  a  meeting  of  so-called  Loyal- 
ists, at  which  he  took  the  chair ;  "whe- 
ther he  has  seen  a  report  of  Lord  Meath's 
speech  on  the  occasion,  in  which,  refer- 
ring to  the  election  about  to  be  held, 
he  spoke  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
Cork  City  as  the  leader  of  '*  Commu- 
nists "  and  '*  Anarchists,'*  adding — 

*'  He  was  not  bringing  forward  one-half  of 
the  villainous  projects  these  unscrupulous  revo- 
lutionists sought  to  accomplish ;  " 

whether  he  has  noticed  the  following 
passage  in  the  speech — 

'^  This  autocratic  leader  went  on  plainly  and 
without  reservation  to  educate  them  in  the  poli- 
tical doctrines  they  were  to  support.  First,  the 
land  of  the  country  was  to  bs  taken  from  all 
landowners  and  applied  to  National  purposes. 
Secondly,  no  property  of  any  description  was  to 
be  allowed  to  accumulate  in  the  hands  of  any 
person ; " 

whether  he  has  noticed  the  announce- 
ment made  to  the  meeting  by  Lord 
Meath,  who  read  a  letter  from  Earl  Fitz- 
william,  in  which  it  was  stated — 

"  You  will  be  told  by  my  son  what  I  believe 
you  already  know,  that  I  should  wish  to  con- 
tribute to  the  election  expenses  of  any  candi- 
date approved  by  the  meeting," 

to  which  Lord  Meath  added — 

<<  He  might  say  he  had  received  a  verv  large 
subscription  from  £!arl  FitzwiUiam,  but  he 
was  not  at  present  at  liberty  to  mention  the 
amount;  " 

whether  it  is  a  fact  that  several  other 
Peers,  including  Lord  Carysfort  and 
Lord  de  Vesci,  took  part  in  the  proceed- 
ings ;  and,  what  steps  he  intends  to 
take  in  support  of  the  Eesolution  of  the 
House  in  Aie  case  now  brought  under 
his  notice  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell)  :  I  am  bound  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  it  does  not 
come  in  any  special  sense  within  the 
sphere  of  my  duty  to  interfere  in  regard 
to  this  Question,  which  would  more 
properly  be  addressed  to  the  Leader  of 
the  House.    However,  in  courtesy  to 

Mr.  W,  J.  Corbet 


the  hon.  Member,  I  may  say  that  I  un- 
derstand that  the  speech  to  which  re- 
ference is  here  made  was  spoken  be- 
fore the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Elec- 
tion for  the  Eastern  Division  of  Wick- 
low ;  and,  under  these  circumstances,  it 
is  not  usual  to  take  any  notice  of  a  speech 
so  delivered.  Indeed,  it  is  customary 
for  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords  be- 
longing to  the  two  great  political  Par- 
ties in  the  State  to  take  part  before  the 
issue  of  the  Writ  of  Election  by  address- 
ing public  meetings;  and  in  this  case 
the  speech  was,  I  understand,  delivered 
before  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  whether 
the  Attorney  General  would  take  into 
consideration  the  desirability,  in  order 
to  make  the  matter  plain,  of  inserting 
the  words,  **  after  the  issue  of  the  Writ," 
when  a  Motion  was  made  for  the  issue 
of  a  new  Writ  ? 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  That  is 
also  a  Question  which  would  be  more 
properly  addressed  to  the  Leader  of  the 
House. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  WESTERN  PAOIFIO— 
THE  NEW  HEBRIDES. 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Is  there  any  Treaty  or  exchange 
of  assurances  between  England  and 
France  binding  both  Powers  to  respect 
the  independence  of  the  New  Hebrides 
and  of  Kaiatea ;  is  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment aware  that  a  Convention  has 
recently  been  entered  into  by  Germany 
and  France,  whereby  Germany  concedes 
to  France  the  right  to  take  possession 
of  the  New  Hebrides  and  Raiatea ;  was 
Her  Majesty's  Government  informed  by 
the  contracting  Powers  that  such  a  Con- 
vention was  about  to  be  made,  and  were 
they  invited  to  take  part  in  the  Conven- 
tion ;  and,  have  the  Governments  of  the 
Australasian  Colonies  requested  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  insist  upon  the 
maintenance  of  the  independence  of  the 
New  Hebrides  and  of  Raiatea,  for  the 
reason  that  their  occupation  by  any 
Foreign  Power .  would  be  contrary  to 
Treaty  engagements,  and  injurious  to 
British  interests  in  the  Padfio  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryoi^:  Agreements  do 
exist  between  Great  Britain  and  France 
whereby  both  Powers  engage  to  respect 
the  independence  of  the  groups  of  islands 
referred  to ;  but  a  concQtional  arrmnge- 
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rnent  has  been  entered  into  with  France 
in  relation  to  the  Kaiatea  group,  securing 
full  advantages  to  British  commerce. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  aware  of 
the  Convention  between  Germany  and 
Prance  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member ; 
but  it  is  not  to  the  effect  stated.  It  does 
not  affect  the  agreement  between  Ghreat 
Britain  and  France,  but  merely  stipu- 
lates that  Germany  will  do  nothing  to 
hinder  France  from  eventually  obtaining 
the  islands  in  question.  Under  these 
circumstances,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  receive,  and  did  not  expect 
to  receive,  notice  of  such  Convention,  nor 
to  be  invited  to  take  part  in  it.  The 
Australian  Colonies  continue  to  object 
to  the  abandonment  of  the  agreement 
with  France  concerning  the  New  He- 
brides ;  and  Correspondence  is  passing 
on  the  subject  with  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH    (METROPOLIS)— 
UNWHOLESOME  HABITATIONS. 

Mb.  SHIELEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
certain  correspondence  in  T?ie  Times,  and 
to  three  leading  articles  in  The  Timee, 
which  appeared  on  25th  September  and 
2nd  and  3rd  October  1885  respectively, 
in  which  it  was  stated : — That  a  most 
dangerous  and  over-crowded  structure 
in  London,  without  sanitary  arrange- 
ments, is  owned  by  a  member  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ;  that  the 
said  member  refused  to  obey  the  order 
of  the  vestry  to  fill  up  cesspools,  con- 
struct drains,  lay  on  water  supply,  and 
otherwise  cleanse  the  unwholesome  ha- 
bitation ;  that  the  said  member  refused 
to  obey  an  order  of  his  own  Board  to 
pull  down  or  shore  up  the  dangerous 
structure;  that  the  said  member  con- 
spired with  certain  of  the  Board's  offi- 
cials to  set  aside  the  above  order,  and 
to  use  the  public  money  on  the  said 
structure ;  and  further,  that  the  conspi- 
racy was  extended  to  the  office  in  which 
the  official  books  are  kept,  and  that  the 
books  were  dealt  with  in  accordance 
with  the  firaudulent  arrangement ;  that 
the  structure  is  still  inhabited,  notwith- 
standing that  the  dwelling  was  con- 
demned as  dangerous  by  the  Board's 
own  officials ;  and,  as  neither  the  Board 
nor  the  member  concerned  have  taken 
the  ordinary  means  of  replying  to  these 


grave  charges,  will  he  inquire  into  this 
matter  ? 

The  SEORETABY  of  STATE  pob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (who  replied)  said,  he  had  no 
information  at  the  present  moment ;  but 
he  was  inquiring  into  the  matter,  and 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  informed  of 
the  results  of  the  inquiry. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— MR. 
REPTON,  PROCURATOR  FISCAL  FOR 
EAST  FIFE. 

De.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Ronton  as  Procurator  Fiscal  of  the 
Eastern  Division  of  Eifeshire  has  yet 
been  confirmed ;  if  so,  on  what  condi- 
tions as  to  private  practice ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  Qovernment  will  refuse  confir- 
mation to  any  appointment  to  the  post 
except  on  condition  that  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  be  restricted  from  engaging  in 
private  practice  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  No,  Sir.  This  appointment 
has  not  yet  been  confirmed ;  and  it  has 
been  intimated  to  Mr.  Ronton  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  it  will  not  be  confirmed  unless  on 
the  condition  that  he  relinquishes  his 
private  practice.  He  has  intimated,  in 
reply,  that  he  is  willing  to  assent  to  that 
condition. 

ARMY  (SMALL  ARMS)— STEEL  FOR 
•SWORD  BAYONETS. 

Mb.  JOHNS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  there  is  any 
difficulty  in  obtaining  from  steel  manu- 
facturers in  this  Country  a  suitable 
quality  of  steel  for  the  manufacture  of 
sword  bayonets  for  the  British  Army; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  his  intention 
that  in  future  aU  sword  bayonets  sup- 
plied to  British  Troops  shall  be  manu- 
factured in  England  irom  English  steel, 
and  not  in  Germany  or  from  German 
steel ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannebhan)  :  There  is  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  from  firms  in  this 
country  a  suitable  steel  for  sword  bayo- 
nets ;  and  if  the  number  of  sword  bayo- 
nets required  can  be  procured  in  this 
country,  either  from  the  Government 
fewtory  or  from  private  manufacturers, 
recourse  will  not  be  had  to  the  foreign 
market. 
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THE  MAURITIUS— APPOINTMENT  OP 
MR.  CLIFFORD  LLOYD  AS  LIEU- 
TENANT GOVERNOR. 

Mr.  OOX  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
haye  appointed  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  to  be 
Lieutenant  Governor  and  Colonial  Se- 
cretary of  the  Mauritius,  a  colony  where 
the  Eoman  Catholics  number  108,000 
and  the  Protestants  8,000  of  the  general 

Population ;  whether  it  is  true  that  Her 
lajesty's  Government  have  nominated 
three  additional  officials,  all  Protestants, 
to  the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Mauri- 
tius, although  the  eight  officials  already 
on  the  Council  consisted  of  six  Pro- 
testants and  only  two  Boman  Catholics, 
whilst  the  list  of  electors  under  the  new 
Constitution  contain  three  thousand 
three  hundred  Poman  Catholics  as 
against  less  than  eight  hundred  Pro- 
testants, Mussidmans,  Hindoos,  Chinese, 
&c. ;  whether  Mr.  Henry  Adams,  a 
Member  of  the  Legislative  Council,  has 
protested  against  the  division  of  the 
ecclesiastical  grants  in  the  Mauritius, 
by  which  the  Poman  Catholics  receive 
only  one  shilling  and  sixpence  per  head, 
whilst  the  Protestants  receive  eleven 
shillings  and  sixpence  per  head;  and, 
why  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment  have 
always  appointea  Englishmen  to  be 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops  of  the  Mauri- 
tius instead  of  Prelates  of  the  French 
Church  ? 

The  XJNDEB  SBCBETABY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  said, 
the  late  Gt>vernment  appointed  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  to  be  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor and  Colonial  Secretary  of  the 
Mauritius.  He  believed  the  population 
of  the  Island  amounted  to  860,000,  of 
which  about  108,000  were  Boman  Ca- 
tholics and  8,000  Protestants;  and  he 
was  informed  it  had  not  been  the 
practice  to  recognize  any  religious  disa- 
bility in  the  Colony.  The  late  Govern- 
ment nominated  three  Civil  officers  to 
the  Legislative  Council,  who,  it  ap- 
peared, were  Protestants;  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  officers  so  nominated 
were  selected  by  them  on  account  of 
their  personal  fitness  and  in  considera- 
tion of  the  offices  which  they  held. 
Mr.  Henry  Adams,  a  Member  of  the 
Council,  had  given  Notice  of  a  Mo- 
tion in  favour  of  a  redistribution  of 
ecclesiastical  grants  in  the  Mauritius, 


but  withdrew  it ;  he,  however,  declared 
his  intention  of  bringing  it  forward 
again  if  he  was  elected  a  Member  of^the 
new  Council.  The  Boman  CatlTolie 
Bishops  of  Mauritius  were  appointed  by 
the  Pope,  and  not  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  but  it  had  always  been 
understood  that  in  a  British  Colony  a 
Bishop  receiving  pay  from  the  State 
should  be  a  British  subject. 

In  reply  to  Sir  George  Campbell, 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  said,  that 
the  Indian  population  of  Mauritius  con- 
stituted more  than  two-thirds  of  the 
whole.  The  Beg^strar  General  of  the 
Colony  had  given  the  following  dassifi- 
oation  of  the  registered  electors : — 3,300 
Boman  Catholics,  450  Protestants,  295 
Mahomed ans  and  Hindoos,  and  15 
Chinese. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  the 
injustice  done  to  the  Indian  popula- 
tion of  the  Mauritius,  numbering  two- 
thirds  of  the  whole  population  of  the 
Island,  under  the  arrangement  by  which 
they  had  only  1-1 5th  of  the  representa- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  asked  whether 
His  Excellency  Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy 
was  consulted  in  reference  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  as  ms 
Lieutenant  Gt>vemor? 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN :  I  most 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  give  me  Notice 
of  that  Question.  

Sir  FBEDEBTCK  STANLEY :  Per- 
haps  I  ought  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  late 
Gt)vemment,  that  Sir  John  Henneesy 
was  not  consulted. 

COAL  MINES— THE  USWORTH  COL- 
lilERY  EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  BIJBT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
can  state  when  the  promised  full  Report 
of  the  Evidence  taken  before  the  Coro- 
ner's Court  in  connection  with  the  ool* 
liery  explosion  at  Usworth  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  SECBETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbrs),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
proofs  of  the  evidence  were  then  being 
corrected,  and  would  be  completed,  he 
hoped,  that  day.  They  would  then  be 
printed  and  presented  to  Paiiiament  in 
the  course  of  next  week. 
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SPAIN— CASE  OF  ME.  WELFORD,  MIS- 
8I0NARY  AT  FERNANDO  PO. 

Mb.  BURT  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Welford,  Primitive  Methodist  Mis- 
sionary at  Fernando  Po ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  Welford  was  kept  a  pri- 
soner by  the  Spanish  authorities  for 
thirty  days ;  whether  Mr.  Welford  has 
since  been  liberated  on  parole,  but  is 
still  denied  redress  in  the  form  of  a 
trial ;  whether  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Spanish  Government  on  the 
subject ;  and,  if  so,  what  reply  has  been 
received ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  press  for  the  speedy  settlement  of 
the  case? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bkyce)  :  The  attention  of 
the  late  Government  was  called  to  this 
matter  in  October  last.  Mr.  Welford 
was  arrested  on  the  7th  of  September, 
and  imprisoned  for  20  days.  Through 
the  intervention,  however,  of  the  Com- 
mander of  Her  Majesty's  Ship  Fliirt  he 
was  released  on  bail ;  but  he  has  not  as 
yet  been  brought  to  trial.  Repeated 
representations  in  favour  of  Mr.  Welford 
have  been  addressed  to  the  Spanish 
Gk>vemment  by  Her  Majesty's  Legation 
at  Madrid,  and  Lord  Rosebery  has  given 
instructions  that  their  earnest  attention 
shall  again  be  called  to  this  question, 
with  a  view  to  its  prompt  settlement. 

ARMY    (ROYAL   ARTILLERY)— VACAN- 
CIES FOR  SUBALTERN  OFFICERS. 

OoLOKBL  HUGHES-HALLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  The 
number  of  vacancies  in  the  subaltern 
ranks  of  the  Ro^al  Artillery ;  and,  what 
steps,  if  any,  will  be  taken  to  fill  those 
yaoancies  oiher  than  by  the  usual  routine 
of  a  competitive  examination  and  pas- 
sage through  the  Royal  Military  Aca- 
demy at  Woolwich  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oahfbbll-Bannebicak),  in  reply,  said, 
there  were  at  present  20  vacancies  for 
subaltern  officers  of  the  Royal  Artillery. 
Steps  were  not  contemplated  for  filling 
these  yaoancies  otherwise  than  by  ordi- 
nary appointments  from  the  Royal  Mili- 
tary Academy. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL  (RESTORATION). 

Sm  HENRT  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Seeretaiy  to  the  Treasviy,  Whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  towards  erect- 


ing the  building  on  the  west  side  of 
Westminster  Hall  which  was  approved 
by  the  last  House  of  Commons,  and  for 
which  an  Estimate  was  taken  on  account? 
The  lord  of  the  TREASURY  (Mr. 
Leveson  Gower)  (who  replied)  said,  the 
quantities  for  the  building  were  being 
taken  out,  and  the  work  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with  as  soon  as  possible. 

COUNTY  GOVERNMENT— LOCAL 
TAXATION— LEGISLATION. 

Viscount  OURZON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  any  measure  this 
Session  dealing  with  the  question  of 
local  taxation? 

Mb.  SAUNDERS  asked  the  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board, 
Whether  the  Government  intend  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  dealing  with  County 
Government,  and  when  the  Bill  will  be 
submitted  to  the  House  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  J.  Ohambeb- 
lain)  :  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with 
County  Government  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment.  I  am  not  yet  able  to  say 
definitely  when  I  shall  be  able  to  intro- 
duce this  measure.  It  will  contain  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  the  reform  of 
local  taxation. 

LAW    AND   JUSTICE  — APPOINTMENT 

TO  THE  RECORDERSHIP  OF 

LIVERPOOL. 

LoED  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  any  appointment 
has  yet  been  made  to  the  vacant  Re- 
cordership  of  Liverpool;  whether  the 
Home  Office  have  received  any  commu- 
nication from  the  Corporation  of  Liver- 
pool in  regard  to  the  salary  attached  to 
this  office ;  whether  any  reply  has  yet 
been  sent  to  such  communication ;  what 
arrangements  would  be  made  with  re- 
gard to  sittings ;  and,  whether  the  new 
Recorder  will  be  allowed  to  engage  in 
private  practice  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr, 
Childebs)  :  Tes,  Sir ;  Mr.  Hopwood 
has  been  appointed.  A  letter  has  been 
received,  not  from  the  Town  Council, 
but  from  the  Finanoe  Committee  of  the 
Town  Council  of  Liverpool,  asking  that 
the  salary  may  be  reduced.  I  have  re- 
plied that  Mr.  Hopwood  accepted  this 
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office  aubjeot  to  any  alteration  in  the 
salary  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  and  whatever  the  Town  Council 
may  recommend  will  receive  my  care- 
ful attention.  In  reply  to  the  further 
Questions  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  can  only 
say  from  memory  that  I  believe  the 
same  number  of  sittings  will  be  held  at 
Liverpool  as  heretofore ;  and  that,  as  to 
private  practice,  Mr.  Hop  wood  will  cer- 
tainly not  depart  from  his  Predecessor's 
rule.  If  his  Predecessor  did  not  take 
private  practice  as  an  understood  con- 
dition of  his  taking  office,  neither  will 
Mr.  Hopwood ;  but  I  can  say  no  more 
without  Notice. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  good  enough 
to  hold  over  any  further  action  in  the 
matter  until  the  Corporation  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  his  letter? 

Mb.  CHDjDERS  said,  there  was  no 
further  action  to  be  taken.  The  appoint- 
ment had  been  made  on  the  expressed 
conditions  as  to  salary  which  he  had  ex- 
plained. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  trouble  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman further ;  but  he  must  ask  if  he 
had  any  objections  to  apply  to  Mr.  Hop- 
wood  the  same  limitations  which  were 
in  force  as  regarded  his  Predecessor  ? 
The  matter  was  really  of  great  import- 
ance to  Liverpool. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  given  him  Notice  he 
could  have  said  what  communications 
had  passed,  and  how  they  had  been 
dealt  with ;  but,  as  he  had  stated,  Mr. 
Hopwood  would  be  governed  by  the 
same  rules  as  his  Predecessor  in  office 
with  regard  to  private  practice. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  wished  to  point  out 
that  there  was  some  misapprehension 
with  regard  to  the  Recorder  of  Liver- 
pool taking  private  practice.  That  offi- 
cial always  had  taken  private  practice ; 
and,  so  far  from  its  being 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entitled  to  put  a  Question,  but  not  to 
argue. 

FBANOE  AND  MADAGASOABr-THE 
TREATY  OF  PEACE. 

Sib  DONALD  CURRIE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  telegram  from 
Paris,  published  in  Th$  Daily  N$w»  of 
the  1 9th  instant:— 

Mr.  Chtlders 


«  Paris,  Thnnday  Night. 

**  A  member  of  the  Committee  named  to  re- 
port  on  the  Patrimonio  Treaty  informs  me  that 
the  Hovas  would  nerer  hare  accepted  that 
settlement  of  their  quarrel  with  France  had  it 
not  been  for  the  screw  pnt  upon  them  by  Lord 
Salisbury's  Cabinet.  In  return  for  tms  ser- 
vice M.  Haas,  the  French  Agent  at  Mandalay, 
was,  my  informant  says,  disavowed  by  his  G^ 
vemment,  and  King  Theebaw  abandoned ;  " 

and,  to  be  so   good  as  to  inform  the 
House  what  are  the  facts  of  the  case? 

TheUNDERSECRETARYopSTATE 
(Mr.  Bbtoe)  :  The  statement  referred  to 
is  entirely  without  foundation.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  not  interfered, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  negotiations 
between  France  and  Madagascar. 

INDIA  (TELEGRAPH   DEPARTMENT)- 

PROMOTION— GRIEVANCES    OP 

OFFICERS. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  complaints  of  the 
officers  of  the  Telegraph  Department  in 
the  Government  of  India  in  respect  of 
absence  of  promotion  have  been  long 
admitted  by  the  Government  of  India 
to  be  well  foimded ;  whether  any  and 
what  steps  have  been  or  are  about  to  be 
taken  to  remedy  their  grievances ;  and, 
whether  he  wiU  communicate  with  the 
Qovemment  of  India  with  a  view  of  lay- 
ing before  Parliament,  at  an  earlv  date, 
all  thepapers  relating  to  the  subiect  ? 
The  under  SEORETARYofSTATE 
(Sir  Ughtbbd  Kay  -  Shtjttlbwobth)  : 
The  fact  that  there  are  grounds  for  com- 
plaint has  been  admitted,  and  is  the 
subject  of  correspondence  with  the  (Go- 
vernment of  India,  with  the  hope  of 
increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Depart^ 
ment,  and  remedying  all  just  grievances. 
As  soon  as  possible  information  will  be 
given  to  Parliament. 

BURMAH— THE  BRITISH  AUTHOM- 
TIES— MILITARY  EXECUTIONS— THE 
PROVOST  MARSHAL. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  If  he  wiU 
state  the  result  of  the  promised  inves- 
tigation into  the  conduct  of  Colonel 
Hooper,  the  Provost  Marshal,  stated  by 
The  Timei  Correspondent  at  Mandalay 
to  have  attempted  to  extort  evidence 
from  one  Burmese  prisoner  by  unautho- 
rised preparations  for  his  execution,  and 
to  have  photographed  other  prisooett 
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wliile  in  the  act  of  being  shot;  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
Despatch  from  the  same  Correspondent, 
published  in  The  TimeSf  of  the  29th 
ultimo,  in  which  the  Correspondent 
asserts  that  the  Military  authorities  who 
conducted  the  inquiry  abstained  from 
taking  evidence  from  European  civilians, 
a  number  of  whom  he  names  as  having 
been  eyewitnesses  of  what  he  described, 
and  received  ^*  only  the  evidence  of  the 
implicated  parties ;  "  whether,  if  this  be 
true,  he  will  take  steps  to  secure  a 
thorough  and  impartial  inquiry ;  and, 
whether  any  and,  if  so,  what  steps 
have  been  taken  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Hooper  in  connection  with  this  matter  ? 
The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
(Sir  TJghtked  K/iy-Shuttleworth)  :  I 
have  to  say  that  we  have  received  from 
Lord  Dufferin  the  following  Report — 
namely,  that  the  investigation  of  the 
charges  against  the  Provost  Marshal 
shows  that  he  did  photograph  men 
undergoing  execution,  but  that  the  pri- 
soners were  blindfolded,  and  did  not 
know  that  they  were  being  photo- 
graphed, nor  were  the  executions  in 
any  way  protracted ;  that  on  one  occa- 
Bion  an  attempt  was  made,  under  the 
Provost  Marshal's  orders,  to  extract 
evidence  by  threats  of  execution ;  that 
for  both  these  ofifences  he  will  be 
severely  censured,  and  will  lose  the 
preferment  which  he  had  otherwise  de- 
served; and  that  his  office  exists  no 
longer.  The  results  thus  reported  by 
the  Viceroy  by  no  means  satisfied  the 
Secretary  of  State.  He  has,  conse- 
quently, communicated  with  the  Vice- 
roy by  telegraph.  As  soon  as  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  is  in  possession  of 
further  information,  I  shall  take  care 
to  make  it  known  to  the  House.  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  for  Newry  (Mr. 
J.  H.  McCarthy)  will  accept  this  as  an 
answer  to  his  Question. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  In  a  few  days  I 
shall  put  a  further  Question. 

RAILWAY  RA.TE8-LEGISLATI0N. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
a^ked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  as  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  intended  to  introduce  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  question  of  exces&ive 
Railway  Rates,  and  were  prevented  from 
doing  so  by  resignation,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  consider  the  expedi- 
ency of  introducing  a  similar  measure 
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dealing  with  Railway  Rates  generallv ; 
and,  whether  they  are  prepared  to  take 
immediate  action  with  regard  to  the 
prohibitory  rates  now  being  charged  for 
agricultural  produce  and  fish,  so  that 
our  Northern  farmers  and  fishermen 
can  bring  their  produce  to  the  large 
centres  of  population  at  prices  that  will 
compete  with  that  how  being  imported 
from  the  Continent  of  Europe,  and  so 
help  in  a  tangible  degree  the  present 
trade  depression  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundelul)  : 
In  reply  to  the  first  portion  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  beg  to  state  that 
I  have  given  Notice  of  my  intention  to 
introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject of  railway  rates.  In  reply  to  the 
second  branch  of  the  Question,  the  only 
action  I  can  take  in  the  matter  is  to 
introduce  and  lose  no  opportunity  of 
passing  this  legislation  through  the 
House ;  and  this,  I  need  hardly  say,  I 
fully  intend  to  do. 

De.  CAMERON :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inform  the  House  of  the 
scope  of  his  proposals  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Will  the  pro- 
posals  extend  to  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  Yes ;  I  believe 
the  Bill  will  extend  to  the  whole  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms. 

BURMAH— THE  ANNEXED  TERRITORY. 

Lord  FRANCIS  HERVEY  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  he  can  state  the  limits  of  the  * '  territories 
formerly  governed  by  Theebaw  "  which 
have  been  annexed  by  proclamation  to 
the  dominions  of  the  Crown,  and  whe- 
ther the  territories  annexed  include  the 
Karennee  Country,  Manipur,  or  other 
Countries  marked  ''Independent"  in 
.the  map  prefixed  to  Mr.  Colquhoun's 
work  on  *'  Burma  and  the  Burmans ;  " 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  a  garrison  of 
18,000  men  is  to  be  maintained  in 
Burma ;  whether  further  Papers  on  the 
subject  can  yet  be  presented ;  and,  if  he 
will  also  lay  upon  the  Table  Papers  re- 
lative to  the  cession  of  Gwalior,  and  the 
accompanying  arrangements  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- Shuttle- 
worth)  :  The  territories  formerly  go- 
verned by  'King  Theebaw  do  not  include 
the  Karennee  Country,  nor  the  protected 
State  of  Manipur,  nor  certain  tribes  on 
the  West  already  under  the  influence  of 
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the  Goyemment  of  India.  THe  noble 
Lord  will  readily  see  that  it  would  not 
be  poBsiblei  at  so  early  a  stage  of  the 
oooupation  of  the  country,  to  state  the 
precise  boundaries  of  the  territories  now 
incorporated  in  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nions. The  present  number  of  troops  in 
Burmah,  both  Upper  and  Lower,  does 
not  amount  to  18,000.  Until  the  coun- 
try is  pacified  it  would  be  impossible  to 
state  what  force  it  will  be  necessary 
permanently  to  maintain  there.  I  hope 
shortly  to  lay  on  the  Table  fui:ther 
Papers  promised  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the  Piovost 
Marshal's  acts,  and  as  to  the  executions; 
but  at  present  there  are  no  other  Papers 
which  can  be  laid  upon  the  Table  with 
advantage.  In  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord's  last  Question,  as  soon  as  the  Cor- 
respondence regarding  the  cession  of 
the  fort  of  Gwsdior  is  complete,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  will  consider  in  what 
form  information  can  best  be  given  to 
Parliament  ? 

Mr.  O'KELLY  :  WUl  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman include  the  number  of  men  shot 
by  the  Provost  Marshal  ? 

Sir  UGHTEED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WOETH :  Every  information  on  •  the 
subject  which  we  can  get  I  assure  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  communicated  to 
the  House. 

THE  REaiSTRAR  GENERAL'S  DEPART- 
MENT (IRELAND). 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
a  certain  Minute  addressed  by  the  Be- 
gistrar  General  of  Dublin  to  the  clerks 
in  his  Department;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
contemplated  changes  in  the  staff  whereby 
the  juniors  are  to  be  discharged  and  the 
seniors  to  be  advanced  has  the  approval 
of  the  Bight  honourable  gentleman; 
and,  whether  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment, whose  duty  it  is  to  have  charge  of 
the  safe  keeping  of  all  documents  and 
records  relating  to  his  office,  is  the  gen- 
tleman who,  on  being  called  upon  by 
the  Court,  in  the  case  of  the  I)ublin 
Corporation  against  the  Kingstown 
Town  Commissioners,  to  produce  cer- 
tain necessary  public  documents,  stated 
they  were  then  made  into  pulp,  the  con- 
sequence of  which  was  that  tne  Corpo- 
ration was  nonsuited  ? 

The  chief  SECEETABY  (Mr. 
JoHK  Moblbt):    The  scheme  recently 

Sir  Ughtred  Kay-ShuttUworth 


adopted  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Begistrar  General's  Department  was  ap- 
proved and  issued  before  I  took  Office, 
and  no  occasion  has  yet  arisen  for  ita 
reconsideration  by  me.  I  understand 
that  two  gentlemen— one  of  whom  is  in 
his  60th  year,  and  the  other  in  his  54th 
year — have  been  selected  for  pensions 
in  order  to  forward  the  work  of  reorga- 
nization. The  document  which  was 
sought  to  be  produced  at  the  trial  re- 
ferred to  was  the  **  press  proof"  of  the 
Census,  which  had  never  been  in  the 
custody  of  the  Begistrar  General ;  and  I 
am  informed  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  who  was  counsel  for 
the  Corporation  on  the  occasion,  that 
its  non-production  was  not  the  ground 
of  the  non-suit.  It  transpired  in  the 
course  of  the  hearing  that  the  Census 
Papers  of  1861  had  been  pulped.  This 
was  done  by  order  of  the  Gt>vemment, 
in  pursuance  of  an  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  that  these  documents  are  privi- 
leged and  might  be  destroyed  when 
they  had  been  used  for  the  official 
Beport. 

Me.  p.  Mcdonald  -.  Might  i  ask 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  how  the  case 
was  to  be  proved  by  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin  against  the  Commissioners  when 
these  very  necessary  public  documents 
were  destroyed  ?  They  were  required 
at  the  trial,  and  were,  consequently,  essen- 
tially neeessaiy.  I  might  also  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  the  reasons  for 
the  proposed  changes  were  in  order  to 
increase  the  salaries  of  certain  persons 
who  hold  high  positions  in  the  office, 
and  for  this  reason  it  was  proposed  to 
discharge  some  of  the  clerks  of  the  De- 
partment ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLEY :  I  am  sore  the 
hon.  Member  will  excuse  me  if  I  do  not 
answer  that.  As  to  the  other  points  re- 
speotiDg  the  documents,  all  I  can  say  is 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
who  was  counsel  for  the  Corporation,  gives 
it  as  his  opinion  that  the  document  was 
not  regarded  as  essentially  neoessaiy. 

EDD  CATION  DEPARTMENT— SCHOOL 
BOARD  SUMMONSES. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  facts  re- 
ported in  the  daily  papers,  that,  on  the 
10th  of  February,  upwards  of  forty 
summonses  were  heard  at  the  Thames 
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Police  Oourt  against  parents  for  not 
Bending  their  children  regnlarly  to 
school;  that  the  defendants  were,  in 
the  majority  of  instances,  women  of  the 
very  poorest  class^  and  that  they  pleaded 
their  inability  to  send  their  children  to 
school  on  account  of  illness,  poverty, 
and  want  of  proper  clothes;  that,  never- 
theless, fines  were  imposed  in  some 
cases,  and  that,  in  default  of  distress, 
imprisonment  followed ;  and,  whether  he 
is  now  disposed,  considering  the  great 
and  unusual  hardships  to  which  the 
poor  are  at  present  subjected,  to  use  his 
authority  with  the  magistrates  to  pro> 
cure  a  more  merciful  administration  of 
the  Law  in  these  cases  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers)  :  I  have  obtained  a  Beport 
from  the  Chief  Magistrate  on  the  sub- 
ject of  summonses  to  parents  for  not 
sending  their  children  to  school.  The 
hon.  Member  is  no  doubt  aware  that 
women  are  only  by  law  entitled  to  ap- 
pear for  their  husbands.  I  am  assured 
that  the  Metropolitan  Magistrates  make 
a  rule  of  always  taking  into  their  most 
careful  consideration  all  extenuating 
circumstances,  as  poverty,  illness,  &c. ; 
in  fact,  they  are  always  being  charged 
with  too  merciful  an  administration  of 
the  law.  I  see  no  reason  to  issue  any 
special  instructions. 

POLITICAL  MEETINGS  —  SPEECH  OF 
MR.  JOHN  MORLEY  AT  CHELMS- 
FORD. 

Babok  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  follow- 
ing is  a  correct  Report  of  words  he 
uttered  at  Ohelmsford  on  7th  January 
1886:— 

**  Do  what  you  will  with  your  Rnlee  of  Pro- 
cedure, you  will  not  hare  restored  the  British 
Parliament,  you  will  not  have  made  the  British 
people  master  of  its  own  house,  until  you  have 
devised  some  scheme  or  other  which  will  re- 
move the  Irish  Members  from  the  Britii^ 
House  of  Commons ;  *' 

and,  whether  the  Right  honourable 
gentleman  still  adheres  to  the  policy  he 
then  advocated  ? 

Mr.  T,  p.  O'CONNOR :  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 
Question,  will  he  state  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  proposal  contained  in  his 
speech  is  exactly  similar  to  a  proposal 
ipade  by  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt,  late  Con« 


senrative  candidate  for  North  Oamber- 
well? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  I  was  not  aware  that 
Mr.  Blunt's  proposal  coincided  with  the 
opinion  I  expressed.  The  report  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  appears 
to  be,  in  substance,  correct.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  asks  whether  I  still  adhere 
to  the  policy  which  those  words  appear 
to  advocate.  I  think,  on  the  whole,  it 
would  be  more  convenient  that  the 
policy  to  which  I  adhere  should  be 
stated  in  all  its  fulness  on  the  proper 
occasion. 

SEA  AND  COAST  FISHERIES  (IRELAND) 
—REPORT  OP  THE  COMMISSION  ON 
TRAWLING. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  following  paragraphs 
in  the  Report  of  the  Trawling  Commis- 
sion : — 

**The  fishermen  were  almost  unanimous  in 
stating  that  the  decrease  of  haddock  and  flat 
fish  had  been  contemporaneous  with  trawling  : 

**In  Norway  and  Sweden  there  is  no  beam 
trawling : 

"  In  Denmark,  in  France  (except  in  a  few 
places  for  special  reasons),  and  in  Qermany,  off 
some  parts  of  the  Baltic  Coast,  it  is  forbidden 
by  law  within  the  three  miles  limit : 

"  The  number  of  fish  on  particular  grounds, 
especially  in  narrow  waters,  may  be  sensibly 
diminished  by  the  use  of  the  beam  trawl ; " 

if  it  has  now  been  ofiS.cially  admitted  by 
the  Government  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  fishermen  and  the  inhabitants  re- 
siding near  Galway  Bay  would  desire 
that  trawling  should  be  prohibited  in 
the  whole  or  part  of  the  Bay ;  and,  if 
the  Goyemment,  either  by  legislation  or 
otherwise,  will  endeavour  to  give  effect 
to  their  wishes  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley):  I  think  I  shall  best  answer 
this  Question  by  quoting  a  passage  from 
a  Report  of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries 
on  the  subject.    The  Inspectors  say — 

<*  If  it  were  admitted  that  the  feelings  of  a 
certain  class  of  fishermen  or  of  the  inhabitants 
of  a  certain  place  against  a  certain  mode  of 
fishing,  such  as  trawling,  should  be  the  basis  on 
which  that  mode  of  fishing  should  be  prohibited, 
the  Royal  (Commission  should  haye  reported  that 
trawling  should  be  prohibited  on  the  East  Coast 
of  Scot^d  and  parts  of  the  East  Coast  of  Eng- 
land in  consequence  of  the  feeling  exhibited  by 
other  fishermen  in  these  places.  The  practice 
of  trawling  should  only  be  prohibited  m  cases 
where  it  may  be  proved  that  it  is  injurious  and 
detrimental  to  the  fisheries,  and  consequently  tq 
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ihepnblio  interests.  This  has  not  been  ^royed 
in  Ghilway  Bay.  On  the  contrary,  the  evidence 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Inspectors  the 
necessity  for  repealing  in  1877  a  bye-law  pro- 
hibiting it  in  certain  places  in  that  bay." 


SEED  SUPPLY  (IRELAND)  ACT  ^ 
FOURTH  INSTALMENT  OF  RATE 
—POSTPONEMENT  OF  PAYMENT. 

OoLONEL  NOLAN  asked  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  If,  in  consideration 
of  the  difficulties  caused  by  the  agricul- 
tural depression,  he  would  permit  such 
unions  as  might  apply  for  more  time  to 
defer  the  payment  of  the  fourth  and  last 
instalment  of  the  Seed  Bate  for  another 
twelve  months  ? 

The  OHIEF  SECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  We  are  in  communication 
with  the  Treasury  on  this  subject ;  and 
if  the  Question  is  repeated  towards  the 
end  of  the  week,  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
give  the  hon.  Member  a  definite  an- 
swer. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS 
—POWER  OP  THE  CHIEF  COMMIS- 
SIONER  OF  POLICE  IN  EVENT  OF 
RECURRENCE. 

OoLONBL  HUGHES-HALLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  Ohief  Com- 
missioner of  Police  has  absolute  power 
to  act  on  his  own  responsibility,  and 
take  what  measures  he  deems  necessary, 
should  the  occasion  require  it,  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  such  riots  as  dis- 
graced the  Metropolis  on  Monday  8th 
February,  or  whether  he  is  bound  to 
seek  for  instructions  first  from  the  Home 
Office? 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ghilders)  :  On  Thursday  last  I  ex- 
plained the  relations  between  the  Home 
Office  and  the  Oommissioner  of  Police 
with  respect  to  this  matter.  I  gave  not 
merely  me  dry  law,  but  also  the  facts. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  asks  me  a 
Question  which  is  really  one  of  law.  On 
the  former  occasion  I  stated  thatthe  Chief 
Commissioner  was  free  to  make  what 
arrangements  might  be  considered  ne- 
cessary with  respect  to  any  meetings  to 
preserve  the  peace.  I  also  explained  that 
the  Police  Orders,  after  being  issued, 
are  forwarded  to  the  Home  Office ;  but 
the  Commissioner  does  not,  of  necessity, 
consult  the  Home  Office  previous  to 
giving  them. 

Mr,  John  MarUy 


BURMAH— LICENSED  OPIUM  SHOPS. 

Mr.  hunter  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  consequences  of  licensing 
of  opium  shops  in  British  Burmah,  as 
disclosed  in  a  Memorandum  by  C.  U. 
Aitchison,  esquire,  late  Chief  Uommis- 
sioner  of  British  Burmah,  addressed  to 
the  Government  of  India  in  1880,  the 
Government  will  prohibit  the  opening 
of  opium  shops,  and  the  sale  of  opium, 
in  the  newly  annexed  territory  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
(Sir  Uqhtbbd  Kay-Shuttleworth)  :  No 
information  on  the  subject  of  the  licens- 
ing of  opium  shops  in  Burmah  has  yet 
been  received  from  the  Government  of 
India.  But  I  have  no  doubt  they  wiQ 
discourage  the  sale  of  opium  in  the 
newly-annexed  territory,  so  far  as  this 
may  be  practicable,  considering  that  the 
drug  is  believed  to  be  already  in  com- 
mon use. 


INLAND  REVENUE— INCOME  TAX- 
SCHEDULE  A. 

Mb.  BARRY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  statement  recently  made  in  Tk$ 
Daily  NewB  in  reference  to  the  income 
tax,  to  the  following  efifect : — 

*  *  We  continue  to  be  overwhehned  with  letten 
on  the  subject  of  the  deduction  for  income  tax 
which  a  tenant  is  allowed  to  make  from  his  rent. 
We  must  adhere  to  our  original  itatement  that 
the  rent  of  a  man's  house  is  free  from  income 
tax.  .  .  We  are  hopeless  of  convincing  one  of 
our  correspondents,  who  sajs  that  <  If  a  man 
agrees  to  take  a  house  at  a  hundred  a-year  ha 
has  no  legal  right  to  deduct  the  income  tax  on 
that  hundred  a-year.'  An  Act  of  Parliament 
expressly  says  that  he  has,  and  we  cannot  ex* 
pect  that  a  gentleman  who  upsets  the  authorily 
of  the  Legislature  will  accept  ours ; 

"We  will  make  a  final  attempt  to  expUxn 
our  meaning  by  taking  a  concrete  oaae.  A.  B.'s 
income  from  all  sources  is  a  thousand  a-year. 
The  rent  of  his  house  is  a  hundbred  a-jear.  H« 
is  entitled  to  no  other  exemption.  Upon  what 
sum  does  he  really  pay  income  tax  ?  The  ear« 
respondents  to  whom  we  have  referred  say  a 
thousand  pounds.  We  say  nine  hundred  povnda, 
because  he  can  deduct  the  tax  from  the  hon* 
dred  pounds  which  he  would  otherwise  owe  to 
his  landlord ; " 

and,  as  there  is  eyidently  much  confb* 
sion  of  opinion  on  this  matter,  would  he 
say  if  the  yiew  taken  by  The  DM^  Ninn 
is  in  conformity  with  I^tw  f 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (ICr. 
Charles  Russell)  :  The  landlord  of 
premises  is  liable  to  the  Income  Tks 
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under  Schedule  A.  It  is  sometimes 
called  the  Property  Tax.  This  tax  is  in 
the  first  instance  paid  hy  the  tenant, 
who  is  entitled  by  law  in  the  case  put  to 
deduct  from  the  rent  the  amount.  The 
tenant  is  liable  for  Income  Tax  on  the 
full  amount  of  his  income ;  but  if  the 
premises  are  used  for  business  the  rent 
is  taken  into  account  in  estimating  the 
income.  If  the  house  is  not  used  for 
the  purpose  of  business  from  which 
he  makes  his  income,  then,  like  any 
other  expenditure,  it  is  not  taken  into 
account.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  in 
the  case  put  a  tenant  would  pay  on  the 
full  sum  of  £1,000.  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  do  not  consider  it  to 
be  part  of  my  duties,  nor  has  it  been  con> 
sidered  so  by  my  Predecessors,  to  answer 
any  legal  puzzle  which  hon.  Members 
may  choose  to  put  to  me. 

IRELAND— SUPPRESSION  OF  THE 
NATIONAL  LEAGQE. 

Mb.  EADCLIFFE  COOKE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  restore  the  authority  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland  by  suppressing 
the  so-called  National  League  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  B. 
Gladstone)  :  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment is  very  desirous  to  see  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
restored  to  that  full  state  of  efficiency 
which  it  enjoys  in  England  and  Scot- 
land— ^in  a  great  degree  through  the 
sympathy  and  sense  of  the  people. 
We  deem  that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
in  that  respect  is  one  requiring  our 
closest  and  most  anxious  consideration 
and  attention ;  but  I  have  already  stated 
that  according  to  such  investigations  of 
facts  as  we  have  been  able  to  make 
since  our  recent  accession  to  Office,  we 
do  not  conceive  it  would  be  wise,  or 
justifiable,^ or  politic  on  our  part  to  seek 
the  restoration  of  that  authority  to  full 
efficiency  through  the  medium  of  an 
immediate  application  to  Parliament  for 
special  criminal  legislation.  That  an- 
swer, of  course,  includes  the  negative  to 
the  Question  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asks. 

BUSINESS   OF  THE  HOUSE  — THE 
SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  PROCEDURE. 

Mb.  NOBBIS  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  give  such 


recommendation  to  the  Select  Committee 
on.  Procedure,  as  will  prevent  any  Bills 
of  the  importance  of  the  Parliamentary 
Franchise  (Extension  to  Women)  Bill 
being  brought  on  for  discussion  in  this 
House  after  midnight  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  It  is,  of  course,  no  part 
of  my  duty  individually  to  give  recom- 
mendations to  the  Select  Committee. 
But  the  subject  is  one  which  may  fairly 
be  considered  in  that  Committee ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  the  question  will  be 
taken  notice  of  by  some  Members  of 
that  Committee  with  a  view  of  giving 
it  efifect. 

SCOTLAND  —  THE  ESTABLISHED 
CHU  RCH— DISESTABLISHMENT. 

SiE  DONALD  CURBIE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  present  position  of 
the  ecclesiastical  affairs  of  Scotland,  and 
the  guarantee  of  Presbyterians  under 
the  Treaty  of  Union,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  institute  an  inquiry,  by 
!Royal  Commission  or  otherwise,  into 
the  wishes  of  the  Scottish  nation  in 
regard  to  disestablishment,  and  the 
future  application  of  the  teinds  in  the 
event  of  disestablishment  being  desired 
by  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  decided 
upon  by  Parliament  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  In  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  may  say  that  it  has  been  the 
feeling  of  the  Members  of  the  present 
Government,  and  I  think  generally  of 
those  who  are  in  political  sympathy 
with  it,  that  this  important  question  of 
the  continuance  and  circumstances  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Scotland 
should  be  left  as  much  as  possible  to  the 
spontaneous  action  and  consideration  of 
the  country.  I  need  not  tell  my  hon. 
Friend  how  very  competent  the  Scotch 
people  are  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
such  questions,  and  of  considering  whe- 
ther a  change  ought  to  take  place ;  and, 
if  so,  in  what  manner  it  should  be  ad- 
justed, and  what  would  be  the  probable 
consequences  of  it,  either  to  the  union 
or  disunion  of  the  great  Presbyterian 
bodies.  But  my  opinion  is  that  if  we 
were  to  appoint  any  Royal  Commission, 
or  appear  to  stir  this  question  by  the 
use  of  the  Executive  authority,  it  would 
hardly  be  consistent  with  the  languago 
that  has  been  held  in  Scotland  and 
with  our  desire  that  an  unbiased  opi- 
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nion  should  be  formed  upon  it  by  the 
people  of  Scotland. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  OONYBEAEE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  declaration  in  favour  of  a 
review  of  the  whole  subject  of  Registra- 
tion contained  in  his  manifesto  to  the 
electors  of  Midlothian,  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  present  Government  to  introduce 
any  measure  for  the  amendment  and 
simplification  of  the  Law  relating  to  the 
Eegistration  of  Parliamentary  Voters  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  I  am  not  surprised  at 
the  appearance  of  this  Question,  which 
relates  to  a  subject  that  has  been 
specially  commended  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  country  and  the  new  Par- 
liament. The  reason  why  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not  thought  them- 
selves justified,  at  the  first  moment  on 
the  assembling  of  the  new  Parliament, 
in  opening  this  question  for  discussion  in 
the  House  of  Commons  is  that  perhaps 
this  is  not  the  moment  at  which  it  is  so 
urgent  as  it  would  be  when  the  life  of 
Parliament  is  somewhat  further  ad- 
vanced. Another  reason  is  that  it  is  our 
first  duty  to  examine  whether  we  shall 
not  have  to  make  very  large  demands 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  with  regard 
to  important  proposals  connected  with 
social  order  and  other  great  questions 
in  Ireland  to  which  I  have  previously 
referred — namely,  questions  connected 
with  the^  land  and  the  government  of 
that  country. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  whether, 
in  the  meantime,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  refer  the  question  to  a  Select 
Committee  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  by  no 
means  meet  that  with  a  negative,  and  it 
will  be  a  subject  for  consideration. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS'  AKRANGEMENTS 
—SELECT  COMMITTEE  OF  1867-8  — 
OVER.CROWDING  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENBY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Government  will  undertake  to  deal  with 
the  subject  of  overcrowding  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  or  will  consent  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to 
whom  shall  be  referred  the  Beports  of 
the    Select    Committee    of    1867- 8    on 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstom 


''House  of  Commons  Arrangements," 
and  in  the  meantime  will  take  steps  to 
reprint  these  Beports  with  the  accom- 
panying drawings? 

The  FtRST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  Whether  beneficially  in 
other  respects  or  not,  some  relief  to  the 
state  of  tension  which  this  question  has 
reached  at  the  opening  of  Parliament 
has  been  afforded  by  the  change  of  Gt)- 
veroment  which  has  taken  place.  It 
has  brought  about,  if  not  a  perfect  di- 
vision, a  more  equal  division  of  the 
Members  of  this  House.  I  think  it  very 
likely  that  this  question  may  come  up 
for  consideration  after  the  House  has  had 
a  little  more  experience  of  its  existence 
and  working ;  and,  in  the  meantime,  I 
quite  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that  tiie 
Beports  of  the  Select  Committee  of  1 867-8 
on  the  House  of  Commons  Arrange- 
ments may  be  very  properly  reprinted 
for  the  use  of  Members. 

EASTERN  AFFAIRS— SIR  H.  DRUM- 
MOND WOLFF'S  MISSION. 

SiE  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What  course 
the  Government  propose  to  take  with 
regard  to  Sir  Drummond  Wolff  and  his 
mission  to  Egypt  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  in- 
terposing, asked,  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  that  the  debate  on  that  subject 
should  be  postponed  for  a  day  or  two, 
and  not  taken  after  a  fixed  hour? 

Tde  first  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  In  answer  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery)  is  expect- 
ing a  detailed  Beport  and  full  communi- 
cations from  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff, 
without  which,  in  point  of  fact,  we 
should  not  be  able  accurately  to  appre- 
ciate his  position  with  reference  to  the 
very  important  and  complicated  and 
difficult  question  which  he  has  in  hand. 
At  the  present  juncture  we  have  no  in- 
tention of  iuterferiug  with  the  continu- 
ance of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mis- 
sion.  With  regard  to  the  Question  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  had  been  our 
intention  to  proceed  with  the  Vote  to- 
night ;  but  I  will  at  once  agree  to  poet- 
pone  it.  I  am,  however,  informed  that 
the  Vote  ought  to  be  taken  not  later 
than  Thursday. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  gave  No- 
tice that  he  would  call  attention  to  Par- 
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liamentary  Papers,  Egypt,  Nob.  1  and  2, 
1885. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS 
—REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  OF 
INVESTIGATION. 

STATEMENT. 

The  SEOEETAEYof  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Ohil- 
DEBs)  :  I  promised  on  Thursday  last  to 
lay  on  the  Table — which  I  now  do— the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the  police  on 
the  8th  of  this  month,  and  into  other 
circumstances.  I  am  not  able  now  to 
lay  them  in  the  form  in  which  they  can 
be  circulated  ;  but  I  hope  they  will  be 
circulated  either  to-morrow  or  on  Wed- 
nesday with  my  Memorandum,  and,  of 
course,  with  the  eyidence.  The  evidence 
is  loDg,  and  has  been  taken  at  sittings 
held  every  day  during  last  week — sit- 
tings which  generally  lasted  four  or  five 
hours — and,  of  course,  it  could  not  be 
printed  and  corrected  with  that  rapidity 
which  would  have  otherwise  been  pos- 
sible. I  will  not  now  read  any  consider- 
able part  of  the  Beport — which  is  a  long 
one — but  I  will  read  the  last  paragraph, 
which  says — 

•*  We  conclude  our  Report  by  the  strong  ex- 
pression of  our  opinion  that  the  administration 
and  organization  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force  require  to  be  thoroughly  investigated ; 
and  we  hope  that  this  inyestig^tion  will  take 
place  without  delay.'* 

I  think  I  should  also  tell  the  House  that 
I  have  communicated  the  substance  of 
the  Beport  to  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police.  I  have  told  him  what  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  are, 
with  my  Memorandum  upon  the  subject ; 
and  this  afternoon  I  received  a  letter 
from  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  placing  his 
resignation  in  my  hands  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  re-organization  of  the 
Departmenti  and  that  resignation  I  have 
accepted.  I  shall  now  lose  no  time 
whatever  in  instituting  inquiries  with  a 
view  of  remedying  the  defects  to  which 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  Beport  refers. 
Perhaps  the  House,  in  conclusion,  will 
allow  me  to  thank — as  I  very  sincerely 
do — the  four  Gentlemen  who  assisted  mo 
in  this  most  difficult  inquiry — an  inquiry 
which,  without  their  assistance,  it  would 
have  been  almost  impossible  for  me,  only 
a  day  or  two  after  entering  Office,  to 
undertake  satisfactorily,  but  which  I  be- 
lieve the  House  will  find  has  been  most 


satisfactorily  undertaken.  I  trust  the 
Beport  will  receive  the  approval  of  the 
House.  I  will  lay  it  on  the  Table,  and 
I  hope  the  whole  Papers  will  be  distri- 
buted to-morrow  or  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  con- 
sidering the  very  great  importance  of 
the  question,  an  early  opportunity  will  be 
given  for  the  discussion  of  the  Beport  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  :  I  think  the  House 
should  have  the  Beport  before  it  before 
any  Question  of  that  sort  is  asked.  If, 
after  reading  the  Beport,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  it  necessary  to  put  the 
Question,  no  doubt  it  will  be  answered. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  Thursday  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary what  course  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  with  regard  to  the  Beport, 
and  especially  to  that  portion  of  it  refer- 
ring to  the  re-organization  of  the  police. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  :  I  have  stated  that 
I  intend  to  propose  a  complete  inquiry 
into  the  organization  and  administration 
of  the  police.  I  propose  to  undertake 
that  inquiry  as  rapidly  as  possible.  As 
to  the  means  and  machinery  by  which 
that  inquiry  is  to  be  conducted,  that  is  a 
Question  which  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  put  on  Friday. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  asked, 
whether  there  had  not  been  three  exhaus- 
tive inquiries  into  the  organization  of 
the  Metropolitan  Force  during  the  last 
18  years? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  could  speak 
as  to  two  of  those  inquiries ;  but  he  was 
not  quite  sure  whether  there  had  been  a 
third. 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

The  SECBETABY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  said,  it  might  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  if  he  stated 
that  he  intended  to  postpone  until 
Thursday  the  introduction  of  the  Crofters 
Bill. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Viscount  CBANBOBNE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Local  Government  Bill,  which,  as 
stated  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  was  to  include  Ireland,  would  be 
introduced  before  the  1  st  of  April  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stoue)  explained  that  what  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  stated 
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with  regard  to  the  inclusion  of  Ireland 
was  as  to  an  entirely  different  Bill — 
— namely,  that  dealing  with  railway 
rates. 


QUEEN'S   SPEECH  —  HER  MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  COMPTEOLLEE  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Mr.  Mabjoeibanks)  re- 
ported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Ad> 
dress,  as  followeth  : — 

I  have  reeiived  with  much  aatisfaotion  your 
loyal  and  dutiful  Address, 

I  rely  with  eonjldenee  on  your  aesuranee  that 
the  Meaeuree  which  may  be  atibmitted  to  you  will 
receive  your  most  careful  eonaideration, 

MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-ORDER  OP  PUBLIC  BUSI- 
NESS.—RESOLUTION. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
am  anxious,  Sir,  to  ask  your  ruling  upon 
a  point  of  Order,  arising  out  of  the 
Business  of  the  evening.  Committee  of 
Supply  stands  as  the  first  Order  this 
evening ;  and  I  apprehend  that  in  that 
case  it  is  subject  to  the  2l8t  Standing 
Order,  which  provides  that — 

''  Whenever  Committee  of  Supply  stands  as 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on  Monday  or  Thurs- 
day, Mr.  Speaker  shall  leave  the  Chair  without 
patting  any  Question,  unless  on  first  going  into 
Supply  on  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Civil  Service 
Estimates  respectively,  or  on  any  Vote  of 
Credit,  an  Amendment  be  moved  or  Question 
raised  relating  to  the  Estimates  proposed  to  be 
taken  in  Supply." 

But,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  proposes  to  move — 

**That  the  Notices  of  Motions  relating  to 
Parliamentary  Procedure  and  East  India,  Burma 
(Expenses  of  Military  Operations^  have  pre- 
cedence of  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  * 

so  that,  although  Committee  of  Supply 
stands  this  evening  as  the  first  Order  of 
the  Day,  yet  it  is  by  no  means  the  first 
Business  of  the  eveninff,  and  may,  in 
fact,  not  be  reached  until  a  late  hour.  I, 
therefore,  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  Standing 
Order  No.  21  applies  to  the  Order  for 
Committee  of  Supply  to-night,  or  whe- 
ther any  hon.  Member  will  have  the 
opportunity,  on  your  putting  the  Ques- 
tion "  that  you  now  leave  the  Chair,"  of 
raising  any  question  he  may  think  it 

Mr.  W.  E,  Gladetone 


desirable  to  raise?  I  think  I  have 
clearly  explained  the  nature  of  my  Ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that  I 
do  not  consider  that  the  fact  of  the 
Notices  referred  to  taking  precedence 
over  Committee  of  Supply  prevents  the 
subsequent  application  of  the  2l6t  Stand- 
ing Order  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred.  I  am  bound  by 
the  Eules  of  the  House;  and  this  Stand- 
ing Order  explicitly  says — 

'*That  when  on  a  Monday  Committee  of 
Supply  shall  stand  as  the  first  Order  *' 

the  Speaker  shall  leave  the  Chair  with- 
out Question  put.  The  House  will  ob- 
serve that,  notwithstanding  the  inter- 
polation of  these  Motions,  Committee  of 
Supply  will  still  stand  as  the  first  Order 
of  the  Day.  I  may  say,  however,  that  I 
know  of  no  precedent  for  the  course 
about  to  be  proposed  ;  but  the  Standing 
Order  itself  is  of  comparatively  recent 
introduction.  I  think,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, that  it  is  not  for  me  to  inter- 
fere, and  say  that  Committee  of  Supply, 
standing  as  the  first  Order  of  the  Day, 
must  be  taken  if  the  House  should  decide 
that  other  Business  should  be  taken  first. 
It  is,  in  my  judgment,  for  the  House 
itself  to  decide  whether  any  other  Busi- 
ness, of  which  proper  Notice  has  been 
given,  shall  take  precedence  of  Clom- 
mittee  of  Supply. 

The  fie  ST  LOED  op  thb  TREA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstonb)  :  I 
desire  to  say  a  word  which  may  simplify 
matters.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  perfectly  j  ustified  in  the  Question 
he  has  put ;  and  I  was  aware  of  the  point 
he  was  about  to  raise.  But  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  would  not  have  proposed  to  obtain 
precedence  for  these  Motions  over  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  Committee  of 
Supply  except  upon  very  specific 
grounds.  As  to  the  first  Notice  of 
Motion — namely,  that  relating  to  Pro- 
cedure— I  thought  it  would  be  greatly 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  that  no 
time  should  be  lost,  after  what  has  al- 
ready happened,  in  referring  the  subject 
to  a  Select  Committee ;  and  with  regard 
to  the  second  Notice,  relating  to  the 
expenses  of  the  Expedition  to  Bur- 
mah,  it  has  been  felt  by  Her  Ma- 
jefity's  Government  to  be  our  abeo- 
lute  duty  to  avail  ourselves  of  the 
very  first  day  on  which  we  could  ref^u- 
larly  introduce  the  subject,  in  order  tiial 
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we  might  obey  the  spirit  of  the  law  we 
have  to  administer. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
Perhaps,  by  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  I  may  venture  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  although  it 
may  be  necessary  to  obey  the  spirit  of 
the  law,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  it  surely 
ought  to  be  necessary  to  obey  the  spirit 
of  the  Standing  Order,  and  to  follow 
that  which  has  hitherto  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Notices  of  Motions  relating  to  Par- 
liamentary Procedure  and  East  India,  Burma 
(Expenses  of  Military  Operations)  have  pre- 
cedence of  the    Orders  of   the  Day.'* — (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone.) 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  before  the  Motion  was  put  he 
desired  to  make  a  few  observations  on 
what  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  very  in- 
convenient, if  not  objectionable,  prece- 
dent that  was  about  to  be  made.  The 
spirit  of  the  21st  Standing  Order  was 
that  it  should  only  apply  when  Supply 
was  not  merely  the  first  Order,  but  the 
first  and  most  important  Business  of  the 
evening ;  for  the  object  it  aimed  at  was 
not  solely  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  the 
Government  with  Supply,  but  to  secure 
that  hon.  Members,  interested  as  they 
all  ought  to  be  in  the  important  matters 
connected  with  Supply,  might  know 
exactly  when  Supply  would  be  taken. 
This  object  would  certainly  be  defeated 
in  a  case  such  as  this,  for  the  Motions  re- 
lating to  Procedure  and  Burmah  would 
occupy  an  uncertain  time,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  say  at  what  hour  Supply 
would  be  taken.  As  to  the  Burmah 
Motion,  it  was  his  own  opinion  that  the 
law  would  be  complied  with  if  it  was 
brought  forward  at  any  period  of  the 
Session ;  but,  granting  that  it  was  im- 
perative that  it  should  be  taken  that 
evening,  that  certainly  could  not  be  said 
of  the  Motion  with  regard  to  Procedure. 
The  House  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  take 
BO  objectionable  a  course  under  cover  of 
this  Standing  Order,  unless  the  necessity 
was  absolutely  imperative,  otherwise 
they  would  be  making  a  precedent; 
and  on  some  other  occasion  they  would 
be  asked  to  postpone  Supply  to  allow 
of  the  introduction  of  the  Crofters  Bill, 
or  any  other  measure  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  might  wish  to  proceed  with.  It 
certainly  was  rather  strange  that,  on 


the  very  evening  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  going  to  appoint  a  Commit- 
tee to  amend  the  Eules  of  Procedure,  he 
should  propose  to  contravene  the  spirit 
of  the  Hules  already  in  force.  If  the 
Prime  Minister  could  not  make  some 
more  convincing  statement  as  to  the 
necessity  of  introducing  other  Business 
before  Supply,  it  was  to  be  hoped  that, 
since  he  had  already  postponed  the 
most  important  Yote  in  Supply,  he 
might  practically  comply  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Standing  Order  by  postponing 
Supply  altogether. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  said, 
that  that  was  not  a  subject  on  which  he 
should  wish  to  have  any  difference  of 
opinion  with  any  large  section  of  the 
House,  or  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach). 
Indeed,  he  thought  it  was  the  last 
subject  on  which  he  should  have 
met  with  any  such  opposition.  He 
would  unreservedly  grant  that  the 
request  for  precedence,  if  acceded  to, 
should  not  be  taken  as  an  example 
for  ordinary  occasions;  and  if  it  was 
the  general  desire  of  the  House  that 
Committee  of  Supply  ought  not  to 
come  on  at  a  late  hour  that  evening,  or 
that  it  should  be  altogether  postponed, 
he  should  have  no  difficulty  m  waiving 
the  point,  and  would  not  resist.  But 
before  making  any  engagement  he  would 
state  to  the  House  what  he  conceived  to 
be  the  exact  state  of  the  case.  By  the 
necessity  for  making  that  Motion,  he 
virtually  submitted  to  the  House  the 
question  whether  they  were,  or  were  not, 
justified  in  an  interference  with  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  Business,  which  he  ad- 
mitted ought  only  to  be  done  on 
special  grounds,  and  ought  not  to  be  a 
precedent  for  all  occasions.  In  the  view 
of  the  Government,  it  was  their  duty— as 
they  had  not  been  permitted  to  make  an 
application  to  Parliament  for  leave  to 
charge  the  Revenues  of  India  before  the 
cost  was  incurred — it  was  their  duty,  in 
order  to  act  in  the  spirit  of  the  law, 
absolutely  to  take  the  very  first  day  in 
their  power  for  making  that  applica- 
tion ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  and  said  truly,  that  they  ought 
to  pay  attention  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  then  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  must  say  it  appeared  to 
be  an  occasion  upon  which  an  exclusive 
attention  to  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
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House  would  place  them  in  conflict  with 
a  much  higher  authority — namely,  with 
that  of  the  Bealm.     It  was  to  give  effect 
to  a  Statute  of  the  Eealm  that  they  pro- 
posed that  night  to  interfere  with  the 
ordinary  course  of  Business  as  regarded 
Supply.     With    respect    to    the    first 
Motion,  he  might  say  that  in  making 
that  Motion  at  that  early  date  he  had 
been  very  much  governed  by  a  desire  to 
show  respect  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    himself.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  the 
siugect  of  Procedure  one  of  such  com- 
manding importance  that  he  had  con- 
sidered it  was  his  duty  to  give  Notice 
that  immediately  after  the  debate  on  the 
Address  he  should    propose    that   the 
subject  should  take  precedence  of  all 
other  Business  whatsoever.     He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  hardly  expected,  therefore, 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  minute  criticisms  which  he  had  ad- 
dressed to  the  House  on  the  subject, 
especially  when  they  considered  what  a 
wholesale  invasion  he  was  prepared  to 
make,  not  only  of  the  usual  proceeding 
of  the  House,  but  of  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges of  private  Members,  in  order  to 
give  free  scope  to  the  discussion  of  this 
very  important  question .     It  was  a  ques- 
tion with  respect  to  which  the  view  they 
had  taken  was  that  it  was  undoubtedly 
of  a  very  urgent  character.     Could  they 
have  asked  the  House  to  do  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  proposed 
to  do  ?    He  did  not  think  they  could. 
At  the  commencement  of  the  Session 
that  would  have  been  too  great  and, 
he  had  almost  said,  too  violent  an  in- 
vasion of  the  proceedings  and  of  the 
powers  of  private  Members.     But,  at  the 
same  time.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
thought  it  prudent  that    this  subject 
should  not  be  materially  delayed.  What 
was  the  position  in  which  they  stood  ? 
Not  that  night  alone,  but  all  Govern- 
ment days  for  several  weeks  to  come 
would  probably  be  required  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  Supply.     That  being  so,  if  he 
did  not  propose  the  Committee  on  Pro- 
cedure that  night,  he  would  be  met  with 
the  same  objection  next  Thursday  or 
next  Monday,   or  on  any   subsequent 
Government  night.     In  point  of  fact,  the 
objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
amounted  to    this — ^that    the  proposal 
with  regard  to  the  Committee  on  IVoce- 
dure  should  be  postponed  for  several 
weeks;  because  they  bad  no  power  what- 

Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone 


ever  of  securing  the  introduction  of  a 
proposal  of  this  kind,  except  by  Motion 
in  the  early  part  of  the  evening  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 
That  was  hardly  a  reasonable  proposi- 
tion, and  not  consistent  with  the  extra- 
ordinary demand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  prepared  to  make  on  the  time 
of  the  House  in  connection  with  this 
question.  It  came  to  this,  then — that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  no  choice  bat 
either  to  make  the  proposal  in  this  way, 
or    to     submit  the    question    to   what 
he  might  call  indefinite  postponement. 
That  they  could  not  consent  to,  for  it 
would  not  have  been  just  in  regard  to 
the  question  itself,  nor  fair  or  respectful 
to   the  right  hon.   Gentleman  or   the 
House.     He  might  also  add  that  there 
was  a  peculiarity  in  this  matter.    The 
Government  was  supposed  to  have  the 
command  of  the    management  of  the 
Business  of  the  House  on  Mondays  and 
Thursdays.     That  was  hardly  a  correct 
supposition,  however,  for  they  had  that 
command  of  arrangements  only  in  re- 
spect of  Orders  of  the  Day.     When  it 
was  necessary  to  make  a  Motion  in  pre- 
cedence of  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  then 
application  had  to  be  made  to  the  House 
for  the  purpose,  and  the  judgment  of  the 
House  taken  on  the  subject.     If  it  were 
the  feeling  of  the  House  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee  on  Proce- 
dure should  be  postponed  until  Monday, 
or  until  the  most  urgent  part  of  Supply 
was  got  rid  of,  the  Government  would 
not  object.    No    doubt,   the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
in  the  late  Administration  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster),  whom  he  saw  in  his  place, 
would  place  a  different  construction  upon 
the  Act  of  Parliament  from  what  he 
(Mr.    Gladstone)    had   done ;    but   he 
thought  he  might  claim  to  kiiow  quite 
as  much  as  the  late  Attorney  General  of 
the  construction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  as  to  whether  that  was  the  right 
construction    to    put    upon    the    Act. 
Of   this     he    was    quite     sure — there 
were  two  things — first  of  all,  his  (Mr. 
Gladstone's)    construction  was  favour- 
able to  the  authority  of  Parliament  and 
to  the  control  of  the  Executive ;  while 
the  construction  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  removed  the  coo- 
trol  over  the  Executive  established  br 
enactments ;  secondly,  be  his  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone's) construction  correct   or  inoor- 
rect,  it  was  a  construction  which  thej 
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Iiad  always  entertained  and  acted  upon  ; 
and,  tliat  being  bo,  it  wais  their  duty  to 
ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  act  upon 
it.  These  were  the  grounds  on  which 
he  made  the  Motion,  which  he  admitted 
to  be  exceptional ;  but  he  thought  the 
House  would  see  that  they  were  amply 
sufficient. 

Sir  EIOELAUD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
as  the  Prime  Minister  had  made  a  direct 
reference  to  him,  he  would  venture  to 
lay  before  the  House  his  view  of  the 
construction  of  this  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
he  (the  Prime  Minister)  knew  a  great 
deal  more  about  Acts  of  Parliament 
than  he  (Sir  Bichard  Webster)  did.  He 
freely  admitted  that,  so  far  as  Parlia- 
mentary experience  went,  he  could  lay 
no  claim  to  enter  into  competition  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  would  submit  to  the 
House  that,  both  from  a  lawyer's  point 
of  view,  and  from  a  layman's  point 
of  view,  they  must  not  regard  the 
construction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
as  affected  by  anything  that  passed 
in  Parliamentary  debate.  Looking  to 
the  Act  itself,  he  could  not  but  think 
that  both  the  letter  and  the  spirit  were 
opposed  to  the  construction  the  Prime 
Minister  sought  to  put  upon  it.  At 
the  same  time,  he  might  be  forgiven 
for  saying  that  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
serious  disadvantage  if  a  debate  upon 
the  subject  of  Burmah  should  take 
place  at  a  time  when  the  noble  Lord 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  could  not  be 
in  his  place  m  the  House.  Probably 
these  two  sections  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment were  so  much  the  children  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  could  see 
nothing  in  them  except  the  thoughts  he 
wished  to  have  expressed  there.  The 
let  section  related  ouly  to  the  commu- 
nication to  Parliament  of  the  fact  that 
orders  had  been  sent  for  the  employ- 
ment of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  within 
three  months  if  Parliament  was  sit- 
ting, and  within  one  month  of  its  re- 
assembling if  it  should  not  be  sitting 
when  the  orders  were  sent.  The  other 
section  to  which  reference  had  been 
made  did  not  contain  one  single  word 
as  to  the  time  within  which  the  consent 
of  Parliament  should  be  obtained  for 
the  application  of  the  Eevenues  of  India 
to  warlike  purposes.  The  obligation  of 
the  1st  section  having  been  fulfilled, 


there  was  no  time  limited  for  the  other 
to  be  complied  with.  He  fully  admitted 
the  power  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  draw 
distmctions  about  words  in  a  way  which 
he  (Sir  Bichard  Webster)  would  not  at- 
tempt, for  a  single  moment,  to  cope  with  ; 
but  he  appealed  to  the  House,  and  to  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  whether  there  was  one 
single  word  in  the  section  of  the  Act 
in  question  with  regard  to  the  way  in 
which  the  expenses  in  connection  with 
Burmah  should  be  met  ?  He  contended, 
further,  that  there  was  not  a  single 
word  in  the  section  which  related  to  the 
question  of  the  time  when  the  discus- 
sion should  arise  as  to  how  the  expenses 
should  be  met;  and  he  would  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  to  point  out  to  the 
House  what  word  there  was  in  the  sec- 
tion which  made  it  incumbent  on  the 
Government  to  raise  that  particular 
question  to-night. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said, 
that  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  amounted  to  this — that  the  law 
had  been  already  broken,  and  that  they 
might  break  it  a  little  further  without 
criminating  themselves  to  any  great  ex- 
tent. What  he  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
would  ask  was,  had  the  Eevenues  of 
India  been  applied  for  military  opera- 
tions beyond  the  frontier  or  not?  He 
believed  it  was  undoubtedly  the  fact  that 
Indian  Bevenue  had  been  devoted  to 
that  purpose,  and  that  the  law  had  been 
broken  by  the  late  Government  in  that 
respect. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  rose  to  a  point  of 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  from  the 
Speaker  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  Order  in  discussing  the  general 
question  upon  the  Motion  that  certain 
Notices  of  Motion  should  have  prece- 
dence over  the  Order  for  Supply  ? 

Me.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  discussing  the  Main 
Question  upon  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House.  The  Question  now  before 
the  House  is — 

**  That  the  Notices  of  Motions  relating  to 
Parliamentary  Procedure  and  East  India,  fiur- 
ma  (Expenses  of  Military  Operations)  have 
precedence  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day.*' 

The  only  question  is  whether  they  shall 
be  entitled  to  take  precedence  of  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supplv;  and  whether,  on 
Supply  being  called   on,  I   should  be 
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entitled    to   leave   the    Chair   without 
Question  being  put  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  We  are 
discussing  whether  it  is,  or  is  not,  ne- 
cessary to  bring  on  these  Motions  before 
Supply;  and  it  appears  to  me  that,  as 
the  law  has  already  been  broken  by  the 
late  Government 

Mr.  SPEAE:ER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  travelling  from  the  Question  be> 
fore  the  House. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Then  I 
will  not  pursue  the  matter  further. 

SirR.  ASSHETON  cross  said,  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  not  mentioned 
all  the  courses  which  might  have  been 
adopted.  In  his  opinion,  it  woidd  have 
been  a  much  more  convenient — and  not 
at  all  unusual — course  to  have  been  pur- 
sued if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  a  Motion  that  all  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  after  the  first  Order  should  be 
postponed;  and  then,  after  the  House 
had  gone  into  Committee  of  Supply  for 
either  a  long  or  a  short  time,  he  might 
have  moved  to  report  Progress  in  order 
to  discuss  this  question.  Such  a  course 
would  not  have  broken  either  the  spirit 
or  the  letter  of  the  law. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell)  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Motion  was  a  regular  one,  ac- 
cording to  the  construction  placed  by 
the  Speaker  on  the  21st  Standing  Order. 
The  other  point  raised  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
was  that  there  was  no  immediate  neces- 
sity or  urgency  for  the  Motion  according 
to  his  interpretation  of  the  55th  section 
of  the  Act  21  ^  22  Fiet,  A  question 
which  was  greatly  discussed  during 
the  Attorney  Generalship  of  the  late  Sir 
John  Holker  was  as  to  how  far  that 
Statute  permitted  the  Government  to 
spend  money  without  having  obtained 
the  previous  consent  of  Parliament ;  and 
he  owned  that  there  was  a  considerable 
difiGLoulty  in  regard  to  the  construction 
of  the  Statute.  On  the  whole,  he  came 
to  the  conclusion — and  he  still  adhered 
to  it — that  the  argument  of  Sir  John 
Holker  at  the  time  the  question  was 
raised  was  a  sound  one  as  a  matter  of 
legal  construction ;  for  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  conceived  it  was  impossible  not 
to  see  that  oases  would  arise  in  which 
Bomo  steps  involving  an  expenditure  of 
money  might  be  taken  under  Section  54 
before  it  was  possible  to  obtain  the  con- 
tent of  the  House  of  Commons.    But  the 

Mr.  Speaker 


question  now  before  the  House  was  a 
very  different  one.  Everybody,  he 
thought,  would  admit  that,  although, 
as  a  matter  of  strict  construction,  it 
might  be  legal  to  spend  money  without 
having  got  the  antecedent  consent  of  the 
House,  yet  the  Government  were  bound, 
at  the  earliest  moment  after  they  had 
taken  a  step  which  was  at  least  doubt- 
ful, to  come  before  Parliament  and  obey 
the  spirit  of  the  Act.  This  was  simply 
what  the  Government  proposed  to  do 
now,  and  this  course  was  in  accord- 
ance with  Constitutional  practice.  What 
was  the  objection  raised  on  the  opposite 
side  ?  It  was  that  the  noble  Lora  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  was  not  in  bis 
place.  Well,  whose  fault  was  that? 
The  noble  Lord  knew  very  well  that  the 
question  would  be  brought  forward,  for 
he  had  the  information  given  him  on 
Thursday ;  but,  instead  of  being  in  his 
place  to  discuss  it — a  matter  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  thought  so  im- 
portant— he  had  gone  on  a  war  expedi- 
tion of  another  kind.  There  was  no 
violation  of  the  true  spirit  of  the  order 
of  procedure  in  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  adopt  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion ;  and  he  submitted  that  they 
were  bound  to  take  the  earliest  moment 
they  could  to  communicate  to  the  House 
the  steps  they  had  taken,  and  to  obtain 
the  consent  of  the  House.  In  doing  so, 
they  simply  obeyed  the  evident  spirit  of 
the  Statute  as  it  occurred  to  him. 

Sib  JOHN  (JORST  said,  he  was 
rather  disposed  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  come  forward,  at  the  first  possible 
moment,  to  ask  for  a  Resolution  of  this 
kind ;  but  why,  if  they  had  wished  to 
do  so,  did  they  not  come  forward  last 
Friday?  It  was  true  that  by  a  Standing 
Order  Supply  must  be  the  first  Order 
on  a  Friday ;  but  the  Government  did 
not  scruple  to  override  a  Standing  Order 
for  their  own  convenience,  and  they 
might  have  done  it  on  Friday.  They 
might  just  as  well  have  overridden  the 
Standing  Order  then  as  now ;  or  they 
might  have  allowed  the  Committee  of 
Supply  to  go  on  in  its  usual  course  till 
half-past  6  or  7  o'clock,  and  then  have 
brought  this  Motion  forward.  The 
Spealker  had  ruled  that  the  Motion  was 
not  in  violation  of  the  letter  of   lbs 
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Standing  Order;  but  wotdd  any  lion. 
Member  yentare  to  SBsert  that  it  was 
not  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  that  Order  ? 
He  protested  against  the  postponement 
of  Supply. 

Question  put,  and  agr$$d  to. 

SUPPLY  [19th  FEBRUARY]. 

Mr.  Mabjobibanks  and  Mr.  Jacks, 
Two  of  the  Tellers  in  the  Division  upon 
Friday  last  upon  Vote  15  in  Committee 
of  Supply,  came  to  the  Table  and  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  they  had 
erroneously  reported  the  number  of 
Noes  as  136  instead  of  146,  which  was 
the  proper  number  corresponding  with 
the  Division  List. 

Ord0red,  That  the  Olerk  do  correct  the 
said  error  in  the  Journal  of  this  House 
by  stating  the  number  of  Noes  as  146 
instead  of  136. 

PARLIAMENTARY  PROCEDURE. 
motion  fob  a  select  ooiootteb. 

The  FIEST  LOBD  of  the  TEEA- 
SITEY(Mr.  W.  E.Gladstone),  in  rising 
to  move — 

'*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  question  of  Procedure  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  to  report  as  to  the  amend- 
ment of  existing  Rules,  and  upon  any  New  Rules 
which  they  may  consider  desirable  for  the 
efficient  despatch  of  business/* 

said  :  The  objcet  of  the  Motion  which  I 
make  to-night  upon  exceptional  grounds 
— and  it  is  a  Motion  of  considerable 
urgency  with  regard  to  the  Easiness  of 
the  House — ^is  to  give  the  best  expedi- 
tion and  despatch  that  it  is  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  gi?e  to  the  examina- 
tion of  a  question  which  has,  I  ttust, 
ceased  in  substance  to  be  a  controversy 
between  the  two  most  numerous  Parties 
in  this  House.  I  had  better  refer  to 
what  has  taken  place  with  regard  to  the 
subject  during  the  course  of  the  present 
Session.  On  the  evening  preceding  the 
delivery  of  the  Queen's  Speech  I  received 
a  courteous  communication  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beaoh),  inclosing  to  me  an  im- 
portant Paper,  which  embodied  the 
views  of  the  Gk)vemment  with  respect 
to  the  subject  of  Procedure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  invited  me  to  make  those 
views  the  subject  of  a  previous  and 
friendly  communication  with  a  view 
to  the  easier  settlement  of  the  matter. 


He  added  that  it  was  his  intention,  im- 
less  I  wrote  in  reply  to  him  that  I  ac- 
cepted that  ofifer,  to  lay  a  Paper  con- 
taining the  plans  of  the  late  Gt>vemment 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  on  Thurs- 
day at  the  opening  of  the  Session  before 
the  commencement  of  Business.  At  that 
moment-— or  at  least  within  two  or  three 
hours  afterwards — I  was  expecting  the 
usual  communication  with  respect  to  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  which,  by  the 
courtesy  of  the  Government,  is  made 
known  to  the  Leader  of  any  Party ;  and 
it  was  not  possible  for  me,  as  I  at  once 
wrote  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
those  circumstances,  consideriog  the  im- 
portance of  the  topics  before  us  and  the 
variety  of  forms  which  the  announce- 
ment of  them  might  take,  and  which  it 
was  my  duty  to  consider  beforehand — ^it 
was  impossible  for  me  to  make,  or  for 
me  to  ask  one  of  my  Friends  among  the 
leading  men  to  make,  any  proper  exa- 
mination or  statement  about  the  im- 
portant Paper  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, or  to  meet,  at  so  short  a  notice, 
his  friendly  proposal.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  consequence  of  what 
he  had  said,  laid  his  Paper  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  as  he  was  quite  justified 
in  doing,  on  the  day  when  the  Speech 
was  delivered,  we  proceeded  to  examine 
that  Paper  immediately  after  the  de- 
livery of  the  Queen's  Speech  on  the  first 
night  of  the  debate  on  the  Address.  We 
found  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  placing  a  great  variety  of  par- 
ticulars before  us,  naturally  did  not — 
and,  indeed,  could  not — be  expected  to 
coincide  with  our  views  upon  the  whole 
of  these  particulars.  But,  nevertheless, 
we  arrived  at  two  conclusions — first, 
that  it  would  be  very  desirable  to  make 
that  plan  the  basis  of  further  and  friendly 
considerations;  secondly,  inasmuch  as 
we  did  not  see  how  private  Members, 
independent  Members,  of  the  House 
could  be  asked  to  surrender  their  means 
and  opportunities  of  bringing  subjects 
of  legislation  before  the  House,  we  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  well 
to  refer  the  whole  subject  to  a  Select 
Committee ;  and  that  Select  Committee 
we  thought  ought  to  be  constituted  upon 
a  different  basis  from  the  ordinary  basis, 
which  prescribes  a  limit  of  1 5  Members. 
We  thought  it  ought  to  be  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  very  much  more  considerable 
extent,  perhaps  consisting  of  as  many, 
or  more  than  twice  that  number,  so  as 
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to  give  free  representation  of  opinion  to 
the  Tarious  quarters  and  sections  of  the 
House.  Sir,  in  point  of  fact,  we  were 
desirous  not  to  lose  what  appeared  to  us 
an  excellent  opportunity  of  arriving  at  a 
discussion  of  this  rather  difficult  ques- 
tion, necessarily  giving  rise  to  a  good 
deal  of  scope  for  even  friendly  differences. 
We  were  anxious  not  to  lose  the  oppor- 
tunity of  approaching  this  question  in  a 
friendly  spirit,  if  it  were  possible  to  do 
so.  If  this  were  the  21st  of  January, 
the  question  of  reference  to  a  Committee 
might  be  a  more  open  question  than  it 
is  at  the  present  moment ;  because  on  the 
21st  of  January,  and  with  the  command 
of  the  time  of  the  House  from  that  date 
onwards,  there  would  have  been,  for  any 
Goyemment,  a  considerable  choice  with 
regard  to  the  taking  of  Votes  in  Supply, 
and  a  certain  portion  of  Government 
time  might  have  been  devoted,  not  with- 
out  advantage,  to  the  consideration  of 
Procedure.  But  in  the  condition  in  which 
the  Government  foxmd  themselves  on 
taking  Office  last  week  it  was  impossible 
to  do  that;  and  the  alternative  was 
either  to  postpone  the  subject  of  Pro- 
cedure until,  perhaps,  the  crowding  of 
Sessional  Business  had  become  greater 
than  at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  or  to 
take  the  course  of  asking  the  House  to 
refer  the  subject  to  a  Select  Committee. 
From  the  first  of  these  courses  we  were 
dissuaded  by  the  feeling  that,  in  the  first 
place,  such  a  postponement  would  not 
be  agreeable  to  the  sense  entertained  by 
us  for  a  long  time  past  of  the  importance 
of  a  settlement  of  tnis  matter,  nor  would 
it  have  been  agreeable  to  the  sense  so 
distinctly  manifested  by  the  Government 
in  Office  a  month  ago  with  regard  to  the 
importance  of  an  immediate  and  effec- 
tive prosecution  of  this  subject.  More- 
over, this  circumstance  offered  us  a 
favourable  opportunity,  and  enables  us 
to  form  a  sanguine  hope  and  expecta- 
tion, that  the  proceedings  of  a  Commit- 
tee of  this  kind  would  not  be  very  virtual, 
and  would  be  useful  in  results.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  devolution  of  Bills,  which 
was  proposed  in  the  plan  of  the  late 
Government,  and  which  was  fully  raised 
by  them,  opens  up  a  channel  through 
which  I  beheve  that  we  shall  proceed 
with  the  greatest  hope  of  success  in  the 
important  business  of  expediting  the 
performance  of  the  weighty  tasks  which 
are  inciunbent  upon  this  House;  and 
never  before  has  there  been  a  period 
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when  there  was  so  favourable  a  proepeoi 
of  a  friendly  and  effective  handling  of 
that  subject.  With  regard  to  ooercive 
or  penal  procedure,  I  certainly  still  ad- 
here to  the  opinion  that  not  a  great  deal 
is  to  be  hoped  from  further  progress  in 
that  direction.  [Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  :  Hear,  hear !]  I  am  very  glad 
to  see  that  that  opinion  has  the  sanction 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But,  in 
regard  to  amicable  arrang^ements  for 
multiplying  the  means  and  instruments 
at  the  command  of  the  House,  I  am 
sanguine  enough  to  believe  that  we  may 
perform  a  very  great  public  service  by 
putting  that  mode  of  procedure  into 
operation.  These  arethe general  grounds 
on  which  we  propose  to  refer  the  subject 
to  a  Select  Committee,  and  thereby  to 
give  effect,  so  far  as  circumstances  per- 
mit, to  the  intentions  entertained  by  us, 
and  also  by  a  large  number  of  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  It 
will  be  asked  of  me  what  course  I  should 
propose  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment 
should  take  in  respect  to  the  proceeding 
of  this  Committee  ?  It  will  be  felt  and 
thought  that  a  Government  proposing^ 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committeo 
on  a  subject  of  this  kind  charge  itself 
with  a  great  responsibility.  It  charges 
itself  with  the  responsibility  of  making 
known  at  once  and  in  full  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  views  which  it  entertains 
upon  the  subject,  with  all  the  points  of 
the  greatest  importance.  That,  Sir,  is 
the  course  which  we  intend  to  take.  The 
Committee  will  not  be  bound  to  hare 
regard  to  any  one  Paper  or  any  one  pieoe 
of  evidence  in  particular ;  but,  no  doubt, 
considering  the  importance  of  the  Paper 
laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  Paper  must  have  a 
prominent  place  in  whatever  attention 
the  Committee  may  give  to  the  subject* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  ask 
whether  we  propose  to  submit  a  Paper 
of  our  own,  displacing  or  attempting  to 
displace  that  Paper.  We  do  not  propose 
to  do  so,  and  for  this  plain  reason — > 
that  with  regard  to  the  main  propoeals 
of  that  Paper  we  consider  ourselvea  in 
sympathy  with  them.  But  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  may  make  one  furtber 
demand  upon  us.  I  have  already  said 
that  there  are  points  in  which  we  think 
some  addition,  some  substitution,  some 
change  should  be  made.  And  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  will  ask — "Is  it  your 
intention,   when    you  oome    into    th^ 
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Committee,  to  lay  before  it  the  views  of 
the  Government  upon  those  points  ?  " 
In  answer  to  him,  I  must  say,  in  the 
most  explicit  and  unequivocal  manner, 
it  is  our  intention  to  do  so.  It  is  really 
an  acknowledgment  which  we  feel  to  be 
due  to  the  spirit  in  which  the  subject 
was  considered  by  the  late  Government 
that  we  should  not  make  what  would  be 
an  unfair  and  untrue  appearance  of 
setting  up  a  rival  plan  when  we  do  not 

Eropose  a  rival  plan.  But,  on  the  other 
and,  it  is  necessary  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  for  those  who  may  repre> 
sent  the  framers  of  the  plan  to  know, 
and  to  know  at  once,  what  are  the  points, 
or  what  are  the  principal  and  particular 
points,  upon  which  we  should  be  pre- 
pared to  propose  modifications  of  the 
?lan;  but  it  is,  however,  quite  plain  that 
should  be  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  were  I  to  enter  at  this  time  upon 
particulars.  Were  we  engaged  now  in 
sharp  controversy  upon  every  one  of  the 
leading  items  of  the  subject  of  Pro- 
cedure it  might  be  necessary  that  I 
should  make  a  statement  with  regard  to 
those  leading  items.  It  might  even  be 
necessary  that  I  should,  as  it  were, 
make  my  case  upon  those  leading  items 
in  order  to  justify  our  proposals ;  but 
we  have  before  us  the  broad  fact — in  the 
first  place,  that  much  time  was  spent 
by  the  late  Parliament  upon  the  subject; 
in  the  second  place,  that  it  is  generally 
felt  that  the  work,  as  it  was  left  by  the 
late  Parliament,  was  not  complete ;  and, 
in  the  third  place,  that  we  have  now  a 
great  degree  of  concurrence,  not  only 
as  to  the  need  of  resuming,  but  as  to 
the  mode  of  resuming,  the  subject;  and 
I  am  happy  to  think  that,  even  since  I 
rose,  I  find  that  concurrence  to  be  more 
positive  and  extensive  than  I  had 
thought  it  to  be,  because  we  appear  to 
be,  in  a  great  degree,  at  one  in  the  ojpi- 
nion  that  it  is  not  by  penal  and  restric- 
tive measures — ^not  by  a  severe  Code  of 
Procedure,  but  by  the  judicious  use  of 
our  means  of  multiplying  our  instru- 
ments of  action — that  we  should  really 
make  the  greatest  and  most  effective 
progress.  If  there  is  any  point  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site or  any  Member  of  the  House  de- 
sires to  be  informed  as  to  our  views  and 
intentions,  I  shall  be  most  happy  to 
supply  it.  We  accept  the  responsibility 
for  the  Committee  we  propose.  We 
shall  endeavour  to  deal  with  it  as  a 


Committee  proposed  on  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government.  We  shall  make 
known  to  the  Committee  at  once  the 
plan  that  we  propose  to  adopt,  though 
the  main  portions  I  believe  to  be  con- 
tained in  the  plan  proposed  by  the  late 
Administration.  I  believe  that,  with 
these  particulars  before  them,  the  House 
will  be  perfectly  ready  to  judge  whether 
this  proposal  is  a  right  proposal  or  not. 
Little  advantage  will  be  gained  by 
enteri];ig  upon  the  particulars  of  Pro- 
cedure in  Debate  in  the  House.  I  am 
in  hopes  that  it  may  not  be  found  neces- 
sary to  spend  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of 
the  House  in  the  discussion  of  the  Mo- 
tion which  the  House  has  agreed  to 
entertain.  The  grounds  on  which  we 
propose  this  Committee  I  believe  to  be 
clearly  before  you,  and  I  conclude  by 
moving  the  Besolution  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed  ^ 

''  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  question  of  Prooedore  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  to  report  as  to  the 
amendment  of  existing  Rules,  and  upon  any 
New  Bules  which  they  may  consider  desirable 
for  the  eflScient  despatch  of  business."— (Jfr. 
W,  E,  Gladstone.) 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  Sir, 
I  wish,  on  my  own  behalf  and  that  of  my 
Colleagues  JK)rming  the  late  Cabinet,  to 
acknowledge  the  spirit  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  to  our  la- 
bours in  this  matter.  It  is  a  fair  return 
for  the  spirit  in  which  we  approached 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
when  we  were  in  Office ;  and  I  would 
only  say  that  it  is  a  most  satisfactory 
contrast  to  not  a  few  speeches  made  by 
hon.  Members  now  sitting  on  the  Go- 
vernment Bench  during  the  late  Elec- 
tion campaign  in  regard  to  our  conduct 
on  this  question.  During  the  whole  of  the 
late  autumn  there  was  no  more  favourite 
subject  of  accusation  against  myself  and 
my  Colleagues  than  that  we  were  the 
friends  of  Obstruction,  and  were  deter- 
mined to  resist,  or  at  any  rate  not  to 
support,  any  alterations  of  Procedure 
which  would  make  this  House  more 
efficient  for  its  Business.  Now,  in  con- 
tradistinction to  those  accusations,  and  I 
may  venture  to  say  in  complete  refuta- 
tion of  them,  |we  have  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  frankly 
taking  up  our  proposals  for  the  amend- 
ment of  Procedure,  and  saying  that  they 
are  so  satisfactory  that  the  GiSvemment 
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propose,  with  some  small  alterations,  to 
recommend  them  to  the  adoption  of  a 
Select  Oommittee  of  the  House.  I  trust 
that  that  will  be  remembered  in  future, 
as  a  proof  that  this  kind  of  accusation 
brought  against  a  political  Party  has 
sometimes  no  real  foundation  in  fact.  We 
have  shown,  by  our  action  in  this  matter, 
that  we  are  as  anxious  to  improve  the 
Procedure  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  to  make  the  House  of  Commons,  of 
which  we  are  proud,  thoroughly  efficient 
for  its  purpose  as  any  Liberal  or  Badical 
who  ever  addressed  a  constituency.  I 
quite  ag^ee  with  what  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  question  of 
coercive  or  penal  Rules.  It  was  not 
our  intention,  in  framing  the  Standing 
Orders  which  1  placed  on  the  Paper,  to 
deal  either  with  individual  obstruction 
or  misconduct  on  the  part  of  Members 
of  this  House,  or  even  with  the  greater 
offence  of  obstruction  of  Business  by  any 
Tarty  or  section  of  a  Party.  These  are 
matters  with  which,  to  some  extent,  our 
existing  Standing  Orders  deal ;  and  if  it 
should  be  at  any  future  time  necessary 
to  take  any  further  steps  in  that  direc- 
tion, I  think  those  steps  must  be  of  a 
completely  different  character  to  any  that 
are  included  in  the  proposed  new  Stand- 
ing Orders.  The  objects  with  which  they 
were  framed  are  simply  these — to  enable 
the  House  to  spend  its  own  time  to  the 
most  profitable  purpose,  to  put  a  reason- 
able check,  consistently  with  the  liberty 
of  debate,  on  the  undue  protraction  of 
debate,  and  on  that  garrulity  to  which 
I  am  afraid  we  are  all  too  prone,  and 
to  enable  us  to  transact  the  Business 
of  the  country  with  somewhat  less 
tear  and  wear  than  we  suffer  from  our 
existing  Parliamentary  life.  Those  are 
the  objects,  as  I  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Q-entleman,  with  which,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  he  proposes 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee.  He 
took  some  exception  to  the  mode  in 
which  we  had  undertaken  to  deal  with 
this  matter.  It  appeared  to  us,  I  must 
say,  that  it  would  be  better,  considering 
the  importance  of  this  subject,  remem- 
bering that  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
himself  had  placed  it  on  the  threshold  of 
all  the  subjects  which,  in  his  opinion, 
the  new  Parliament  ought  to  undertake, 
and  had  forcibly  observed  that — 

<*  Thofe  who  were  so  keen  for  legislation  on 
one  subject  or  another  ^oold  recollect  that, 
with  regard  to  each  and  all  of  them,  Uie  primary 
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question  was  as  to  the  sound  working  oonditioa 
of  the  great  instrument  by  which  all  legialatioB 
is  accomplished.'' 

It  occurred  to  us  that  the  first  Business 
to  be  done  by  this  House,  subject,  of 
course,  to  matters  of  great  urgency,  or 
those  which  had  to  be  dealt  with  within 
a  certain  time,  was  to  consider  this  sub- 
ject of  Procedure.  Therefore  it  was  I 
asked  the  House,  on  behalf  of  the  late 
Government,  to  give  the  question  prece- 
dence. Instead  of  that,  tiie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  proposed  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.  I  do  not  rise 
now  for  the  purpose  of  objeotiog  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee;  but  I  must 
say  I  think  our  proposal  was  the  best, 
because  it  insured,  I  think,  a  more  early 
decision  upon  this  most  important  sub- 
ject. I  remember  that  on  February  20, 
1882,  when  last  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man called  the  attention  of  Parliament 
to  the  matter,  he  then  alluded  to  the 
numerous  Committees  which  the  House 
had  appointed  to  consider  the  question 
of  its  own  Procedure.  He  told  the 
House  that —  . 

'*  There  haye  been  more  Committees  of  this 
House  upon  this  subject  than  upon  any  other 
matter.  There  haye  been  14  Uommitteee  since 
the  JEleform  Act,  or  one  Committee  in  eyerj 
three  Sessions  and  a-half.  There  haye  been 
seyen  more  Committees  upon  Priyate  Proee- 
dnre,  which  is  practically  part  of  the  sabjeet, 
maldng  21  Committees  in  all,  or  an  ayecige 
of  a  new  Committee  in  eyery  two  and  a-half 
years.'*— (3  Hansard^  [a66]  1134.) 

And  what  was  the  result  ?  Why,  in  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 

'*  These  Committees,  neyer  leading  to  ade- 
quate results,  haye  now,  for  many  years  past, 
taken  effect  in  what  I  may,  for  practical  por^ 
poses,  call  total  failure." 

Now  we  have  another  Select  Committee 
appointed.  It  differs,  I  admit,  from 
previous  Committees  in  this,  if  I  may 
accurately  interpret  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — that  in 
spite  of  the  wide  terms  of  the  Order  of 
Beference  which  he  has  moyed,  it 
will  not  be  expected  or  asked  to  deal 
with  the  many  and  varied  sides  of  this 
great  subject;  but  that  it  will  hare 
placed  before  it,  on  the  authority  of  the 
Government,  a  series  of  Resolutioni 
which  will  be  framed  by  the  Govern- 
ment; that  it  will  be  guided  by  the 
Government  in  its  deliberations ;  and 
that  the  Gt)vernment  will  then  be  re- 
sponsible for  carrying  its  proposals  into 
effect.  If  that  be  so,  I  amnit,  althoo^ 
I  do  not  think  muoh  practical  good  wnl 
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be  gained  from  the  previous  considera- 
tion of  the  proposals  bj  a  Seleot  Oom- 
mittee,  yet  that  we  have  some  kind  of 
•guarantee  that  something  more  is  likely 
to  come  out  of  its  labours  than  out  of 
the  labours  of  its  predecessors.  I  will 
only  say  that,  as  far  as  I  and  my  Col- 
leagues in  tiie  late  Cabinet  are  con- 
cerned, we  made  the  proposals  which  I 
placed  on  the  Paper  in  no  Party  spirit 
whateyer.  We  made  them  after  the 
fullest  and  most  careful  consideration, 
after  much  consultation  with  you,  Sir, 
and  the  authorities  of  the  House;  we 
made  them  on  our  responsibility ;  and 
what  we  proposed  in  Office  we  shall  be 
prepared,  to  the  best  of  our  ability,  to 
support  in  Opposition.  We  shall  enter 
the  Committee  in  that  spirit ;  and  al- 
though I  should  have  much  preferred 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
brought  forward  his  proposals  for  dis- 
oussion  in  the  House,  still,  as  far  as  I 
can,  I  will  do  mj  best  to  bring  the 
course  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  suggested  to  a  successful  issue,  in 
the  hope  that,  by  so  doing,  we  may 
really  promote  the  efficiency  and  useful- 
ness of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  the 
House  and  the  country,  in  his  opinion, 
were  to  be  congratulated  on  the  spirit 
in  which  the  vexed  question  of  Par- 
liamentary Procedure  was  being  ap- 
proached. It  was  not  now  a  Party  ques- 
tion, but  a  Parliamentary  one,  and  that 
was  satisfactory.  When  the  subject 
was  formerly  discussed,  irritation  was 
caused  by  the  attempt  to  coerce  the 
House  and  limit  the  rights  of  free 
speech.  That  policy  was  now  to  be 
abandoned,  and  he  rejoiced  at  it. 
Everyone  was  agreed  that  the  work  of 
Parliament  had  increased  and  was  in- 
creasing, and  that  new  modes  of  Pro- 
cedure required  to  be  adopted ;  and  he 
was  glad  to  see  that  the  Prime  Minister 
conceived  that  these  modes  could  best 
be  foimd  in  conciliation  and  mutual 
forbearance  rather  than  in  restraint  and 
restriction.  Thus  far,  he  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said;  but  he  could 
scarcely  say  that  he  was  as  hopeful  as 
to  the  result  of  the  Committee  as  the 
Government  seemed  to  be.  The  Com- 
nuttee  would  be  appointed,  and  15  or 
30  Gentlemen,  as  the  case  might  be, 
would  argue  out  the  subject  in  much 
detail  upstairs,  sitting  for  that  purpose 
for  many  days,  perhaps  for  many  weeks, 

VOL.   CCOn.     [third  series.] 


and  then  it  would  all  come  back  and  be 
argued  out  afresh  in  that  House.  There 
was  no  subject  that  more  men  spoke  on 
than  Procedure,  and  it  usually  happened 
that  those  who  thought  least  spoke 
oftenest  and  longest.  The  Bules  of  the 
House,  like  the  rules  of  a  Club,  were 
considered  to  be  matters  that  everybody 
understood ;  but  if  the  Governmeut 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  help 
to  bring  about  an  understanding  he 
had  no  objection  to  its  being  tried, 
though  he  was  not  hopeful  as  to  the 
result.  His  main  object  in  rising  was 
to  say  to  hon.  Members  that  it  was  quite 
possible,  without  any  New  Bules,  to 
contribute  very  largely  to  the  better 
progress  of  Business.  There  were  many 
amendments  that  could  be  put  in  force, 
without  Pules,  by  mutual  understand- 
ing. Take,  for  example,  the  custom  of 
giving  Notice  of  Questions.  Members 
read  out  long  Questions  on  purely  local 
subjects.  Many  of  those  who  did  that 
declaimed  against  Obstruction.  Yet  the 
reading  of  those  Questions  was  virtually 
a  kind  of  Obstruction,  although  it  might 
be  unconscious.  There  was  no  necessity 
for  the  Questions  to  be  read  out.  They 
could  be  taken  to  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  and  printed  in  the  Order  Papers. 
Everything  that  was  gained  by  a  Ques- 
tion would  be  gained  by  that  process. 
A  quarter  of  an  hour  a  night  was  some- 
times spent  in  listening  to  Notices  of 
Questions  of  that  kind,  and  a  quarter  of 
an  hour  at  the  commencement  of  the  pro- 
ceedings was  important.  Again,  the 
House  was  not  interested  in  the  Ques- 
tions, the  only  people  who  were  so  being 
the  Members  who  read  them  and  a  section 
of  their  constituents.  If  the  new  Members 
who  were  anxious  to  advance  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Parliament  would  act  on  that 
plan,  there  would  be  an  immediate  im- 
provement made  in  the  Procedure  with- 
out any  Committee  or  without  any  discus- 
sion. There  was  another  suggestion  he 
would  offer.  All  parties  were  agreed 
that  the  answers  to  the  kind  of  Ques- 
tions he  had  indicated  might  be  printed 
and  distributed  with  the  Votes.  There 
was  no  Order  of  the  House  required  for 
doing  that ;  and  if  the  Speaker  and  the 
Leader  of  the  House  could  agree  to 
allow  purely  Departmental  Questions  to 
be  replied  to  in  that  way,  a  further 
saving  of  time  would  be  effected.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  if  Members  would, 
in  that  and  many  other  like  ways,  have 
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regard  to  the  general  welfare,  and  not 
to  the  gratification  of  personal  objeota, 
the  usefulness  and  force  of  Parliament 
would  be  very  materially  increased 
without  any  of  the  elaborate  machinery 
that  was  eonletimes  put  in  operation. 

Ma.  STEVENSON  expressed  his  ap- 
proval of  the  course  taken,  and  hoped 
something  would  immediately  be  done 
to  save  the  time  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  that  the  Prime  Minister,  in  the 
Hesolutions  to  be  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee, would  not  overlook  the  great 
difficulties,  amounting  almost  to  abso- 
lute impossibility,  which  private  Mem- 
bers at  present  suffered  under  in  getting 
legislation  through  the  House.  There 
were  between  100  and  200  Bills  before 
the  House,  introduced  by  private  Mem- 
bers, and,  under  the  present  Bules  of 
Procedure,  there  was  no  certainty  that 
any  one  of  them  would  pass,  if  persist- 
ently opposed  by  one  or  two  Members. 
He  urged,  therefore,  that  the  Bules  of 
Procedure  on  Wednesdays  should  be 
thoroughly  reformed. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  he  entirely 
concurred  in  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  decided  to  take ;  and  he 
hoped  the  Select  Committee  would  enter 
on  the  discussion  of  the  proposed  New 
Bules,  not  in  a  Party  spirit,  but  with  a 
desire,  as  far  as  they  were  able,  to  pro- 
mote the  conduct  of  Business  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  They  could  all 
remember  the  time  spent  on  this  ques- 
tion in  the  last  Parliament.  He  re- 
membered the  Autumn  Session,  with 
the  larffe  amount  of  irritation  it  pro- 
duced m  the  minds  of  many  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  On  that 
occasion  the  Bules  were  half  crushed 
down  their  throats ;  and,  indeed,  there 
was  little  or  no  independent  action  in 
criticizing  some  of  those  Bules.  It  was 
made  a  Party  affair,  and  he  always 
thought  that  was  a  most  unfortunate 
state  of  things.  The  result  was  that 
the  New  Bules,  being  passed  without 
the  concurrence  of  the  Opposition  and 
the  suppressed  dislike  of  many  Liberal 
Members,  were  not  loyally  adopted  by 
the  House,  and  they  had  been  practically 
inoperative.  They  were  entering  on 
this  discussion  in  a  different  spirit ;  and 
the  proposals  would  be  met,  not  in  a 
Party  spirit,  but  with  a  desire  to  pro- 
mote the  conduct  of  Business.  He  con- 
sidered it  a  very  desirable  thing  that,  in 
the  first  instance,  they  should  have  a 
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strong  Committee  to  thoroughly  thredi 
out  the  proposals  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment. At  the  same  time,  care  should  be 
taken  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
private  Members. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HABT  DYKE  said, 
it  was  touching  to  hear  from  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Bylands)  of  the 
pressure  which  he  was  under  during  the 
Autumn  Session.  That  was  all  over  now ; 
and  he,  for  one,  hoped  there  would  be 
no  Party  spirit  on  this  occasion.  He 
could  not  doubt,  after  the  language  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  that  the  proposal 
was  brought  forward  in  good  faith ;  bat 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph  Cowen)  that  the 
Committee  would  not  lead  to  any  prac- 
tical result  unless  its  deliberations  were 
kept  within  reasonable  limits.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  be 
abnormally  large,  and  that  those  who 
would  have  to  make  up  the  Committee 
would  resist  the  pressure  which  would 
be  put  on  them  and  keep  the  numbers 
of  the  Committee  down.  For  his  own 
part,  he  hoped  that,  at  no  very  distant 
date,  they  would  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
by  means  of  which  they  would  be 
enabled  to  get  through  the  practical 
Business  of  the  House,  and  find  them- 
selves in  bed  at  an  iiour  which  was  more 
likely  to  promote  their  health  than  the 
hours  which  they  were  now  obb'g^  to 
keep.     

Mb.  WHITBBEAD  said,  that  the 
House  appeared  to  be  willing  to  accept 
the  reference  of  the  question  to  a  Com- 
mittee. That  was,  no  doubt,  a  correct 
decision  ;  for  the  House  was  not  a  good 
body  to  thresh  out  the  details  of  such 
proposals  as  these.  He  did  not  share 
the  hopelessness  of  the  right  hon.  GFen- 
tleman  who  had  just  spoken  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  with  regard  to  the 
results  of  the  labours  of  the  Comouttee. 
It  was  quite  true  that  many  Commit- 
tees on  the  subject  had  sat  since  the 
Beform  Bill  with  but  little  result ;  but 
the  reason  of  that  was  that  the  preaeure 
on  the  House  had  not  been  bo  great, 
nor  had  the  scandal  of  arrears  of  Busi- 
ness before  the  House  been  so  marked. 
There  had  also  been  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing of  reverence  for  the  Bules  under 
which  they  always  had  worked,  and  thej 
had  been  unwilling  to  lay  their  hands 
upon  those  Bules  in  a  really  refomting 
spirit.  But  it  must  be  remembered  tiial 
what  came  out  of  the  Committee 


933 


ParUatMntary 


{Febrtjaby  22,  1886} 


Procedure. 


934 


YOfy  maoh  affected  by  tlie  spirit  of  those 
who  went  into  the  Oommittee.  There 
was  now  a  strong  feeling,  both  in  that 
House  and  throughout  the  country,  that 
their  Procedure  was  in  need  of  drastic 
reform.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  numbers,  he  thought  that  it  should 
be  a  large  Committee.  He  quite  agreed 
that  a  small  Committee  might  be  able 
to  get  through  their  business  quicker 
than  a  large  one ;  but  they  must  remember 
that  there  were  two  things  to  be  thought 
of — they  had  not  only  to  thresh  out  a 
satisfactory  scheme  of  Procedure,  but 
also  to  get  it  accepted  by  the  House.  If 
they  could  get  a  large  number  of  accept- 
ances in  a  Committee,  it  was  certain  that 
the  scheme  would  be  more  likely  to  be 
receiyed  by  the  House.  There  was  an- 
other urgent  and  vital  part  of  the  Busi- 
ness to  which  he  wished  shortly  to  refer. 
Cver  since  he  had  been  a  Member  of  that 
House,  it  had  been  a  matter  of  complaint 
that  Select  Committees  before  whom 
g^eat  public  questions  were  raised  con- 
sisted too  much  of  a  repetition  of  the 
same  names.  Too  many  Members  were 
called  upon  repeatedly  in  the  same  Ses- 
sion to  serve  on  different  Committees, 
while  too  many  were  left  out  altogether. 
There  was  power  and  vigour  enough  in 
that  Assembly  to  deal  even  with  such  a 
stupendous  task  as  that  before  them,  if 
they  availed  themselves  of  the  whole 
powers  of  the  House.  But,  under  the 
system  of  selecting  Committees  by  ar- 
rangement between  the  two  Front 
Benches,  it  was  impossible  to  avoid  the 
old  eyil  of  having  the  same  name  recur- 
ring over  and  over  again  on  different 
Committees.  Everyone  who  had  charge 
of  any  subject,  or  any  Bill,  was  always 
anxious  to  get  the  most  experienced  men 
he  knew ;  and  such  Members  were  called 
upon  to  serve  on  Committees  until  they 
were  weary,  while  a  large  portion  of  the 
House  was  entirely  left  out.  In  that 
way  a  large  portion  of  the  House  did 
not  take  its  fair  share  of  the  Business, 
while  a  large  amount  of  practical  expe- 
rience was  not  made  use  of.  What  he 
hoped  to  see  was,  some  plan  by  which 
the  whole  House  might  be  employed  on 
Committee  work,  and  by  which  every 
Member  of  the  House  should  serve  on 
some  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  those  subjects  which 
could  not  be  dealt  with  by  the  whole 
House.  He  fully  agreed  that  it  would 
be  of  ^eat  advantage  to  get  rid  of 


some  of  the  useless  stages  of  their  pro* 
ceedings. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  hoped  that  they  would  be  able  to  get 
a  Committee  which  would  be  thoroughly 
representative  of  the  general  views  of 
the  House  upon  this  important  question, 
and  not  merely  those  of  the  two  Front 
Benches.  He  would  suggest  whether 
the  Prime  Minister  should  not  lay  upon 
the  Table  his  own  plan  of  Procedure,  so 
that  it  might  be  considered  along  with 
that  of  the  late  Government.  He  was 
glad  that  he  had  heard  no  suggestion 
made  as  to  any  further  application  of 
the  Eules  with  regard  to  closing  the  de- 
bate after  a  few  Members  only  on  each 
side  had  spoken. 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  had  anticipated  almost  every- 
thing that  he  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  had  desired  to  say  with  reference  to 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Government 
had  taken  a  wise  course,  and  that  it  was 
desirous,  under  the  circumstances,  that 
the  Committee  should  be  a  large  one. 
No  doubt,  a  small  Committee  might 
succeed  in  drawing  up  a  plan  as  tho« 
roughly  as  a  larger  one ;  but,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  had  pointed  out,  the  object  of  a 
Committee  of  this  kind  was  not  only  to 
draw  up  a  plan,  but  also  to  endeavour 
to  bring  before  the  House  the  greatest 
possible  amount  of  agreement  of  repre- 
sentative Members  of  the  House.  It 
was  not  necessary  to  say  more  on  that 
point ;  but  he  wished  to  call  attention  to 
one  subject  which  it  was  fuUy  as  neces- 
sary to  consider.  There  had,  up  to  the 
present  time,  been  a  general  disposition 
to  object  to  any  extension  of  what  had 
been  called  **  coercive  or  restrictive  re- 
gulations." He  was  entirely  in  favour 
of  remedial  legislation,  in  preference  to 
coercive  or  restrictive  legislation,  if  the 
former  would  accomplish  the  object; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  unwise 
that  anything  should  be  said  which 
would  make  it  absolutely  impossible  for 
the  House  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  power  of  the  closure  as  it  had  ope- 
rated up  to  the  present  year,  and  as  it 
might  be  extended  or  otherwise.  Hav- 
ing had  two  years'  experience  of  that 
new  system,  it  appeared  to  him  it  would 
be  certainly  necessary  that  any  Com- 
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mittee  wliioli   had    to   investigate  the 
Bales  of  Procedure  should  discuss  and 
consider  what  had  been,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  the  operation  of  the  Eule, 
and  whether  it  had  been  so  far  success- 
ful, or  whether  it  could  be  in  any  way 
amended.     And  in  view  of  the  proposal 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  all  the  more  necessary  that 
the  consideration    of   the  question   of 
closure  should  not  be  excluded  from  the 
scope  of  the  Oommittee.    It  appeared  to 
him  that  if  the  House  were  going  to 
consider  the  closing  of  its  deliberations 
at  12  o'clock,  or  half-past  12,  or  at  any 
fixed  hour,  it  was  absolutely  necessary, 
if  they  did  not  desire  that  Business 
should  be  a  great  deal  more  obstructed 
instead  of  being  less  obstructed,   that 
they  should  consider  whether  the  power 
of  closure  could  not  be  made  more  effec- 
tive.    In  fact,  he  could  not  conceive  that 
the  Members  of  the  late  Government 
themselves,  when  they  laid  these  Eeso- 
lutions  on  the  Table,  could  have  thought 
that  they  could  lend  them  any  improve- 
ment for  the  transaction  of  Business, 
unless  they  were  accompanied  by  some 
improvement  of  the  Bute  relating  to  the 
closure.     He  could  very  well  understand 
that  they  (the  Opposition)  might  not 
have  liked  to  meddle  with  that  subject 
themselves ;  but  he  thought  they  must 
have  anticipated  that  a  suggestion  of 
that  kind  would  have  emanated  from 
some  part  of  the  House.     He  did  not 
want  to  discuss  in  what  way  the  closure 
ought  to  be  amended  at  the  present 
time.     He  did  not  think  it  was  neces- 
sary that  they  should  discuss  any  of  the 
Besolutions.    All  he  wanted  was  that 
it  should  not  be  understood  that  that 
subject  was  to  be  excluded  from  the 
consideration    of    the   Oommittee    that 
might  be  appointed  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion ;  because,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  in- 
timately and  very  closely  connected  with 
the   proposed  Besolutions  that,  as  his 
right  hon.  Friend  told  them,   were  to 
form  practically  the  basis  of  the  Befer- 
ence  to  the  Committee. 

Sib  JOHN  GOBST  said,  he  hoped 
that  some  arrangement  would  be  made 
by  which  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  were  in  the  nature  of 
Amendments  to  the  scheme  of  the  late 
Ooveroment,  would  be  made  public,  and 
that  thus  they  might  have  the  advantage 
of  that  publicity  which  the  proposals  of 
the  late  Administration  obtamed.    Thej 
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should  be  printed  with  the  Votes  and 
Proceedings  of  the  House  from  day  to 
day,  as  they  were  decided  on. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  said,  he 
was   glad   to  notice   that    the  present 
question  appeared  to  be  entirely  removed 
from  Party  influences.     The  longer  they 
were  kept  from  those  influences,   the 
more  hope  there  would  be  of  the  efforts 
of  the  Committee  being  brought  to  a 
successful  issue.     He  wished  to  make  a 
practical  suggestion.     The  extension  of 
the  franchise  last  Parliament  took  place 
principally  by  a  friendly  consultation 
between  the  two  Parties ;  and  he  would 
submit  to  the  Prime  Minister  that,  as 
the  Conservative  Party  had  placed  its 
proposals  before  the  country,  if  the  pro* 
posals  of  the  present  Government  at 
all  assumed  in  Committee  the  appear- 
ance of  being  opposite  proposals,  then, 
in  a  very  short  time,  no  matter  how  the 
Committee  was  constituted.  Party  feel- 
ing would  arise.     He  hoped,  therefore, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
sider whether,  by  consultation  with  the 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party,  he 
might  not  eliminate  all  questions  whioh 
might  lead  to  such  deplorable  results. 
He  would  further  suggest  that  there 
could  be  no  Procedure  unless  there  were 
Members  in  the  House  to  tsJce  part  in 
it;    and  there  could  be  no  Members 
continuously  present  as  lone  as  thej 
were    accommodated    so    badly    as   at 
present.     He  thought  they  should  ap- 
peal to  the  Prime  Minister  to  endeavour 
to  ascertain  how  strong  was  the  feeling 
in  the  House  on  this  matter ;   and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
agree  soon  to  appoint  another  Committee 
to  investigate  the  subject. 

Mb.  GBEGOBY  said,  he  had  oflen 
heard  it  stated  that  it  would  be  hig^j 
inconvenient  for  business  men  to  attend 
the  Sittings  of  the  House  if  they  com- 
menced at  2  o'clock.  At  those  periods 
of  the  year  when  it  was  usual  for  the 
House  to  meet  at  2  o'dock  twice  a-week, 
he,  though  a  business  man  himself^ 
found  no  difficulty  in  attending. 

Sib  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  said,  he 
strongly  objected,  as  a  man  of  business, 
to  the  proposal  that  the  House  should 
meet  at  2  o'clock.  Two  o'clock  to  4  were 
two  of  the  principal  business  hours  of 
the  day,  and  he  declared  that  the  pro- 
posed alteration  would  be  most  incon- 
venient ;  and  he  would  be  surprised  to 
find  that  the  Legal  Profession  did  not 
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give  a  similar  opinion.  He  would  point 
out  that  Ministers  did  their  official  work 
up  to  3,  when  they  received  depu- 
tations, so  that  they  might  be  in  their 
places  by  4  o'clock.  He  also  had  a 
strong  objection  to  a  regular  October 
Session.  They  all  knew  that  any  man 
who  sought  a  seat  in  the  House  must  be 
ready  when  the  House  was  summoned 
to  give  up  his  time  to  the  public  ser- 
vice ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  under- 
stood that  to  be  on  the  supposition  that, 
in  ordinary  times,  the  House  would  meet 
in  February  and  prorogue  in  August. 
Unofficial  Members  of  the  House  having 
discharged  their  duties  for  six  months 
might  surely  be  allowed  the  remaining 
six  months  for  business  or  relaxation. 
He  apprehended  the  meeting  in  October 
would  be  a  very  great  inconvenience, 
and  he  hoped  the  Committee  would  give 
no  sanction  to  it. 

Captain  FIELD  said,  that  the  House 
consisted  of  670  Members,  of  whom  320 
were  old  and  350  new  Members ;  and 
he  thought  that  before  the  latter  were 
called  upon  to  take  part  in  the  reform 
of  the  Procedure  of  the  House  they 
ought  to  be  afforded  an  opportunity  of 
learning  what  the  old  Bules  were.  He 
was  a  new  Member,  and  the  first 
thing  he  did  as  such  was  to  endeavour 
to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  Standing  Orders 
and  Kules  of  the  House;  but  he  was 
told  there  were  none  available.  He 
was  further  informed  that  he  might  go 
to  a  bookseller,  and  purchase  a  copy; 
but  he  declined  to  do  so.  [Laughter,^ 
He  maintained  that  he  was  entitled  to 
be  supplied  with  a  copy ;  but  whether 
he  ought  to  apply  for  it  to  the  Speaker, 
or  to  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
or  to  the  Serjeant-at-Arms,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  know.  All  he  could  say  was  that 
if,  in  the  course  of  his  career,  he  should 
commit  any  breach  of  Order,  he  should 
plead  as  an  excuse  that  he  had  been  un- 
able to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  Standing 
Orders  from  the  authorities  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  he 
ought  to  answer  the  appeals  made  to 
him.  In  the  first  place,  with  regard  to 
what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  he 
had  perfectly  understood  the  spirit  and 
intention  with  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  spoken.  Their  desire  was  to  pro- 
pose a  Committee  upon  a  scale  which 
they  deemed  to  be  most  agreeable  to  the 


ideas  of  the  House;  and  he  had  been  able 
to  gather  some  light  on  that  subject  from 
the  course  of  the  present  debate.  They 
would  endeavour  to  make,  with  regard 
to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  that 
arrangement  which  they  thought  would 
be  most  likely  to  command  approbation 
and  confidence.  With  regard  to  the  ap- 
peal made  to  him  to  publish  the  Amend- 
ments which  the  Government  might  pro- 
pose, or  additions,  or  the  variations, 
whatever  they  might  be,  that  the  Qu- 
vemment  might  desire  to  recommend  to 
the  House,  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  that  proposal ;  but  he 
would  rather  not  give  a  positive  answer 
upon  it  at  the  present  moment,  because 
he  thought  it  was  a  matter  that  perhaps 
the  Committee  itself  would  be  best  able 
to  deal  with.  They  might  be  inclined 
to  publish,  not  only  the  suggestions  of 
the  Government,  but  other  suggestions 
also,  and  he  did  not  at  all  see  any  ob- 
jection to  the  proposal,  or  to  the  spirit 
in  which  it  had  been  made ;  but  he 
thought  perhaps  the  Committee  itself 
would  best  deal  with  its  consideration. 
Then,  as  to  the  appeal  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Eossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  as  to  what 
was  commonly  called  the  closure,  un- 
doubtedly when  he  said  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  House  had  more  to  expect  from 
multiplying  its  means  of  action,  and 
judiciously  and  thriftily  applying  them, 
than  it  had  from  coercive  and  restrictive 
proceedings,  he  did  not  mean  to  go  be- 
yond the  utterance  of  a  general  opinion. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Kent  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  was 
under  the  impression  that  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) was  the  person  to  whose  un- 
natural and  perverse  attachment  to 
what  was  called  the  closure  it  was  due 
that  the  House  had  to  occupy  so  much 
time  upon  it  during  the  year  1882.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  internal  history  of 
those  proceedings,  he  would  find  that  he 
was  far  wide  of  the  mark  in  what  he 
had  just  stated. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE:  I 
spoke  of  the  irritation  consequent  upon 
it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did 
not  know  if  he  produced  the  irritation  ; 
but  he  quite  agreed  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  it,  and  he  hoped  there  would  be 
none  of  it  on  that  or  any  proximate 
occasion.     He  had  not  intended  to  give 
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more  than  a  general  opinion  on  tlie  mat- 
ter; but,  obviously,  he  would  suppose, 
the  Committee  could  not  refuse  to  look 
into  a  question  of  that  kind.  All  he 
could  then  say  was,  that  neither  in  re- 
gard to  that  nor  any  other  point  could 
he  conceive  that  they  could  wish  to  en- 
force beforehand  considerations  upon  a 
Committee  which  he  believed  would  be 
BO  constituted  as  to  deserve  and  carry 
along  with  it  the  fuUest  confidence  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appointed^  **  to  consider  the 
question  of  Procedure  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  to  report  as  to  the  amendment  of 
existing  Rules,  and  upon  any  New  Kales  which 
they  may  consider  desirable  for  the  efficient 
despatch  of  bu8ine88."~(Jirr.  Gladstone.) 

EAST  INDIA,  BURMAH  (EXPENSES  OP 
MILITARY  OPERATIONS). 

resolution. 

The  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  FOE  INDIA  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay  -  Shuttlewoeth),  in  rising  to 
move — 

"  That,  Her  Majesty  having  directed  a  Mili- 
tary expedition  of  Her  forces  charged  upon 
Indian  revenues  to  be  despatched  against  the 
King  of  Ava,  this  House  consents  that  the  re- 
venues of  India  shall  be  applied  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  Military  operations  which  may 
be  carried  on  beyond  the  external  frontiers  of 
Her  Majesty *s  Indian  possessions," 

said,  that  he  must  claim  some  indulgent 
allowance  as  it  was  only  a  fortnight 
since  he  entered  the  India  Office.  The 
statement  which  he  would  make  to 
the  House  would  be  short  and  simple. 
It  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, following  the  course  announced 
by  their  Predecessors,  to  propose  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  that  there 
should  be  a  Joint  Committee  upon  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  Government  of 
India ;  and  it  would  be  part  of  the  duty 
of  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
the  meaning  of  the  54th  and  55th  sec- 
tions of  the  Government  of  India  Act 
was  perfectly  clear,  or  whether  anything 
oould  be  done  to  remove  ambiguities 
which  existed  according  to  many  learned 
authorities.  Meanwhile,  the  Govern- 
ment, acting  in  the  spirit  of  the  Act, 
sought,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  the  step 
which  had  been  taken  of  applying  the 
Bevenues  of  India  for  the  purpose  of 
defraying  the  expenses  of  the  Burmese 
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War.    It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
detain  the  House  with  any  regular  nar- 
rative of  the  events  that  led  to  the  an- 
nexation of  Burmah.     King  Theebaw 
ascended  the  Throne  in  1878,  and,  not 
to  go  further  back,  ever  since  that  time 
the  relations  of  the  Indian  Government 
with  that  of  Burmah  had  been  anything 
but  satisfactory.     The  history  of  those 
relations  was  contained   in  the    Blue 
Book.     Matters  culminated  in  the  Ulti- 
matum which  was  sent  by  the  Viceroy 
in  October  last  year  to  Mandalay.   That 
Ultimatum  contained  certain  terms  to 
which  the  Burmese  Government  refused 
to  accede,  and  Theebaw  issued  a  hostile 
Proclamation  threatening  to  efface  the 
heretic  Christian  barbarians,  and  to  con- 
quer and  annex  their  country.     On  No- 
vember 1 1  the  late  Government  ordered 
the  Military  Expedition  to  Upper  Bur- 
mah which  Sir  Harry  Prendergast  com- 
manded, and  on  January  1  Theebaw's 
Kingdom  was  annexed  under  iostruc- 
tions  from  Her  Majesty's  late  Ministers. 
When  Parliament  met  it  was  announced 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  that  Her 
Majesty  had  decided  that  the  moat  cer- 
tain method  of  insuring  peace  and  order 
in  those  regions  was  to  be  found  in  the 
permanent  incorporation  of  the  Kingdom 
of  Ava  with  the  British  Empire.     What 
the  present  Government  had  to  do  was 
to  deal  with  the  situation  so  created. 
When  they  acceded  to  Office  the  Vice- 
roy (the  Earl  of  Bufferin)  was  on  his 
way  to  Mandalay.    Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government  awaited  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Dufferin  formed  on  the  spot.     He 
had  not  gone  so  committed  as  to  prerent 
his  forming  an  impartial  opinion,  and  he 
had  now  telegraphed  a  very  clear  and  a 
very  strong  opinion  in  regard  to  Bur- 
mah ;  and  acting  upon  his  opinion,  and 
in    view  of  the    situation   created   bv 
the  Proclamation  of  Annexation^  and 
the  announcement  in    Her    Majesty's 
Speech,  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
had  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  the  coarse 
which    they    should  pursue;    the    an- 
nexation  effected  unaer  the  late  Qo- 
vernment    must    be    maintained,    and 
consequential  administrative   measures 
had  been  authorized.     He  did  not  know 
that  he  could  give  much  idea  of  what 
those    administratiye    measures   would 
be.    There  could,  however,  be  no  doabt 
that  Upper  Burmah  would  be  admi- 
nistered under  the  authority  of  the  Vice- 
roy; and  it  was  hoped  that  a  sytleai 
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of  administration  might  be  introduced 
suitable  to  the  peculiarities  of  the  coun- 
try and  the  people  of  Upper  Burmah, 
and  not  burdensome  in  cost.  The  Yice- 
roj  was  Defecting  a  scheme  with  these 
objects ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  yet  so  fully  in  possession  of  his 
views  as  to  make  a  more  explicit  statement 
at  present.  Having  said  that  much,  he 
thought  the  House  would  expect  him  to 
supply  some  information  as  to  our  rela- 
tions with  the  great  Chinese  Empire,  our 
neighbour.  With  regard  to  that  sub- 
ject, he  need  hardly  say  that  Her  Ma« 
jesty's  Government  were  ihost  anxious 
to  show  a  thoroughly  friendly  disposition 
towards  China,  and  he  had  every  reason 
to  believe  that  that  desire  was  heartily 
reciprocated  by  that  country.  It  would 
be  premature,  however,  to  say  anything 
about  the  precise  arrangement  that 
might  be  come  to  between  this  country 
and  China;  but  the  Government  were 
hopeful  that  the  negotiations  begun  a 
litde  while  ago  would  be  brought  to  a 
perfectly  satisfactory  termination.  As 
to  the  cholera,  about  which  there  had 
been  one  or  two  rather  alarming  state- 
ments, calculated  to  make  people  at 
home  anxious  as  to  the  health  of  the 
troops,  British  and  Indian,  now  em- 
ployed in  Upper  Burmah,  he  was  able 
to  give  most  reassuring  information  to 
the  House.  Between  November  and 
January  a  slight  outbreak  of  the  malady 
did  occur ;  but  there  had  been  no  case 
of  cholera  among  the  troops  in  Upper 
Burmah  since  the  first  week  in  January. 
With  respect  to  the  cost  of  the  Expe- 
dition, he  was  happy  to  say  that  the 
estimates  which  had  reached  them  from 
the  Viceroy  at  Mandalay,  although  they 
were  necessarily  rough,  and  perhaps  to 
some  extent  conjectural,  confirmed  the 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  the 
estimate  of  the  Viceroy  being  that  the 
total  cost  of  the  Expedition  would  not 
exceed  £300,000,  even  if  it  should  reach 
that  figure*  The  Secretary  of  State 
desired  that  the  most  ample  recogDition 
should  be  given  of  the  prompt  and  com- 
plete manner  in  which  the  Civil  and  Mili- 
tary Authorities  both  of  the  Indian  and 
Madras  Governments  had  equipped,  or- 
ganized, and  despatched  this  Expedition. 
He  desired  also  to  recognize  the  able 
conduct  of  Mr.  Bernard,  our  Chief  Com- 
missioner in  British  Burmah,  during 
the  whole  of  this  affair.    He  was  anxious 


to  acknowledge  the  promptitude  of  Ge- 
neral Prendergast  and  Colonel  Sladen 
in  their  Expedition  up  the  river  and  en- 
trance into  Mandalay.  And,  lastly,  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  as  regarded  the 
efficiency  of  the  Indian  and  British 
troops  in  many  duties  often  of  aharassing 
character,  and  to  acknowledge  the  ready 
assistance  given  by  the  Naval  Com- 
mander-in-Chief and  his  forces  in  fur- 
nishing a  Naval  Brigade,  whose  services 
were  worthy  of  all  praise.  He  had  already 
given  some  information  upon  a  very 
mournful  subject — namely,  the  conduct 
of  the  Provost  Marshal  at  some  execu- 
tions in  Upper  Burmah.  Further  infor- 
mation would  be  given  as  soon  as  possi- 
ble. In  a  communication  received  from 
the  Viceroy  that  evening,  he  stated  that, 
after  inquiries,  it  was  certainly  untrue 
that  the  troops  shot  persons  indis- 
criminately who  had  been  made  pri- 
6oners.  Those  shot  at  Mandalay  during 
the  past  six  weeks  had  been  cases  of 
convicted  offenders,  under  sentence  by 
civil  officers.  The  Viceroy  explained 
that  occasionally,  when  taken  red- 
handed,  the  leaders  of  marauding  par- 
ties were  shot ;  but  whenever  that  was 
done,  it  was  in  every  case  only  upon 
the  advice  of  the  civil  officer  accompany- 
ing the  column  intrusted  with  the  duty 
of  suppressing  these  dacoits  and  so-called 
insurgents,  both  of  whom  robbed  and 
murdered  innocent  villagers.  They 
were  cruel  and  barbarous,  the  Viceroy 
said,  not  to  us,  but  to  these  innocent 
villagers.  This  dacoity  had  been  an 
old  evil  in  Upper  Burmah,  but  excep- 
tionally ripe  under  Theebaw's  bad  go- 
vernment. 9o  far  as  the  Viceroy  could 
ascertain,  there  had  been  no  undue 
severity  on  the  part  of  our  troops; 
and  he  spoke  of  the  calmness  and 
humanity  of  General  Prendergast,  and 
said  Mr.  Bernard  would  not  countenance 
excessive  punishment.  For  the  safety 
of  the  country,  and  for  the  happiness  of 
its  inhabitants,  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  suppress  these  gangs  of  robbers, 
and  to  punish  these  robbers  and  mur- 
derers. Further,  the  Viceroy  said  that 
the  pacification  of  the  country  was  being 
effected  as  rapidly  as  possible,  although 
the  fact  that  a  large  part  of  the  country 
was  covered  with  jungle  rendered  the 
work  exceptionally  difficult.  Coming 
to  the  Amendment  of  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Hunter)  had  given  Notice,  he  observed 
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that  bis  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  move 
that  it  was  unjust  to  defray  the  expenses 
of  this  Expedition  out  of  the  Indian  Be- 
venues.     He  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  did  not  know  by  what  arguments 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  proposed 
to  support  the  Amendment.      But  he 
anticipated  that  one  of  these  would  be 
that  this  was  a  war  for  British  trade. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  an- 
nexation might  have  an  effect  on  British 
trade;  he  hoped,   indeed,  that  an  im- 
provement in  the  trade  of  the  country 
might  be  one  of  its  effects.     But  a  war 
undertaken  for  that  purpose  would  have 
been  unjustifiable.  '  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment   was,   however,    prepared   to 
deny  that  the  war  was  undertaken  for 
any  such  purpose.     The  real  ground  of 
the  Viceroy's  action,  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  concluded  on  reading  the 
Papers,  was  the  protection  and  safety 
of  British  Burmah,  and  of  Her   Ma- 
jesty's other  Dominions  in  that  part  of  the 
world.     The  Government  of  King  Thee- 
baw  had  been  endeavouring  for  some 
time  past  to  establish  political  relations 
with  other  Powers ;  and  its  object  was 
clearly  to   annoy   the    Government  of 
India.     It  was  obvious  that  the  results 
of  such  conduct  would  eventually  be 
dangerous  to  the  Indian  Empire ;  and  it 
was  evident  that  it  was  largely  on  that 
ground  that  the  Viceroy  based  his  action. 
If  that  view  were  correct,  he  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttloworth)  ventured  to  contend, 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
that   the   British  taxpayers   could   not 
be  fairly  asked  to  pay  the  costs  of  this 
Expedition,  and  that  it  was   properly 
payable  out  of  the  Hevenues  of  India. 
There  were  two  other  arguments  which 
might  be  used  a  gainst  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  though  upon  the  first  he  did  not  lay 
much  stress.    This  was  a  comparatively 
small  sum.    So  far  as  the  information 
sent  by  the  Viceroy  was  concerned,  the 
expenses  of  the  Expedition  were,  as  he 
had  before  observed,  estimated  not  to 
exceed  £300,000.     Not  only,  therefore, 
was  this  a  comparatively  small  affair, 
but  the  Expedition  was  distinctly  under- 
taken for  the  defence  of  British  Burmah 
and  other  Possessions  in  that  part  of 
Asia.     On  the  other  hand,  there  was  no 
ground  for  laying  the  burden  of  this 
war  on  the  British  taxpayer.    But  there 
was  a  further  argument  for  placing  this 
burden  on  the  Indian  Revenue  which  he 
would  place    before  the  House.     For 

Sir  Ughtred  Kay- ShuttUworth 


many  years  British  Burmah  had  been  a 
source  of  very  considerable  Hevenue  to 
India.  Here  was  an  Expedition  under- 
taken for  the  defence  of  British  Burmah, 
and  so  far  as  the  taxpayers  of  the  rest 
of  India  were  concerned,  they  were  only 
asked  to  make  a  small  return  out  of  this 
large  annual  contribution.  As  to  the 
probable  future  of  Upper  Burmah,  he 
did  not  wish  to  put  before  the  House 
any  very  rosy  or  sanguine  view  re- 
garding the  development  of  trade  likely 
to  spring  from  our  annexation  of  Upper 
Burmah.  It  was  safer  not  to  indulge 
in  prophetic  anticipations,  which  were 
often  not  realized,  and  he  would  not 
hold  out  any  exaggerated  anticipa- 
tions. There  was,  however,  one  fact 
before  the  House  which  was  of  an  en- 
couraging character,  and  which  would 
form  much  more  solid  ground  than  any 
anticipation  he  could  put  forward,  and 
that  was  the  fact  that  the  population, 
the  Eevenue,  and  the  trade  of  British 
Burmah  had  increased  enormously  since 
it  had  become  a  British  Province.  In 
1862-3  the  population  of  British  Burmah 
was  2,500,000,  while  in  1883-4  it 
amounted  to  3,700,000.  The  Eevenue 
in  the  earlier  period  he  had  mentioned 
did  not  reach  £1,000,000 ;  but  in  1883-4 
it  was  nearly  £3,000,000.  At  the  former 
period,  the  trade  of  the  country,  includ- 
ing imports  and  exports,  was  under 
£2,000,000;  whereas,  in  1888,  it  ap- 
proached £10,600,000.  That  was  to  say, 
the  Hevenue  of  British  Burmah  had  been 
trebled  in  the  period  referred  to,  while 
its  trade  had  been  more  than  quin- 
tupled. If  any  such  results  should  be 
obtained  in  Upper  Burmah,  then  Uiis 
House  would  have  very  good  reason  to 
be  satisfied.  The  hon.  Baronet  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Besolotion  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That,  Her  Majes^  baring  directed  a  Mili- 
tary expedition  of  Her  forces  charged  npon 
Indian  revenues  to  be  dtspatched  against  the 
King  of  Ava,  this  House  consents  that  the 
revenues  of  India  shall  be  applied  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  Military  operations  which  may 
be  carried  on  beyond  the  external  frontiers  ol 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  possessions."  —  {Str 
Ughtred  Kay-ShuttUworth^ 

Mb.  HUNTEE,  in  rising  to  moTO,  as 

an  Amendment — 

*^  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  unjust  to  defray  the  expense  of  the  HDItary 
operations  in  the  Kingdom  of  Ava  out  of  the 
revenues  of  India,** 
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said,  that  it  would  be  admitted  on  all 
sides  that  they  ought  to  examine  such  a 
proposal  as  that  now  made  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  with  the  most  scrupulous  care. 
Indeed,  it  was  impossible  to  exercise 
too  scrupulous  and  exacting  a  care,  for 
the  House  occupied  a  peculiarly  delicate 
position  in  ascertaining  whether  the  ex- 
pense of  the  war  ought  to  be  paid  by 
the  people  of  India  or  the  people  of 
England.  The  people  of  India  had  no 
IBepresentative  in  that  House  to  protect 
their  interests;  and  there  always  was 
a  danger  that  injustice  might  be  done 
in  matters  of  account  between  the  two 
countries.  Further,  the  relations  between 
the  English  Government  and  the  people 
of  India  had  been  compared  to  that  be- 
tween guardian  and  ward«  There  was 
some  truth  in  the  comparison;  and  as 
there  was  nothing  more  dishonourable 
to  a  guardian  than  to  charge  upon  the 
estate  of  his  ward  expenses  incurred  for 
his  own  personal  ends,  such  conduct  was 
peculiarly  cruel  and  mean  when  the 
guardian  was  very  rich,  and  the  ward 
was  very  poor.  There  were  two  facts  as 
to  which,  unfortunately,  there  could  be 
no  dispute.  First,  we  had  acquired  an 
insolvent  Province ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  India  had 
expressed  a  hope  that  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  introduce  a  simple  form  of  go- 
vernment, inasmuch,  as  it  was  probable 
that  for  a  considerable  period  the  He- 
renues  of  the  country  would  not  defray 
the  costs  of  administration.  The  time 
had  been  very  unhappily  chosen  for  in- 
creasing the  burdens  and  extending  the 
responsibilities  of  the  Indian  Empire, 
seeing  that  the  Government  of  India 
had  been  driven  to  the  last  resource  of 
imposing  an  Income  Tax.  The  Revenue 
from  British  Burmah  had  never  paid 
the  interest  on  the  £rst  Burmese  War. 
The  cost  of  that  war  was  £15,000,000, 
and  the  largest  surplus  in  British  Bur- 
mah, after  making  allowance  for  ex- 
change, was  only  £670,000;  and  the  time 
never  would  come  when  it  was  possible 
for  British  Burmah  to  pay  its  arrears  of 
interest  to  the  Indian  Empire.  Who 
were  those  who  had  clamoured  for  an- 
nexation ?  They  were  certainly  not  the 
people  of  India,  or  the  Native  merchants 
of  British  Burmah.  Indeed,  he  denied 
in  toto  that  there  was  any  widespread 
feeling  in  the  country  favourable  to  the 
annexation  of  Upper  Burmah.    Even  in 


October,  1884,  when  the  relations  of 
the  Indian  Government  and  the  King 
of  Burmah  were  admittedly  friendly, 
the  Native  merchants  of  Ban  goon  pro- 
tested against  the  views  in ,  favour  of 
annexation  expressed  by  the  British 
merchants  of  that  town,  because  they 
knew  it  would  be  entirely  a  burden. 
If  the  annexation  was  brought  about  by 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and,  as  was 
undoubtedly  the  case,  this  was  a  war  to 
open  up  new  markets  for  British  trade, 
for  British  interests,  and  not  for  Indian 
interests — ^if  it  was  a  war  that  was  urged 
on  by  British  merchants,  and  condemned 
by  the  people  of  India — then  where  was 
the  justice  or  honour  of  imposing  the 
expenses  of  the  war  upon  the  Exchequer 
of  India  ?  What  aggravated  the  war 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Indian  people  was 
that,  in  their  estimation  at  all  events, 
there  never  was  a  war  less  necessary,  or 
an  annexation  less  desirable.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India,  in  the  Proclamation 
on  which  they  based  their  attack  on 
KingTheebaWfSpokeoftheKing'sHeign 
as  having  been  marked  by  the  violation 
of  Treaties  and  by  outrages  on  British 
subjects,  and  generally  of  his  having 
pursued  a  policy  systematically  opposed 
to  British  interests.  But  in  a  despatch 
from  the  Government  of  India,  dated 
March  24,  1885,  the  Government  de- 
clared that — 

"  Hitherto  our  Treaties  have  been,  on  the 
whole,  respected,  our  commerce  has  received 
protection,  and  our  officers  have  succeeded  in 
maintaining  friendly  relations  with  the  officials 
on  the  Burmese  frontier  districts." 

Those,  then,  were  points  in  which  the 
statements  in  the  Proclamation  were 
flatly  contradicted  by  a  despatch  sent 
from  India  no  later  than  March  24, 
1885.  The  average  British  trade  be- 
tween British  Burmah  and  Ava  in  the 
four  years  before  King Theebaw  ascended 
the  Throne  was  £3,061,174;  the  ave- 
rage of  the  four  succeeding  years  was 
£3,224,814,  which,  moreover,  repre- 
sented a  relatively  much  larger  volume 
of  trade,  because,  in  the  meantime,  the 
prices  of  articles  had  declined  as  much 
as  30  or  40  per  cent.  Mr.  Bernard,  our 
Chief  Commissioner  in  Burmah,  who  up 
to  that  time  had  steadily  opposed  an- 
nexation, on  the  28th  of  July  gave  a 
conditional  and  qualified  assent  to  a  dif- 
ferent policy.  What  was  it  that  occurred 
in  the  interval  ?  It  was  two  documents 
which  purported  to  be  copies   of  an 
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engagement  entered  into  by  the  French 
Government  on  the  one  hand,  and  by 
the  Burmese  Government  on  the  other. 
This  Agreement,  it  was  alleged,  would 
make  France  and  French  influence  domi- 
nant in  Burmah,  and  exclude  British 
trade  from  the  Valley  of  the  Irrawaddy. 
But  what  were  the  facts  ?  The  French 
Government,  on  September  26,  1885,  in 
a  despatch,  informed  Lord  Salisbury 
that — 

"  There  was  no  truth  whatever  in  the  report 
that  a  Convention  had  been  concluded  between 
France  and  Burmah  by  which  a  concession  for 
railways,  with  interest  guaranteed,  is  secured  to 
a  French  Company,  control  given  to  the  French 
Government  over  the  Customs  of  the  Irrawaddy 
River,  and  a  concession  granted  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  bank  at  Mandalay." 

Thus,  on  September  26,  before  the  date 
when  the  Ultimatum  was  sent  to  King 
Theebaw,  our  Government  were  in  pos- 
session of  two  facts — ^in  the  first  place, 
that  their  Chief  Commissioner  was  en- 
tirely opposed  to  annexation ;  in  the 
next  place,  that  he  consented  condition- 
ally to  annexation,  if  the  representations 
referred  to  were  true,  and  they  had 
positive  information  from  the  French 
Government  that  there  was  no  truth 
whatever  in  those  representations.  As 
to  questions  of  etiquette  at  the  Burmese 
Goiurt,  about  which  so  much  had  been 
said,  he  (Mr.  Himter)  considered  that 
taking  off  the  shoes  in  a  hot  climate  was 
not  worse  than  taking  off  the  hat  in  a 
cold ;  leaving  one's  sword  outside  the 
Palace  was  not  more  absurd  than  a  civi- 
lian wearing  a  sword,  to  which  he  was 
in  no  way  accustomed,  when  he  went 
into  the  presence  of  his  Sovereign ;  and 
as  for  sitting  on  the  floor,  that  was,  no 
doubt,  an  attitude  to  which  they  were  not 
much  accustomed,  but  neither  were  they 
to  walking  backwards,  like  a  crab.  He 
maintained  that  the  blame  for  the  break- 
ing-off  of  diplomatic  relations  did  not 
rest  with  the  Burmese,  for  it  appeared 
from  the  Blue  Book  that  it  was  insisted 
that  the  request  for  the  return  of  the 
British  Agent  to  Mandalay,  after  he  had 
been  withdrawn  in  the  panic  after  the 
catastrophe  at  Cabul,  must  come  from 
the  Court  of  Ava.  He  thought  this  dis- 
posed of  the  pretexts  for  the  war ;  and 
as  to  the  Bombay  Company,  it  declined 
to  enter  into  any  compromise  with  the 
Burmese  Government.  There  never  was 
a  war  in  which  the  people  of  India  took 
less  interest,  and  there  never  was  a 
dearer  case  of  a  commercial  war.  It  was 

Mr,  Hunter 


unjust — ^he  might  use  a  stronger  term- 
to  place  this  charge  upon  the  people  o! 
India;  and  to  give  the  House  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  approval  of  that 
sentiment  he  moved  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mb.  mCHAED  :  I  rise  to  seoond^tbe 
Amendment.  I  could  have  wished  that 
my  hon.  Friend  had  given  a  wider  scope 
to  his  Motion,  so  that  we  might  teat  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  not  merely  on  the 
point  of  defraying  the  expenses  of  our 
military  operations  in^  Burmah  from^the 
resources  of  India,  but  on  the  still  more 
important  question  of  the  general  policy 
we  have  lately  pursued  in  that  comntry. 
For  my  part,  I  must  state  my  opinion 
that  the  summary  (annexation  of  that 
Kingdom  was  an  act  of  high-handed 
violence  for  which  there  is  no  adequate 
justification.  Itecent*  events  andfpre- 
sent  appearances  seem  to  indicate  tiiat 
it  was  not  only  an  act  of  injustice,  bot 
an  act  of  flagrant  folly.  By  suddenly 
overturning  the  existingTGbvemment,  it 
looks  as  (though  |we]  had  [consigned  the 
country  to  what  may  prove  to  be  a  pro- 
longed anarchy';  while  there  is  no  little 
danger  of  our  i'^becoming  involved  in 
serious  troubles  and  complications  in 
more  than  one  direction,  especially  with 
China.  I  am  sorry  that  the  preeent 
Government  are  disposed  to  endorse  and 
adopt  that  policy.  I  believe  it  would 
have  been  better  if  they  had  acted  as  they 
did  in  Afghanistan 'and  (the  Transvaal, 
and  reversed  the  policy  of  their  Prede- 
cessors, instead  of  following  it  as  they 
did  in  Eg3rpt,  with  what  oonseqaenoes 
to  themselves  and  the  country  is  now 
only  too  well  known.  The  pretext 
assigned  for  this  aotjof  wholesale  c(nifis- 
cation  is  the  misconduct  of  King  Thee- 
baw. But  I  fear  the  real  motive  was 
that  we  coveted  his  possessions,  and 
were  determined  to  have"^  them  at 
any  cost.  When  Naboth's  vineyard  is 
wanted,  it  is  not  difficult  to  make  out  a 
case,  to  our  own  satisfaction  at  least, 
why  Naboth  himself  should  be  pat  out 
of  the  way.  There  are  two  strong  pre- 
sum^ive  and  primd  faci$  reasons  whidi 
incline  me  to  put  this  construction  on 
the  matter.  The  first  is  the  general 
fact  that  our  countrymen,  espeoudlyia 
the  East,  have  a  perfect  passion  for  an- 
nexation. And  the  reasons  for  it  are 
not  far  to  seek.  For  whatever  these  acts 
may  cost  the  people  of  England,  or  &• 
people  of  India,  they  are  certain  to 
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donnd  to  the  interests  of  the  classes 
that  clamour  for  them,  or  such,  at  least, 
is  their  belief.^ When  the  issue  of  the 
last  war  with  Burmah  was  pending, 
there  was  a  discussion  on  the  subject  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  when  Lord  Ellen- 
borough  made  a  remarkable  speech. 
Some  parts  of  it  are  so  singularly  per- 
tinent to  the  present  occasion,  that  I  ask 
permission  to  read  a  few  sentences  from 
it.  After  referring  to  the  pressure 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment by  '^  certain  enterprizing  British 
merchants  and  the  Press  of  Calcutta  " 
in  favour  of  our  "  occupying  the  whole 
Bormese  Empire,"  he  added — 

"  I  hope  that  my  right  hoQ.  Friend  the  Go- 
veraor  Oeneral  of  India  will  treat  that  Press 
with  the  disregard  which  it  deserves.  Bat,  my 
Lords,  there  is  also  another  serious  pressure 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  ought  to  disregard, 
and  which  it  will  he  more  difficult,  I  am  afraid, 
for  him  to  resist— that  is  the  pressure  of  a 
TOoi  of  the  Civil  and  of  the  whole  Military 
Serrice.  They  have  hefore  their  eyes  the  oc- 
cnpation  of  Af  hganistan,  which  produced  a  com- 
pme  revolntion  in  the  Army  of  Bengal.  That 
will  always  he  the  case  where  a  great  territory 
is  to  he  occupied  even  for  a  time,  and  still  more 
where  a  new  territory  is  to  he  annexed  to  and 
brought  nnder  our  dominion.  Young  officers 
are  then  placed  in  command  of  districts ;  others 
are  placed  in  political  employment,  where  they 
actually  direct  the  operation  of  troops  under  the 
command  of  their  superiors.  Great  rewards  and 
distinctions  are  ohtained,  groat  talents  exhihited 
— and  every  man,  with  a  natural  amhition,  looks 
forward  to  the  promotion  he  may  attain ;  and 
then  the  idea  of  a  new  war,  likely  to  terminate 
in  new  conquests,  is  dear  to  that  Army -—an 
Army  full  of  enterprize  and  of  those  feelings 
which  naturally  excite  military  men  to  g^reat 
actions.  Under  such  circumstances,  I  view  with 
great  alarm  the  annexation  to  our  Empire  of  a 
large  portion — aye,  or  even  of  any  portion — of 
the  Burmese  territory." 

Bememher  this  was  in  1853,  when  there 
were  people  already  demanding  that  we 
should  occupy  the  whole  Burmese  Em- 
pire. This  leads  me  to  my  second  reason 
for  believing  that  the  cronduct  of  King 
Theebaw  was  a  mere  pretext  for  the  act 
DOW  consummated.  It  is  perfectly  no- 
torious that  the  settlers  in  British  Bur- 
mah, backed  by  the  Anglo-Indian  and 
Anglo-Chinese  Press,  have  been  for  a 
long  time  —  for  many  years  before 
Theebaw  came  to  the  Throne — hanker- 
ing after  their  neighbour's  possessions 
in  that  region,  and  never  ceasing  to 
address  vehement  exhortations  to  the 
Indian  Oovernment  to  go  in  and  seize 
the  land,  on  any  pretence  whatever. 
Oolonel  Laurie  informs  us  that  when  he 


was  in  Eangoon,  in  1864 — 14  years  be- 
fore the'accession  of  Theebaw — he  found 
a  loud  demand  even  then  for  war  and 
annexation.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Aberdeen  has  already, 
on  a  former  occasion,  referred,  as 
a  significent  indication  of  the  feeling 
prevalent  at  Bangoon,  to  the  pretty 
sharp  rebuke  administered  by  Lord 
Mayo,  in  1869,  to  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner, expressing  the  extreme  regret 
and  disapproval  with  which  he  would 
regard  any  action  tending  towards  fur- 
ther annexation.  And  when  young 
Margery  was  murdered  on  the  foolish 
expedition  on  which  he  was  sent  from 
Cluna  to  Burmah,  though  there  was 
ample  evidence  that  the  Burmese  Go- 
vernment were  in  no  way  implicated 
in  that  transaction,  and  the  GK)vernor 
General  in  Council  issued  a  special 
Minute,  absolving  that  Government 
from  all  imputation,  the  Anglo-Indian 
and  Anglo-Chinese  Press  eagerly  seized 
upon  the  incident  as  furnishing  a  capital 
pretext  for  the  confiscation  of  Burmah. 
n$  North  China  Herald  said — 

**If  the  Burmese  King's  complicity  can  he 
proved  so  much  the  hotter.  Jlis  deposition  and 
the  advance  of  the  British  Frontier  to  tho 
herders  of  Tunnan  would  he  a  great  political 
gain." 

And,  then,  mark  this  other  extract  from 
the  same  source — 

**  The  political  advantage  of  occupying  Bur- 
mese terntory  would  not  be  confined  to  India. 
The  contiguity  of  the  British  Indian  Frontier 
with  that  of  i  unnan  would  mean  a  pressure  on 
China  that  could  hardly  fail  to  he  felt  at 
Pekin.*' 

But  it  looks  now  as  if  China  were  going 
to  put  a  rather  inconvenient  pressure 
upon  us.  All  this  proves  that  the  spolia- 
tion of  Burmah  was  a  foregone  con- 
clusion for  many  years.  The  principal 
points  relied  upon  by  those  who  vindi- 
cate the  annexation  are  three.  First, 
the  massacres  and  cruelties  perpetrated 
by  the  King  upon  his  own  relatives  to 
protect  himself  against  rival  claimants 
to  the  Throne.  Secondly,  his  daring  to 
enter  into  communication  with  the 
French  and  Italian  Governments  with- 
out our  leave.  And,  thirdly,  his  quarrel 
with  the  Bombay  and  Burmah  Trading 
Company  about  certain  logs  of  wood. 
With  regard  to  the  charges  of  cruelty, 
I  dare  say  King  Theebaw  is  not  a  very 
desirable  person.  It  is  likely  enough 
that  he  followed  the  abominable  custom 
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whioh  seems  to  preyail  in  that  country 
at  the  accession  of  a  new  Sovereign,  of 
putting  out  of  the  way  other  members  of 
the  Royal  Family.  But  I  have  no  doubt 
myself  that  some  of  the  representations 
which  have  been  sent  to  this  country  of 
the  '' horrible  cruelties''  committed  at 
Mandalay  have  been  greatly  exaggerated, 
coloured,  and  cooked  for  the  home 
market,  to  prepare  for  further  outcries 
in  favour  of  annexation.  Indeed,  some 
of  them  bear  on  their  face  a  questionable 
character  ;  for  we  have  given  to  us  the 
minutest  details  of  what  was  going  on 
in  the  recesses  of  Burmese  prisons,  not 
only  as  to  the  number  of  executions, 
but  as  to  the  precise  mode  in  every 
case ;  and,  in  some  instances,  we  have 
the  conversations  that  took  place  between 
the  prisoners  before  they  were  led  out  to 
execution.  One  would  like  to  know  how 
all  these  particulars  were  got  at.  In 
one  of  the  despatches  sent  by  the  Indian 
Government  to  Lord  Cranbrook  when  he 
was  at  the  India  Office,  they  dilate,  as 
usual,  upon  the  cruelties  and  barbarities 
practised  by  the  King,  and  then  add, 
very  naively,  that  all  they  knew  of  them 
was  from  popular  report,  and  from  the 
statements  of  one  of  the  rival  Princes, 
who  was  a  pretender  for  the  Throne — 
not  a  very  satisfactory  testimony,  surely, 
on  which  to  rob  a  man  of  his  Grown  and 
country.  Then,  our  sensibilities  are  very 
partial  and  local,  for  while  we  shudder 
and  are  filled  with  indignation  at  the 
violent  death  of  100  or  200  people  at 
Mandalay,  we  seem  quite  comfortable  in 
conscience  when  we  know  that  our  own 
Government,  during  the  last  10  years, 
must  have  slaughtered  50,000  or  60,000 
human  being^.  For  my  part,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  have  come  to  look  with  a 
good  deal  of  suspicion  on  the  re- 
presentations sent  nome  by  our  coun- 
Wmen  settled  in  those  remote  regions, 
whether  they  are  mercantile  adven- 
turers, or  newspaper  correspondents,  or 
even  Government  officials.  We  know, 
from  past  and  quite  recent  experience, 
that  it  is  very  easy  for  British  subjects 
in  foreign  lands  to  trump  up  charges  of 
a  formidable  kind,  against  any  Euler 
with  whom  they  want  to  pick  a  quarrel, 
especially  as  they  have  it  all  their  own 
way,  and  the  inculpated  parties  have  no 
fair  opportunity  of  stating  their  own 
case.  We  have  not  forgotten  how  grossly 
Share  Ali,  and  Oetewayo,  and  the  leaders 
of  the  Transvaal  Boers,  and  Arabi  Bey 

Mr,  Richard 


were  misrepresented  and  calumniated  by 
our  Bepresentatives  abroad,  though,  un- 
happily, those  calumnies  were  not  dis- 
covered until  the  irreparable  mischief 
they  occasioned  had  been  done.  One 
very  remarkable  thing  is  the  striking 
family  likeness  between  all  these  acts  of 
aggression  and  annexation.  We  are 
always  told  that  they  are  undertaken 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  the 
countries  annexed ;  that  the  great  body 
of  the  inhabitants  are  passionately  in 
our  favour  and  eager  for  our  coming. 
We  are  assured  that  there  will  be  very 
little  occasion  for  fighting ;  let  us  send 
a  few  regiments,  or  two  or  three  ships  of 
war,  and  the  people  would  crowd  to  wel- 
come us,  and  fall  down  and  embrace  our 
knees  with  transports  of  gratitude  and 
loyalty.  We  were  told  that  this  would 
be  the  case  in  the  Transvaal  and  in 
Zululand.  But  the  very  reverse  has 
always  happened ;  for  we  soon  find  that 
the  people  do  not  like  to  have  their 
country  stolen  from  them,  do  not  like 
to  see  their  Native  Government  over- 
turned, do  not  like  to  see  all  places  of 
authority  and  influence  usurped  by  a 
people  who  are  aliens  to  them  in  race,  lan- 
guage, and  religion.  And  when,  instead 
of  receiving  us  with  welcome  and  grati- 
tude, they  betake  themselves  to  arms  to 
defend  their  own  national  independence, 
we  christen  them  rebels  or  daooits,  and 
shoot  and  hang  them,  without  mercy,  to 
any  extent.  But  whatever  may  be  the 
rights  or  wrongs  of  our  quarrel  with 
Burmah,  why  should  India  pay  for  it  ? 
Is  India  in  a  position  to  bear  f orthw 
burdens?  Not  long  ago,  an  Indian 
official  had  said  that  there  were 
40,000,000  of  people  in  that  country 
who  had  to  go  through  life  on  insuffi- 
cient food;  and  I  have  lately  seen  a 
statement  in  The  2VmM,  on  what  I  be- 
lieve is  good  authority,  that  in  the  19 
years  between  1861  and  1680  more  than 
11,500,000  people  had  died  of  famine. 
And  is  this  a  people  on  whose  shonlders 
we  should  throw  the  cost  of  oar  own 
quarrels?  The  bill  which  they  would 
have  to  pay  for  this  war  may  grow  to  be 
a  very  large  one.  We  are  told  that  it 
would  only  be  £300,000.  But  we  aK 
ways  begin  our  wars  with  very  modest 
demands.  When  we  entered  upon  the 
Abyssinian  War  we  were  assured  that 
the  expenditure  would  not  amount  to 
more  than  £2,000,000  or  £3,000,000, 
whereas  it  had  not  been  much  less  than 
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£9,000,000.  The  Gt>yemment  which 
had  promoted  the  Afghan  War  had 
estimated  the  eost  at  first  at  £1,250,000, 
but  that  had  swollen  to  £18,000,000  or 
£20,000,000.  And  what  security  had 
we  that  the  Burmese  War  might  not 
lead  to  some  such  sum  ?  I  maintain  that 
we  have  no  right  to  tax  the  people  of 
India  for  this  war.  They  have  had  no 
part  or  lot  in  bringing  on  the  conflict. 
They  have  never  been  consulted  as  to  its 
policy ;  and  they  are  not  represented  in 
this  House.  But  though  they  have  no 
means  of  expressing  their  opinions  here, 
they  have  done  so  in  the  only  way  in 
their  power.  I  am  told  that  the  whole 
Native  ]?ress  of  India  has  with  one  accord 
pronounced  against  both  the  necessity 
and  the  equity  of  this  war ;  and  I  warn 
you  that  the  time  is  not  distant,  if  indeed 
it  has  not  already  come,  when  it  will 
not  be  wise  or  safe  for  you  to  dis- 
regard Native  opinion  on  matters  of 
this  kind. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,**  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  un- 
just to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Military 
operations  in  the  Kingdom  of  Ava  out  of  the 
revenues  of  India,"— (Jfr.  Hunter,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  said,  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment 
had  asserted  that  the  Indian  people  had 
not  been  consulted  as  to  the  laying  upon 
the  Bevenues  of  India  of  the  expenses 
of  the  Burmese  War;  but  it  must  be 
admitted,  nevertheless,  that  the  Indian 
people  had  found  very  able  advocates  in 
that  House.  Those  Gentlemen  were  men 
of  extreme  sensibility ;  and  it  was  notice- 
able that  whenever  a  discussion  arose  as 
to  the  advance  of  Eussia  in  Oentral  Asia 
they  were  generally  found  to  be  apolo- 
gists of  Kussia,  who  pointed  out  the  ad- 
yantages  of  extending  Bussian  civiliza- 
tion, while  in  all  oases  of  the  advance 
of  British  civilization  nothing  but  invec- 
tiTO  and  disparagement  was  to  be  heard 
from  them.  He  had  listened  attentively 
to  hear  the  reasons  stated  why  India 
Bhould  not  pay  for  this  war ;  but,  instead 
of  dealing  with  that  question,  they  con- 
fined themselves  to  oonsidering  the  ques- 
tion of  justification  for  the  war,  which 


was  quite  another  matter.    At  the  meet- 
ing of  Parliament  it  was,  no  doubt,  a 
question  whether  there  was  or  was  not 
any  justification  for  making  this  war 
without  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  But 
now  it  was  admitted  that  Lord  Dufferin 
had  made  out  a  case  for  urgency,  and 
shown,  by  his  despatches,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  act  promptly.  Lord  Dufferin 
had   explained  that  he  had  proceeded 
without  delay  in  order  **to  circumscribe 
the  extent  of  the  war,  the  loss,  and  the 
duration  of  the  campaign."    The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman    the  Member 
for  Aberdeen  (Mr.   Hunter)  had  said 
that  the  only  people  who  agitated  for 
the  war  were  the  English  merchants  in 
Eaugoon.     He  seemed  to  overlook  the 
fact  that  Lord  Dufferin  never  consulted 
the  mercantile  communities,  either   in 
the  East  or  in  this  country,  and  that  his 
reasons  for  declaring  war  were   of  a 
totally  different  character.  Lord  Dufferin 
pointed  out  in  his  despatches  that  the 
mere  misgovemment  of  Burmah  had  not 
been  deemed  a  sufficient  reason  for  his 
interference,  but  that  he  did  consider  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  intervene  when  the 
King  of  Burmah  endeavoured  to  enforce 
unjust  exactions  against  British  subjects. 
Even,  however,  after  this,  he  was  willing 
to  refer  the  matter  to  arbitration.     No 
doubt,  the  reasons  for  the  war  were  not 
stated  with  that  frankness  which  would 
convince  every  reader  of  the  Blue  Book. 
Lord  Dufferin  was  really  forced  to  go  to 
war  by  the  French  intrigues  in  Burmah ; 
and  it  was  undesirable  that  the  Viceroy 
of  India  should  put  the  case  plainly 
against  a  Power  with  which  we  were 
still  in  friendly  alliance.     It  was  said 
that  the  French    intrigues  only  com- 
menced in  1884.    But  that  was  not  the 
case.      In   1882  the   Burmese   sent    a 
**  Scientific  Expedition  "  to  Europe,  and 
it  remained  18  months  in  Paris  without 
even  oalliog  on  Lord  Lyons.    It  was  said 
by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  that 
the  French  Government  explicitly  dis- 
claimed any  intention  of  interfering  in 
Burmah.    But  Lord  Lyons  reported  a 
remarkable  conversation  with  M.  Ferry 
in  1884,  who,  while  asserting  that  the 
French  Government  merely  intended  to 
conclude  a  Mercantile  Treaty  with  the 
Burmese,  added  that  the  Burmese  Ex- 
pedition had  come  to  France  to  say  that 
Burmah  was  quite  ready  to  throw  itself 
into  the  arms  of  France.     Some  valu- 
able information  was  also  afforded  by 
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the  CoRespondent  of  I%e  BemUif  OmeiU, 
wbo  staiea  that  the  Italian  Consul  at 
Mandalay,  haying  obtained  aooees  to 
certain  priTate  papers,  had  discoTered  a 
secret  engagement  between  the  King  of 
Bormah  and  the  French  adTentorers  out 
there;  that  this  had  been  transmitted 
to  the  English  Government,  and  had 
oonyinced  Mr.  Bernard  and  Lord  Dnf- 
ferin  of  the  necessity  of  immediate 
action.  It  was  said  that  the  Imperial 
Government  had  no  right  to  invade  the 
Dominions  of  an  independent  Sovereign ; 
but  those  who  asserted  this  oould  not 
have  had  any  appreciation  of  the  real 

a'tion  of  the  British  in  India.  They 
to  protect  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try ;  and  it  was  clearly  in  the  political 
interests  of  India  that  Lord  Dufferin 
made  war  upon  Burmah.  Lord  Welles- 
ley  acted  similarly  at  the  beginning 
of  the  century  in  banishing  rival 
European  influences  from  India;  and 
fortunately  England  possessed,  in  the 
brilliant  Irishman  now  ruling  over 
India,  a  worthy  Successor  of  that  other 
great  Irishman  who  laid  so  broad 
and  deep  the  foundations  of  her 
Indian  Empire.  The  French  Go- 
vernment disclaimed  what  was  g^ing 
on;  but  European  Gbvemments  gene- 
rally did  disclaim  intrigues  until  they 
were  successful.  If  action  had  not  been 
taken  these  French  adventurers  would 
have  established  rights  in  Burmah,  and 
representations  wt>uld  have  been  made 
to  every  European  Gh>vemment,  and 
there  would  have  been  a  demand  to 
place  the  Irrawaddy  in  the  position  of 
the  Congo,  and  so  destroy  the  exclusive 
British  influence  over  it  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Bichard)  had  talked  of 
£300,000  being  a  large  sum  to  be  paid 
by  Lidia  in  the  critical  state  of  her 
finances;  but  were  not  the  finances  of 
England  also  in  a  critical  position? 
And  it  seemed  rather  an  austere  self- 
denying  ordinance  to  say  that  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayers  were  to  bear  the  expense 
of  all  extensions  of  Her  Migesty's  Do- 
minions in  the  East.  India  surely  ought 
to  pay  her  share.  It  was,  he  thought, 
Lord  Lytton  who  laid  down  the  rule 
that  India  might  fairly  be  taxed  for 
wars  on  her  Frontier  and  to  the  East 
of  the  Isthmus  of  Sues  when  no  Euro- 
pean Power  intervened  ;  and  that  when 
a  European  Power  intervened  England 
might  contribute.  India  had  a  com- 
merce of  £150,000,000  sterling;  and  if 
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she  were  an  independent  State,  to  pro- 
tect that  oonmierce  she  would  have  to 
maintain  a  Fleet  on  eveiy  sea  and  an 
Ambassador  at    every  Court,   whareaa 
she  only  made  a  small  payment  for  the 
Indian  Squadron.    Therafore,  she  might 
be  fairly  asked  to  bear  the  cost  of  that 
small  war  undertaken  in  the  East  for 
the  benefit  of  the  ^npire.    The  Pro- 
vince of  British  Burmah  had,  at  pre- 
sent, a  commerce  of  fully  £6,000,000 
sterling  carried  on  with  India  alone, 
whereas  the  whole  of  its  commerce  with 
all  the  other  oountries  in  the  world  did 
not  amount  to  double  that  sum.    Ittdia 
was  also  one  of  the  largest  cnstoniera  of 
the  Chinese,  and  one  great  advantago 
of    our  having   possession    of    Upper 
Burmah  was  that  we  should  get  a  dftort 
cut  into  the  interior  Provinces  of  Qiiiia 
never  yet  touched  by  our  commerce.     It 
was  said  that  the  new  Province  wooM 
be  a  costly  possession;   but  when,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Evesham  Diviakm 
of  Worcestershire  (Sir  Richard  Temple 
was  sent  to  report  on  the  prospeeta  of 
British  Burmah  when  it  was  annexed, 
he  made  an  estimate  that -it  would  yield 
about  80  lakhs  of  Bevenue  some  day. 
That  prophecy  had  been  far  more  than 
fulfilled,  for  the  Bevenue  of  Britich  Bur- 
mah now  amounted  to  280  lakha.    They 
might    look  for    similar   resnha  froa 
Upper  Burmah,  especially  if  the  aaae 
energy  was  shown  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment in  completing  the  negotiatiaas 
at  Pekin  as  was  displayed  by  tiie  late 
Government  in  bringing  the  war  to  a 
conclusion.  He  therefore  sineeirefy  hoped 
that  the  same  decision  and  vigovr  el 
purpose  would  be  evmced  in  realbiiv 
for  England  and  India  the  freits  oC  that 
war  as  were  shown  both  by  the  Statea- 
men  and  the  Generals  concenied  is  cos- 
ducting  it  to  a  sncceeelnl  issne. 

Mb.  McIYEB  said,  the  hon.  M<sb«r 
who  had  just  spoken  had  snggeetedthat 
previous  speakers  had  dealt  with  sub- 
jects not  strictly  to  the  prait.  He  (Mr. 
Mdver)  feared  he  should  sim  in  tte 
same  direction,  for  he  did  not  rise  to 
support  thatpajiicnlarAmendHieBty  Wl 
to  speak  of  what  seemed  to  him  a  yet 
graver  matter.  He  only  interposed 
that  debate  to  express  his  regret 
surprise  that  Her  Majesty's  Mh 
should  not  have  thought  fit — »hoald 
have  thought  it  jnop^*  or  found  it 
venient — to  lay  before  the  Hovae  Ml 
and  adequate  gnmnda  why  thej 
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eo»li«ii  wkat  he  lield  to  be  the  pseeipi- 
tefte  sotion  of  the  late  Gkirenuiieiit  in 
annexing  Upper  Bormah.  The  Under 
Seeretaiy  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shnttlewoith)  had  indicated  to  the 
Honae  tiiat  there  was  no  going  back 
from  the  aentence  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
relating  to  that  snbject,  and  had  seemed 
to  soggest  that  though  they  might  drive 
a  eoach  and  four  through  an  Act  of  Par* 
liament,  yet  once  thej  had  adopted  a 
panigra]rfi  in  a  Boyid  Message  there 
was  an  end  of  the  matter.  He  did  not 
know  whether  hosi.  Gkntlemen  called 
that  a  fundamental  law ;  but,  for  him- 
s^f^  he  questioned  whether  it  was  quite 
a  Conctitutioiial  use  to  make  of  the  Sove- 
reign's  name.  He  would  remind  the 
present  AdTisers  of  Her  Majesty  that 
they  had  gone  bade  before  under  much 
more  dubious  circumstances  in  South 
Africa ;  and,  although  he  did  not  refer 
with  unmixed  satisfeu^on  to  that  prece- 
dent, yet  he  would  point  out  that  they 
had  gone  back  before  in  India.  The 
circamstanoes  then  and  now  might 
not  be  identical;  but  they  had  giren 
Mysore  back  to  Native  rale  after  18 
years  of  British  rule ;  and  there  was  no 
reascHi  why  the  results  should  be  deemed 
nnsatiafactory  in  that  case.  Although 
tiie  Under  Secretaiy  had  held  out  no 
promise  of  reconsidering  the  situation 
in  Upper  Burmah,  matters  had  de- 
Tek^iea  there  since  the  annexation 
which  it  would  be  well  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qorernment  to  consider.  The 
despatch  of  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  explaining  why  tiiey  had  an- 
nexed Upper  Burmah,  said  that  Her 
Majesty's  QoTornment  derived  special 
gratification  from  learning  that  their 
troops  were  welcomed  by  the  people  of 
that  countiy,  and  spoke  of  the  genuine 
deflire  on  the  part  of  the  Natives  for 
oor  role.  Aoooraing,  however,  to  recent 
T^orts,  it  required  16,000  Br^ish  bayo- 
nets to  keep  alive  that  "  genuine  desire," 
which  was  evinced  by  the  whole  countiy 
rising  in  arms.  Was  it  a  "  genuine  de- 
sire '  whidi  required  a  large  number  of 
executions  to  take  place,  and  which  re- 
quired that  large  force  to  repress  those 
people?  The  attitude  of  that  people, 
who  were  panting  to  be  British,  closely 
resembled  that  of  other  peoples  who 
**  were  struggling,  and  rightly  struggling, 
to  be  free."  The  Burmese  did  not  desire 
British  role.  It  might  be  incompre- 
heoflible  to  some  that  there  dioold  be  a 


people  80  lost  to  all  sense  of  their  own 
interests ;  hot  it  seemed  to  be  the  tmc^ 
nevertiieless.  The  Burmese  had  a  na- 
tional sentiment.  It  was  not  precisely 
identical  in  form  with  what  they  knew 
as  nati<mal  sentiment ;  but  it  was  analo- 
gous in  its  effSeots.  Their  idea  of  go- 
vernment was  not  as  our  idea.  Our 
central  idea  was  civil  order,  personified 
by  the  policeman.  Their  idea  was  re- 
ligion, personified  by  a  semi-Divine 
Boyalty.  In  the  Burmese  mind,  no 
social  scheme  was  conceivable  without  a 
King ;  life  was  incomplete,  government 
impossible.  Their  loyalty  or  devotion 
to  their  King  was  not  personal  or 
dynastic,  but  purely  reUgioos.  It  was 
rendered,  not  becaose  the  King  was  the 
son  of  his  &ther,  but  because  he  had 
passed  through  several  stages  of  exist- 
ence before  he  became  qualified  to  be  a 
£ang.  And  his  position  was  based  on  a 
principle  which  was  the  central  principle 
of  the  Bhuddist  religion.  The  Burmese 
did  not  wish  to  see  their  King — he 
might  be  good,  bad,  or  indifferent — 
they  only  wished  to  know  that  he 
existed.  That  might  be  considered  a 
strange  state  of  fiicts;  but  he  was 
speaking  of  a  feeling  which  was  com- 
mon to  the  people  of  the  Provinces 
of  Upper  and  Lower  Burmah.  In  the 
past  the  Britiah  respected  that  feeling. 
They  honoured  the  religious  feelings  of 
the  Burmese,  and  by  this  course  suc- 
ceeded with  them;  but  now  we  had 
needlessly  and  recklessly  outraged  this 
national  sentiment.  The  evidence  was 
to  be  found  in  the  way  that  the  people, 
not  only  of  Upper,  but  of  Lower  Bur- 
mah were  set  against'us,  and  had  broken 
out  in  a  way  which  was  unprecedented 
during  the  last  quarter  of  a  century. 
Telegrams  in  the  newspapers  had  in- 
formed the  English  people  of  move- 
ments of  troops,  and  of  engagements 
with  what  were  called  daooits.  The  use 
of  that  word  was^very^ingeniouSy^bot 
it  was  very  misleading.  Daooits  were 
being  hunted  up  and  down  the  country 
by  British  troops,  and  we  were  told  of 
engagements  against  them  at  places 
with  grotesque  and  unfamiliar  names 
— Sittang,  Kyeikto,  Shwegyeen — and 
the  public  assumed  that  those  places 
were  in  the  newly- annexed  but  still  un- 
conquered  region  of  Upper  Burmah. 
Not  a  bit  of  it.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  plaees  mentioned  were  not  in  Upper 
Burmah  at  all ;  they  were  in  tiie  heart 
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of  British  Burznab.  They  were  old  set- 
tled Provinoes,  which  had  enjoyed  all 
the  privileges  of  British  rule  for  more 
than  a  quarter  of  a  century.  They  had 
enjoyed  English  law,  English  policemen, 
and  English  tax-collectors.  They  were 
quite  as  settled  as  Westminster,  and  far 
more  settled  than  Limerick.  The  Com- 
mander of  the  British  Forces  reported 
on  the  excellent  demeanour  of  the 
people  on  his  way  up  the  river. 
No  doubt,  his  report  was  correct.  Sir 
Harry  Prendergast  was  a  friend  of  his 
own ;  and  he  recognized  in  that  Com- 
mander not  only  a  man  of  great  personal 
courage,  but  a  gallant,  capable,  and 
skilled  General.  Sir  Harry  Prender- 
gast, it  must  be  remembered,  only  met 
Qie  riverain  people,  who  were  perfectly 
familiar  with  foreigners,  and  who  knew 
the  advantages  of  that  contact ;  and  at 
the  time  when  he  interviewed  the 
Natives  there  was  no  suggestion  that 
we  were  going  to  tamper  with  the  central 
idea  of  their  social  scheme  and  deprive 
the  Burmese  of  their  Kinghood.  But 
there  was  no  recent  Report  of  Sir 
Harry  Prendergast  with  regard  to  the 
attitude  of  the  people  towards  us.  Only 
two  days  before  we  were  informed  that 
in  one  of  our  maritime  districts,  which 
had  been  for  30  years  in  our  possession, 
military  operations  had  been  directed 
against  us.  Two  days  before  the  Hiootdau 
or  Boyal  Court  declared  that  we  must 
have  obtained  Mandalay  by  fraud,  be- 
cause they  never  imagined  there  existed 
people  so  wild  as  to  pretend  that  Man- 
dalay could  be  governed  without  a  King. 
He  ventured,  before  leaving  that  sub- 
ject, to  point  out  to  the  House  how  large 
a  part  the  religious  feeling  played  in  this 
Burmese  Question.  In  the  past,  g^eat 
deference  had  been  paid  to  that  feeling ) 
and  the  first  time  that  we  trespassed  on 
that  religious  feeling  was  when  we 
entered  fiiat  country  with  the  loudest 
protestations  that  we  had  no  intentions  to 
touch  on  anything  religious.  Among  the 
other  suggestions  justifying  annexation 
was  that  annexation  was  the  inevitable 
result  of  the  deposition  of  King  Theebaw. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  evidence 
of  that;  and  although  it  might  be  an 
unpopular  suggestion  he  did  not  know 
that  there  was  any  absolute  evidence 
that  it  was  necessary  to  depose  King 
Theebaw.  What  was  the  evidence  against 
King  Theebaw  ?  The  popular  story  was 
that  he  was  a   drunjcen  savage  who 

Mr.  Mclver 


murdered  his  mothers-in-law.  Some 
critics  had  gone  so  far  as  to  say  that  he 
was  insane  on  that  g^und.  But  there 
was  no  evidence  to  show  that  he  was 
drunken,  and  there  was  no  evidence  to 
show  that  he  was  insane.  What  was 
known  about  him  ?  As  a  wretched  boj 
of  18  he  was  selected  from  school  to  be 
the  husband  of  his  wife.  He  was  not 
King  because  he  was  his  father's  son, 
but  because  he  was  the  husband  of  the 
daughter  of  her  mother.  There  was  no 
evidence  that  he  was  in  anyway  respon- 
sible for  those  massacres  about  which 
they  had  heard  so  much.  It  was  no  part 
of  his  (Mr.  Molver's)  duty  to  whitewash 
King  Theebaw.  All  he  said  was  that 
there  was  no  evidence  that  King  Thee- 
baw's  deposition  was  necessary,  or  that 
his  deposition  rendered  annexation  ne- 
cessary. He  (Mr.  Mclver)  was  oon- 
vinoed  that  if,  as  he  freely  admitted, 
intervention  was  necessary,  nothing  was 
to  be  gained  by  annexation  which  could 
not  have  been  equally  well  secured  by  a 
strong  Protectorate ;  and  by  the  latter 
course  many  great  dangers  might  have 
been  avoided.  The  assumption  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  under 
whose  auspices  the  annexation  was  car- 
ried out,  that  we  might  anticipate  the 
same  wealth  and  prosperity  in  the  new 
Province  as  in  the  old  Province,  was  a 
very  pleasing  assumption.  It  was,  how- 
ever, based  on  the  belief  that  the  two 
Provinces  consistedof  countries  with  iden- 
tical soils.  But  the  prosperity  of  Lower 
Burmah  was  owing  exoluBively  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  one  of  the  richest  deltas 
in  existence,  and  that  the  country  which 
had  3,000,000  inhabitants  was  able  to 
export  nearly  1,000,000  tons  of  rice  per 
annum.  The  surplus  Be  venue,  of  which 
they  had  heard  so  much  that  night,  ooo- 
sisted  almost  exclusively  of  the  export 
duty  on  that  rice.  The  Province  which 
they  had  annexed — but  not  conquered — 
did  not  grow  rice ;  it  only  grew  wheat  and 
a  little  cotton ;  and  it  was  so  poor  that  a 
large  section  of  its  adult  male  populatioaa 
crossed  the  frontier  in  search  of  em- 
ployment, just  as  the  Irish  came  to  this 
country  to  assist  in  the  harvest.  There 
was,  indeed,  no  prospect  of  this  Province 
developing  the  same  wealth  as  Lower 
Burmah,  or  of  being  anvthing  elae  hot 
a  poor  country  and  a  hindrance  to  its 
neighbour.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
this  was  a  benefioent  war;  and  thej 
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were  told  OxaJt  all  the  hindranoes  to  trade 
would  be  remoyed ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Maclean)  said  that  it 
was  a  gain  to  British  commeroe.  Now, 
on  that  matter,  he  would  ask  on  what  in- 
formation or  responsible  advice  was  this 
annexation  decided  in  the  first  instance, 
and  what  additional  information  and  re- 
sponsible adyice  had  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Advisers  for  oonfirmin^^  it,  beyond 
that  already  received  from  five  Secretaries 
of  State,  three  Viceroys,  and  two  Oom- 
missioners,  not  a  single  one  of  whom  had 
ever  given  a  definite  opinion  in  favour 
of  annexation,  whereas  any  such  definite 
opinion  that  had  been  given  was  directly 
opposed  to  annexation  ?  If  the  noble 
Lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  who 
annexed  Burmah  did  not  receive  his 
advice  from  responsible  officials,  from 
whom  did  he  receive  it  ?  He  thought 
the  answer  was  to  be  found  in 
those  pages  of  the  Blue  Book  which 
were  devoted'  to  the  Reports  of  the 
Ohambers  of  Commerce.  The  late  Go- 
yemment  had  given  an  exaggerated  im- 
portance to  the  interests  of  commerce  as 
represented  by  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce, and  had  appealed  to  the  worst 
instincts  of  a  nation  of  shopkeepers. 
The  doctrine  was  that,  in  order  to 
open  new  channels  for  trade  and  find 
a  market  for  piece-goods  and  raw  spirits, 
it  was  well  to  make  war,  remove  a 
dynasty,  and  fetifle  a  nationality.  In 
the  Blue  Book  he  did  not  find  one 
word  of  responsible  advice.  The  pre- 
sent Government  were  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  their  Predecessors  in  adopting 
this  policy.  It  was  suggested  that  the 
Viceroy  had  assented  to  this  annexa- 
tion ;  but  on  the  1st  of  December  the 
Viceroy  said  he  hoped  shortly  to  submit 
recommendations  as  to  the  future  go- 
vernment of  Upper  Burmah,  and  before 
doing  so  he  wished  to  go  to  Mandalay 
in  order  to  study  the  very  ''  elements  of 
the  question."  On  the  23rd  the  noble 
Lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  telegraphed  to  the  Viceroy  to 
annex  Burmah.  They  were  told  now 
that,  after  a  few  hours'  residence  at 
Mandalay,  the  Viceroy  had  confirmed 
the  annexation.  A  few  days  ago  some 
hon.  Members  were  making  merry  over 
the  rapid  capacity  for  assimilation  dis- 
played by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  when,  after  a  short 
sea  voyage,  he  was  able  to  advise  Her 
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Majesty's  Ministers  on  Irish  affairs. 
But  in  that  case  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  dealing  with  facts,  with  a 
large  portion  of  which  he  was  already 
familiar,  and  was  speaking  to  people 
whose  language  was  very  much  the 
same  as  his  own.  The  Missions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Viceroy 
were  very  much  alike.  They  were  now 
told  that  the  Viceroy  had  assented  to 
what  had  become  irrevocable.  Both 
Gentlemen  had  to  confirm  a  foregone 
conclusion,  and  both  gave  fresh  proof  of 
loyalty  to  Colleagues.  The  nurried 
assent  of  the  Viceroy  did  not  improve 
the  position  of  the  present  Government ; 
indeed,  recent  events  made  it  worse. 
The  conduct  of  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  was,  at  all  events, 
straightforward  and  consistent.  As  the 
prominent  Leader  of  a  Party  seeking  for 
empirical  remedies  for  depression  of 
trade,  he  decided  to  take  his  advice  from 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  and,  having 
taken  it,  to  stick  to  it.  He  was  consis- 
tent, too,  with  the  teachings  of  a  school 
which  adopted  the  forward  policy  of 
the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  in  India.  On 
this  occasion  he  showed  his  consistency 
to  the  extent  of  the  religious  obser- 
vance of  a  particular  date.  The  Viceroy 
had  asked  for  time ;  but  the  Imperial 
instincts  of  the  noble  Lord  would  orook 
no  delay.  He  realized  that  his  own 
time  was  short,  and  he  wanted  to  crown 
the  edifice  of  his  Indian  administration 
and  on  the  proper  date.  The  Ist  of 
January  was  the  birthday  of  their  In- 
dian Empire,  iheJSte  Napoleon  of  Anglo- 
Indian  Jingoism.  On  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary, 1877,  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  made 
the  Queen  an  Empress.  At  that  time 
5,000,000  of  Her  Imperial  Majesty's 
Indian  subjects  were  preparing  to  die, 
and  they  £d  die,  for  want  of  the  food 
which  the  money  spent  on  that  Imperial 
pageant  would  have  gone  some  way 
tp  buy.  The  1st  of  January  was 
again  selected  as  the  day  on  which  to 
add  another  Province  to  the  Empire  ;  but 
the  consistency  of  the  noble  Lord  could 
not  be  imputed  to  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment. If  there  could  be  said  to  be  any 
Liberal  policy  in  relation  to  India,  among 
its  cardinal  principles,  were  those  that 
they  must  govern  India  in  the  interests 
of  its  people  devote  their  taxes  to  in- 
ternal purposes,  and  respect  their  na- 
tional traditions.  That  annexation  in 
itself  was  bad,  because  their  Empire  was 
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as  large  as  they  could  well  manage ;  and 
if  annexation  were  justifiable  in  any 
case,  it  must  be  on  some  ground  of  Im- 
perial importance,  such  as  the  safety  of 
their  frontier.  If  a  people  expressed  a 
desire  to  be  annexed  it  was  essential  that 
their  country  should  be  able  to  pay  its 
way.  An  increase  to  their  trade,  more 
or  less  illusory,  would  not  justify  the  pre- 
sent Goyemment  in  confirming  the  act 
of  the  late  G-oyemment,  and  thus  yio- 
lating  all  their  own  principles.  What 
had  been  done  would  add  another  griey- 
ous  burden  to  those  of  the  Indian  tax- 
payer. Apart  from  that,  recent  eyents 
which  were  associated  in  the  Beports 
with  the  word  dacoit— events  which  had 
occurred  since  the  noble  Lord  arrived  at 
his  decision — should  give  the  present 
Government  pause.  In  endorsing  the 
action  of  the  late  Government  with  a 
larger  knowledge  of  facts,  and,  therefore, 
with  a  smaller  justification,  they  were 
incurring  grave  responsibility.  Their 
misfortunes  in  Egypt  were  almost  en- 
tirely due  to  a  similar  course.  In  that 
case  they  received  a  legacy,  and  accepted 
it  instead  of  rejecting  it.  Now  they 
were  accepting  a  new  legacy  without 
question;  and  if  they  refused  to  avail 
themselves  of  breathing- time,  they 
would  saddle  the  Indian  taxpayer  with 
a  new  and  intolerable  burden,  incur  new 
relations  with  new  and  difficult  neigh- 
bours, and  awaken  feelings  of  uneasi- 
ness and  unrest  in  the  breasts  of  the 
loyal  Native  Princes  of  India. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  I  am 
desirous.  Sir,  of  saying  a  few  words  in 
this  debate  in  order  to  remind  the  House 
of  the  nature  of  the  question  we  are 
called  upon  to  decide.  Before  referring 
to  India,  I  must  first  endeavour  to  do 

i'ustice  to  the  able  speech  we  have  just 
leard  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Torquay  Division  of  Devonshire  (Mr. 
M*Iyer),  in  whom  it  is  plain,  both  from 
the  ability  of  his  speecn  and  from  the 
spirit  by  which  it  was  animated,  that  we 
have  received  a  valuable  addition  to  our 
ranks.  Perhaps  he  will  permit  me  to 
observe  that,  as  he  himself  stated,  his 
speech  did  not  in  strictness  relate  to  the 
question  before  us.  He  said  that  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment 
had  departed  from  what  was  strictly  the 
question  before  us,  and  he  intended  to 
follow  their  example.  I  do  not  make 
the  smallest  complaint  of  that  course; 
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it  was  to  be  expected,  considerhig  the 
nature  of  the  subject,  and  considering 
the  great  interest  that  attaches  to  the 
question  of  Burmah,  and  the  difficulties 
that  Members  often  feel  in  finding  op- 
portunities for  bringing  forward  the  pre- 
cise Motion  they  wish  to  make.     It  most 
have  been  expected,  therefore,  that  this 
occasion   would   undoubtedly  be  used, 
more  or  less,  in  discussing  the  merits  of 
the  Expedition  to  Burmah.     But  the 
merits  of  the  Expedition  do  not  form  the 
question  which  we  have  to  decide;  and  I 
am  anxious  to  bring  the  House  back  to 
the  question  which  is  placed  before  as 
by  the  Eesolution.    I  would,  in  the  first 
place,  refer  to  a    matter    which    was 
touched  upon  earlier  in  the  evening,  and 
which  is  now  evidently  germane  to  the 
subject.    There  is  no  allegation  and  no 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  present  Go- 
yemment that  the  law  of  1858,  accord- 
ing to  the  construction  which  we  have 
been  disposed  to  place  upon  it,  has  been 
broken  in  the  present  instance.     We  do 
not  deny  that  it  is  perfectly  within  the 
competency  of  those  who  made  war  in 
Burmah  to  allege  that  the  invasion  of 
Burmah  was  due  to  urgent  and  unfore- 
seen necessity.     Now,   Sir,   as  to  the 
construction  of  that  Act  of  Parliament  I 
will  only  say  a  brief  word.     Do  not  let 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster) 
suppose  that  upon  the  construction  of  the 
section  in  the  Act  I  venture  to  set  my 
opinion  against  his  euique  in  arU  tud 
credendum.     It  is  the  very  last  thing  I 
think  any  man  ought  to  do — to  enter  into 
a   dispute   with   distinguished   lawyers 
upon  the  strictly  legal  question  of  the 
construction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
All  I  observe  is  this — that  having  been 
conversant  with  the  motives  whidi  dio- 
tated  the  language  of  the  Act,  I  set  out^ 
in  my  ignorant  reading  of  it,  with  the 
assumption  that  the  words  had  a  rationid 
purpose  in  view.     If  I  am  right  in  hold- 
ing that  their  meaning  was  that  the 
Eevenue  of  India  should  not  be   ap- 
plicable except  under  certain  cireum- 
stances  without  the  consent  of  Parlia* 
ment,  and  that  those  Eevennes  conld  not 
be  charged  without  that  consent,  then  a 
certain  presumption  arises  in  favour  of 
the    belief  which  I   ig^orantlj  enter- 
tained that  the  consent  of  Parliament 
meant  the  prior  consent  of  ParliamuU. 
On  the    other  hand,   the  construotxoii 
which,  upon  irresistible  anthority. 
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are  told  is  the  legal  oonstraetion,  is  to 
this  effect — that  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment does  not  mean  a  prior  consent  of 
Parliament  at  all ;  it  means  the  consent 
of  Parliament  at  any  time  between  this 
time  and  the  Day  of  Judgment.  There 
is  no  limit  whatever.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  carefully  guarded 
himself  against  its  being  supposed  that 
the  Act  meant  that  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament was  to  be  had  in  three  months, 
in  six  months,  in  the  next  Session,  in  the 
next  Parliament,  in  the  next  generation, 
or  in  the  next  century.  He  has  never 
committed  himself.  If  at  any  period  in 
the  future  such  consent  be  asked  for,  the 
Act  is  made  a  legal  Act ;  and  as  you  can 
never  be  certain  that  it  cannot  be  asked 
for  a  century  or  two  hence,  you  are 
never  justified  in  saying  that  it  is  not  a 
legal  Act.  That  is  the  distinct  construc- 
tion put  by  the  late  Attorney  General ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  bow  implicitly 
to  his  judgment.  As  this  difficulty  has 
arisen  either  in  the  interpretation  or  con- 
struotion  of  the  Act,  it  is  quite  plain,  I 
trust,  that  as  we  are  to  have  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the  India 
Act  the  matter  in  dispute  between 
us  will  be  entirely  settled.  Objection 
may  be  taken,  I  know,  to  our  reading 
of  the  Act.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
question  that  we  never  literally  com- 
plied with  the  Act ;  I  make  that  admis- 
aion,  however,  at  once.  It  is  quite  true, 
and  it  is  always  the  same  case  that  hap- 
pens in  England.  There  is  no  better 
understood  and  established  law,  I  think, 
than  this — that  in  England  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  entitled  to  spend 
money  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  is,  without  dispute.  But 
what  happens  in  an  analogous  case  on 
every  Vote  of  Credit  submitted  to  this 
House?  Invariably,  before  the  House 
gives  a  Yote  of  Credit,  money  has  been 
laid  out  in  the  expectation  of  it.  That 
is  a  practical  consideration  which  arises 
in  this  way.  The  House  never  can  be 
asked,  and  the  Government  can  never 
determine  to  ask  the  House,  for  a  Yote 
of  Credit  until  it  is  certain  that  the  Yote 
will  be  wanted.  That  has  been  the  usual 
and  almost  invariable  rule ;  but  when  it 
comes  to  be  morally  certain  that  the 
Yote  of  Credit  will  be  wanted,  and  there 
is  a  moral  certainty  that  it  will  be  given, 
then  it  becomes  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance Oxat  not  a  day  should  be  lost  in 
making  the  necessary  preparation ;  and, 


as  a  question  of  common  sense  and  prao» 
tical  utility,  undoubtedly  there  is  estab- 
lished in  the  English  case  and  also  in 
the  Indian  case  that  deviation  from  the 
letter  of  the  law  which,  notwithstand- 
ing, is  perfectly  compatible  with  the 
strictest  observance  of  the  law.  There 
is  no  question  here  about  the  breaking 
of  the  law,  and  no  such  allegation  has 
been  made.  The  state  of  the  case  is 
this.  It  has  been  alleged  by  those  who 
have  assailed  the  policy  of  the  invasion 
and  annexation  of  Burmah  that  this  is  a 
war  which  has  been  made  for  trade. 
Well,  Sir,  I  must  own  that  in  the 
speeches  we  heard  on  the  first  night  of 
the  Session  there  were  sentences  and 
sentiments  used  which  may  have  in- 
duced the  belief  that  that  was  the  main 
cause  why  these  operations  were  under- 
taken. But  the  late  Government  has  not 
asserted  that  it  was  a  war  for  trade.  I 
do  not  think  that  there  is  any  man  of 
weight  and  experience  in  this  House 
who  would  deliberately  rise  in  his  place 
and  contend  that  we  should  be  justified 
in  making  any  war  whatever  for  the  sake 
of  trade.  It  must  be  universally  ad- 
mitted that  we  must  have  justification  of 
a  totally  different  character.  I,  there- 
fore, cast  entirely  aside  that  allegation. 
It  is  not  an  allegation  on  which  the  de- 
fenders of  the  proceedings  in  Burmah 
have,  at  any  time,  founded  their  action ; 
and  it  is,  consequently,  hardly  fair  and 
equitable  to  take  the  ground  of  the  de- 
fence they  offer,  and  treat  it  as  a  justifi- 
cation of  the  claims  of  a  defence  which 
they  do  not  offer.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  laid  down 
what  he  thinks  is  a  sound  principle  to 
be  observed  in  the  Government  of  India, 
and  a  principle  which  he  thinks  we  are 
departing  from  on  this  occasion.  Now, 
our  position  is  exactly  this.  If  we 
thought,  from  the  evidence  before  us, 
that  there  was  a  presumption  that  this 
war  was  a  wanton  or  a  needless  war,  I 
admit  that  we  should  be  placed  in  a 
position  of  great  difficulty.  I  will  not 
admit  that  even  in  that  case  it  would 
follow  that  a  reversal  of  the  annexation 
ought  to  take  place,  because  there  is  a 
great  precedent  which  I  have  referred  to 
on  former  occasions  in  this  House —the 
precedent  of  the  war  and  annexation  of 
Scinde,  which  took  place  under  the  Go- 
vernment of  Sir  Bobert  Peel.  When 
that  annexation  was  made  known  thero 
was  not  a  single  man  in  the  Cabinet  of 
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•Sir  Robert  Peel — from  Sir  Robert  Peel 
to  the  Dake  of  Wellington  and  down- 
wards to  mjself,  who  was  then  the 
youngest  Member  of  that  Cabinet — who 
did  not  heartily  disapprove  of  it ;  and 
yet  there  was  not  a  single  man  there 
who  thought  that  any  step  ought  to  be 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  reversing  the 
annexation.  The  question  is  not  the 
original  justice  of  the  annexation,  but 
whether  you  will  do  more  good  or  evil 
by  proceeding  to  a  reversal — ^that  is,  upon 
the  supposition  that  it  was  an  unjust  an- 
nexation. I  am  bound  to  say  that,  as 
far  as  we  are  able  to  follow  the  case,  we 
do  not  find  any  proof  of  that  allegation. 
We  are  not  re8i)on8ible  for  the  policy  of 
the  late  Gt>vemment  in  regard  to  Bur- 
mah;  but  it  is  our  duty  to  judge  it 
fairly.  My  hon.  Friend  says  that  Indian 
funds  should  be  expended  in  Indian  in- 
terests. Most  certainly ;  and  it  is  upon 
the  grounds  of  Indian  interests,  if  at  all, 
that  this  war  and  this  annexation  are  to 
be  justified.  My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
we  should  respect  the  sentiments  of  na- 
tional existence.  I  cordially  agree  with 
him.  But,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  perfectly 
well  known  that  in  India  cases  have 
arisen  where  we  have  unjustly  and 
greedily  made  annexation.  But  other 
cases  have  arisen.  For  example,  the 
conquest  and  annexation  of  the  Punjaub. 
In  the  case  of  the  Punjaub,  I  believe, 
there  was  a  real  sentiment  of  nationality 
to  recognize  and  to  respect.  But  there 
was  a  just  cause  for  war,  and  that  led  to 
operations  which  convinced  the  British 
Ghovemment  of  that  day  and  the  English 
nation  that  the  annexation  of  that  coun- 
try was  the  best  thing  for  the  people  of 
that  country,  as  well  as  for  the  security 
of  India.  I  think  experience  has  shown 
that  that  was  a  sound  and  a  right  judg- 
ment to  arrive  at.  A  distinguished  man 
whom  I  had  the  honour  of  knowing 
well,  and  who  was  greatly  concerned  in 
that  policy — the  late  Lord  Hardin ge — 
and  I  am  convinced  that  no  amount  of 
temptation  or  inducement  would  ever 
have  induced  that  gallant  soldier  and 
sound  and  prudent  sta,te8man  to  deviate, 
for  one  moment,  from  the  strict  rule  of 
right,  either  in  India  or  in  any  other 
part  of  the  world;  and,  therefore,  al- 
though we  may  respect  this  sentiment 
of  nationality,  we  cannot  take  it  as  an 
absolute  rule  to  g^ide  our  actions.  My 
hon.  Friend  says  annexations  are  bad ; 
and  then  he  aomits — what  I  am  rather 
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disposed  to  allow  and  to  assert — ^that  in 
every  case  prior  to  examination  the  pre- 
sumption is  against  annexation.  But 
then,  on  the  other  hand,  my  hon.  Friend 
admits  that  it  may  be  required  for  the 
safety  and  security  of  our  own  frontier 
and  our  own  people.  That  is  the  very 
ground  and  justification  for  the  annexa- 
tion in  this  case.  It  was  not  to  extend 
trade,  to  gratify  passion  or  ambition, 
but  because  a  door  was  threatened  to  be 
opened  through  which  would  have  been 
brought  into  India  danger,  insecurity, 
loss  of  happiness,  and  prosperity.  The 
mass  of  people  depend  entirely  on  our 
sovereign  rule  in  that  country ;  and  it 
was  to  defend  them,  and  not  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  effect  to  any  idle 
dreams,  that  this  war  was  believed  to  be 
necessary.  My  hon.  Friend  has  himself 
confessed  that  it  was  necessary.  He 
said  that  a  great  deal  has  been  stated 
about  dacoits,  and  most  unnecessarily 
stated;  and  among  the  places  which 
have  been  referred  to  he  notices  places 
within  British  Burmah.  That  I  do  not 
contest.  I  do  not  contest  the  fact  that 
disturbances  have  been  produced  in 
British  Burmah  in  consequence  of  the 
state  of  Upper  Burmah.  But  the  ques- 
tion we  have  to  consider  is  whether  we 
are  to  give  credence  or  not  to  the  allega- 
tions of  the  highest  responsible  autho- 
rities in  India  on  this  matter.  My  hon. 
Friend  thinks  that  the  Earl  of  Dufferin 
did  not  take  time  enough  to  make  up  his 
mind  on  the  question  whether  the  an- 
nexation was  just  or  unjust.  I  think  it 
would  be  very  difficult  indeed,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  more  than  difficult — 
that  it  would  be  rash  and  unwarrant- 
able on  our  part— were  we  to  lay  down 
in  this  House  at  this  time,  at  this  dis- 
tance, and  under  the  circumstances,  the 
exact  amount  of  time  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Earl  of  Dufferin  to  take  in  order 
to  make  up  his  mind.  We  are  disposed 
to  place  confidence  in  the  Earl  of  Duf- 
ferin. I  know  of  no  reason  for  with- 
holding confidence  in  him,  or  question- 
ing the  soundness  of  his  judgment.  He 
is  a  man  in  whom,  from  his  great  public 
services,  as  well  as  from  his  temper  and 
his  character,  we  have  the  greatest  rea- 
son to  place  confidence.  The  war  that 
has  been  made  in  Burmah  has  been 
made  for  the  gravest  public  reason. 
It  was  a  war  against  which  I  had  a  cer- 
tain degree  of  prepossession  myself^ 
simply  upon  the  ground  of  the  promi- 
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nence  given  to  the  alleged  wrongs  of  a 
British  Company ;  but  it  was  a  war  made 
in  perfect  good  faith ;  it  was  a  war  made, 
not  in  any  violation  of  any  plain  and 
intelligible  principle  governing  the  in- 
tercourse of  nations,  but  it  was  made 
on  g^ve  political  causes,  and  it  is 
supported  by  g^eat,  and,  I  think,  irre- 
sistible authority.  So  much  for  the  war ; 
but,  then,  what  is  the  question  we  are 
•  now  debating  ?  If  the  war  was  bad,  that 
issue  ought  to  be  directly  raised.  It  is 
quite  evident  that  the  general  sense  of 
our  administrative  system  is  that  India 
is  to  pay  for  what  is  called  a  bond  fide 
Indian  War.  I  perfectly  understood  the 
contention  that  if  a  Party  in  this  country 
is  prepared  to  challenge  radically  the 
justice  or  propriety  of  a  war,  then  a  case 
may  be  raised  for  the  purpose  of  arguing 
that  the  expense  of  it  ought  not  to  be 
borne  by  India,  which  cannot  be  heard 
upon  the  question,  but  by  the  superior 
power  and  authority  of  this  country. 
£ut  that  is  not  the  case.  There  are  no 
such  allegations  to  be  made  or  sustained ; 
and  untU  such  allegations  have  been 
made,  and  made  good,  it  is  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  this  Housecan  properly  enter- 
tain the  question  whether  the  charge 
should  be  made  on  the  people  of  India. 
Nothing,  it  seems  to  me,  can  be  more 
plain  than  that  if  we  are  to  make  an 
entire  departure  from  the  general  rule 
which  makes  Indian  Wars  an  Indian 
charge,  it  ought  to  be  done  on  grounds 
already  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House.  It  will  not  do,  in  the  course 
of  a  debate  as  to  charging  the  Indian 
Exchequer,  to  make  speeches,  however 
ingenious  and  able,  which  may  be 
answered  by  other  speeches  as  ingenious 
and  able ;  it  will  not  do  to  make  that  a 
ground  for  laying  on  the  British  tax- 
payer the  expense  of  an  operation  in 
which  he  himself  had  almost  as  little 
voice  as  the  Indian  taxpayer.  That  is 
the  question  before  us  to-night.  My 
opinion  is  that  there  has  not  been  to- 
night established  a  CEise  which  would 
lead  us  to  think  that  this  war  is  a  war 
on  principle  worthy  of  condemnation. 
I  do  believe  that  it  has  been  in  reality, 
and  certainly  in  intention,  a  defensive 
war.  I  do  not  believe,  for  a  moment,  that 
the  late  Government  would  have  taken 
up  this  question  in  a  spirit  of  aggression. 
There  is  no  evidence  tnat  they  have  done 
80.  All  the  evidence  is  to  the  contrary 
effect.  In  protesting  against  the  policy 
of  our  own  Governor  General,  and  of 


those  who  advised  him,  you  would  inour 
a  heavy  responsibility.  But  if  that  re- 
sponsibility is  to  be  incurred,  and  if  that 
question  is  to  be  raised,  let  it  be  raised 
on  the  merits,  and  not  oollaterally, 
as  it  is  on  this  occasion.  No  doubt,  it 
has  been  our  duty  to  depart  from  the 
general  rule.  The  genei^  rule  is  that 
Indian  Wars  go  to  the  charge  of 
India ;  and  the  whole  question  now  be- 
fore '  the  House  is  that  authority  be 
given,  so  far  as  the  House  is  concerned, 
to  lay  that  charge  upon  the  people  of 
India. 

AIb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  am  not  very 
much  surprised  that  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Torquay  Division 
of  Devonshire  (Mr.  M*Iver)  was  not 
altogether  satisfactory  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  for  it  cannot  certainly  be  a 
very  pleasant  thing  to  say  that  a  number 
of  Liberal  principles  have  been  laid  down 
as  applicable  to  this  case,  and  then  to  be 
told  that  every  one  of  them  have  been 
broken.  I  cannot  think  that  that  is  a 
very  pleasant  thing,  and  I  must  say  that 
with  regard  to  the  principles  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  laid  down  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  force  in  the  arguments  he 
has  put  forward.  I  do  not  wish,  how- 
ever, to  pursue  that  subject  further. 
I  would  rather  go  back  to  the  more 
general  proposition  which  has  been  put 
before  the  House.  The  Prime  Minister 
has  himself  admitted  that  a  debate  of 
this  nature  must  necessarily  take  a  very 
wide  turn.  Upon  these  occasions,  when 
it  is  necessary  to  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  a  statute,  it  is  customary  to  allow  the 
debate  to  take  a  wide  turn,  and  discuss 
the  whole  question  of  the  policy  of 
the  Military  Expedition.  On  tnis  occa- 
sion the  Military  Expedition  has  hardly 
been  seriously  challenged.  I  will  not, 
indeed,  enter  into  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Bichard),  because  I  am  satisfied  that 
no  circumstances,  to  his  mind,  would 
ever  justify  a  war.  Therefore,  I  can- 
not hope  to  satisfy  him ;  but.  Sir, 
if  any  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  ap- 
proach the  subject  with  a  desire  to 
ascertain  and  decide  from  the  facts 
whether  the  Expedition  was  legitimate 
or  not  he  will,  after  reading  the  Blue 
Book  which  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
distinctly  set  forth— that  that  Expedition 
has  been  amply  justified.  I  tnink  he 
will  find  in  the  Blue  Book  abundant 
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proof  of  great  patience  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  India,  and  great  self- 
control  and  self-restraint,  and'the  greatest 
possible  anxiety  and  desire  to  avoid  and 
overlook  causes  of  complaint  which  might 
have  led  to  a  collision.     A  collision  cer- 
tainly would  have  occurred  much  earlier 
if  there  had  been  any  desire  on  the  part 
of   the  Government  of  India  and  the 
Government  at  home  to  bring  matters 
to    a    climax.      But    the    time    came 
at  last  when   we  had   to  consider  not 
only  our  relations  with  King  Theebaw, 
but    the    character    of    his    relations 
with  other  Powers,  and  when  we  had 
also  to  consider  the  grievous  interference 
with  the  trade  of  Burmah,  which,  al- 
though I  do  not  propose  to  dwell  upon 
it    now,    certainly  required    the   most 
earnest  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.     Fortunately,  when 
the  time  came  for  dealing  with  the  case, 
the  Governor  General  who  had  to  deal 
with  it  was  a  man  who  could  not  be 
suspected  of  any  undue  leaning  on  the 
side  of    interference  outside  his  duty. 
The  Earl  of   Duflferin  was  not  a  man 
who  was  at  all  inclined  rashly  to  apply 
the   principles  of    any    one   particular 
political   Party  to  the  complex  system 
now  existing  in  India.   The  Earl  of  Duf- 
ferin  calmly  and  carefully  considered  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  case  ;  and  I 
do  not  think  the  Prime   Minister  has 
done  more  than  justice  to  the  Earl  of 
DuflPerin.  or  to  those  who  approve  of  his 
action,  when  he  said  that  the  steps  which 
they  took  in  vindication  of  the  duty  of 
England  to  Burmah  were  not  in  inten- 
tion in  any  way  aggressive.     But  when 
the  necessity  for  action  arose,  the  inte- 
rests of  humanity,  if  not  also  the  success 
of  the  Expedition,   required  that  our 
action  should  be  decisive,  and  that  we 
should  strike  quickly,  and  strike  home. 
I  come  now  to  the  second  point  which 
has  been  raised  in  the  debate  to-night 
— namely,  the  question  of  the  expense 
of  the  Expedition,   and  I  am  the  last 
person  to    say  that  the  House  is  not 
fully  entitled — nay,  more,  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely bound — to  scrutinize  very  care- 
fully any  questionable   expenditure  of 
this  description  before  allowing  it  to  be 
charged  upon  the  people  of  India.    We 
are  trustees  for  the  people  of  India,  and 
are  bound  to  respect  our  trust,  and  to 
examine  all  matters  connected  with  ex- 
penditure  with  the   greatest  care.      I 
should,  therefore,  never  complain  of  any 
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complete  discussion  which  might  take 
place  in  this  House  when  such  proposals 
are  brought  before  it.   But  the  question 
we  have  to  consider  on  this  occasion  is, 
what  is  the  interest  of  India  in  the  Ex- 
pedition  which  has  just  taken   place ! 
Upon  that  subject  we  have  had  a  good 
deal  of  information.     "We  were  advised 
by  the  Viceroy  of  India,  speaking  with 
all  the  authority  of  his  high  position, 
and  with  all  the  advantage  of  the  skilled  * 
advisers  who  surround  him — we  were 
told  by  him  that  the  interests  of  India 
demanded  the  annexation,  and  the  same 
view  has  been  taken  at  home.    *A11  the 
advisers  who  surround  the  Secretary  of 
State,  all  those  in  this  country  who  Qn« 
derstand  the  relations  between  India 
and  Burmah,  were  of  opinion  that  this 
Expedition  was  founded  upon  jastice, 
and  that  it  was  undertaken  in  the  inte- 
rests of  India  herself.     India's  interest 
in  the  matter  is  a  great  and  increasing 
one.  Our  trade  in  Burmah  was  not  only 
in  danger,  but  had  been  brought  to  a 
standstill  by  the  anarchy  which  prevailed 
in  Upper  Burmah.     The  danger  to  In- 
dian interests  was  real,  substantial,  and 
obvious ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
thing further  is  needed  than  the  con- 
tents of  the  Blue  Book  now  laid  before 
the  House    to  justify  the    Hesolution 
which  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  has  submitted  to  us. '  Bat  then 
it  is  said—**  That  may  be  all  very  well ; 
but  can  you  justify  the  annexation  of 
Upper  Burmah?  "   It  may  be  said  that, 
although  the  Expedition  was  justifiable, 
the  annexation  was  not  so.     Upon  that 
subject  I  will  only  say,  in  answer,  that 
we,  who  advised  the  annexation  of  the 
country,  acted  only  with  the  utmost  cars 
and   deliberation.     The  whole  matter 
has  repeatedly  been  before  the  people 
of  India,  and  the  India  Office  at  home. 
It  has  been  the  subject  of   constant 
communication  ofRcially,  and    what  it 
called  at  the   India  Office    **  semi-offi- 
cial ly,"  between  the  Viceroy  of  India 
and  my  noble  Friend  the  late  Secretary 
of   State    (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
My  noble  Friend  was  perfectly  aware  of 
the  views  entertained  by  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin,   and  he  and  his  OoUeagnes 
were  thoroughly  well  acquainted  with 
all    the    arguments    whion    bad   been 
urged  for  and  against  the  annexation  of 
Upper  Burmah.     And  it  was  our  delibe- 
rate opinion,  being  in  possession  of  all 
the  facts,  and  having  every  opporttraitj 
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of  formiDg  a  deliberate  conclusion  on 
the  matter,  that  the  annexation  ought 
to  take  place,  and  that,  in  mercy  to  the 
population  of  Burmah,  it  ought  to  take 
place  without  delay.      Our  conclusion, 
therefore,  was  that  Upper  Burmah  ought 
to  be  added  to  Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
I  understand  that  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  entirely  concur  in  that  opi- 
nion.    We  believed— and  no  doubt  they 
also  believe — that  anything  short  of  the 
annexation  of  Burmah  would  have  run  the 
risk  of  reproducing  within  a  very  short 
time  all  the  evils  which  have  prevailed 
daring     past     years.        If      anything 
short  of  annexation  had  been  adopted, 
we  should  have  failed  in  our  duty  to  tho 
people  of  India  and  of  Burmah.     Un- 
happily it  is  the  case  that  our  commer- 
cial   interests    in     that    country    have 
hitherto  been  prejudicially  aGTeoted  :  but 
we  hope  that  they  will  be  largely  bene- 
fited   by  the    annexation   of    Burmah. 
That,  however,  has  not  been  the  main 
reason  for  the  annexation  ;  but  that  step 
has  been  primarily  dictated  by  a  desire 
to  serve  the  real  interests  both  of  India 
and   the  Burmese  people.      I  listened 
with  great  interest  to  tho  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend   the   Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  J.  M.  Ma(rlean),  who  addressed  the 
House  for  the  first  time  this  evening  in 
an  able  and  comprehensive  speech.    My 
hon.  Friend,    who,    from    a    thorough 
knowledge  of  the  subject  wliich  I  cannot 
pretend  to  rival,  spoke  of  tho  policy  of 
annexing  British  Burmah,  and  expressed 
a  sanguine  hope  that  the  annexation 
would  prove  to  bo  as  advantageous  as 
that  of  British  Burmah  in  the  past.   We 
certainly,  as  the  Government  who  ad- 
vised that  annexation,  did  so  in  the  hope 
and  belief  that  there  will   be  a  great 
development  of  trade  in  that  country. 
We  look  forward  not  only  to  the  pro- 
motion of  tho  interests  of  that  country, 
but  of  those  of  England  and  India  also; 
and  I  believe  that  hereafter  it  will  bo 
recognized  that  the  step  which  has  been 
taken  was  necessitated  by  a  regard  for 
the  best  interests  of  India,  and  could  not 
possibly  have  been  avoided  by  any  Go- 
vernmeot  in  this  country. 

Da.  CLARK :  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  heartily  supp(»rling  tho  Amendment 
which  has  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter).  The 
efifect  of  the  Motion  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  is  simply  that  the 
Eevenues  of  India  shall  be  charged  with 


the  expense  of  this  war ;  and  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  negative 
that  proposition,  and  to  provide  that  the 
Revenues  of  India  shall  be  charged  with 
no  portion  of  the  expense.     No  grounds 
have  been  given  why  the  expense  should 
not  be  charged  upon  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer beyond  the  general  ground  that 
charges  of  this  nature  have  usually  been 
thrown   upon  India.      Now,  when   the 
Address  in  reply  to  the  Queen's  Speech 
was  before  the  House  the  noble  Lord 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  asked  those 
hon.  Members  who  felt  very  strongly  as 
to  the  injustice  of  the  war  not  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  upon  the  Address,  but 
to  wait  until  a  Vote  was  asked  for,  and 
upon  that  Vote  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
the  Expedition  to  Burmah.  Hence  on  the 
question  now  raised,  whether  the  Reve- 
nues of  India  should  bear  the  charges 
which  have  been  incurred  in  the  war  in 
Burmah,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  enter 
fully  into  the  general  question  upon  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.   Friend   (Mr. 
Hunter),     I  entertain  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  war  was  altogether  unjustitiable. 
It  was  a  kind  of  freebooting  Expedition 
undertaken    against     Burmah — one   of 
the  wars   entered  into  at  the  instance 
of  those  modern   freebooters,  the  com- 
mercial Jingoes,  who  believe  that  they 
are  entitled  to  do  anything  in  the  name 
of  British  trade.     I  have  gone  carefully 
over  the  grounds  which  have  been  urged 
in  justification   of    the   steps  we   have 
taken,  and  I  cannot  see  that  thero  has 
been  any  justification   given  for  them. 
I  admit  that  for  some  time  there  have 
been    strained    relations    between    the 
Court  of  Mandalay  and  ourselves ;  but 
if  hon.   Members  will  inquire  into  the 
causes   of    those   strained    relations,   I 
think  they  will  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  Court  of  Mandalay  was  not  to 
blame.      What  were   the   questions  in 
regard  to   which    those   strained    rela- 
tions   sprung     up     between    ourselves 
and    the    Court    of    Mandalay?     First 
of   all  there   was    the    shoe    question. 
Before    1878   the    Court   at    Mandalay 
had  exercised  its  rights,  and  had  pre- 
vented any  Ambassador  from  a  Foreign 
Power  entering  the  Presence  Chamber 
without  taking  off  his  thoes.     In    the 
East  that  was  not  considered  more  dis- 
honourable than   requiring  a  Member 
to   take  off    his  hat  on    entering  this 
Assembly ;  but  it  has  become  a  very 
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serious  matter,  and  is  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal causes  which  have  led  to  the  an- 
nexation of  Burmah.     I  do  not  think, 
however,  that  if  there  had  not  been  a 
change    of   Government    in    1880    the 
country  would  have  heen  annexed  on 
that  pretext.    King  Theebaw  refused  to 
have  any  intercourse  with  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  any  Foreign  Power  who 
did    not    comply  with    the   usual    ob- 
servances of    his  country.      That  had 
been  a  vexed  question  in  the  time  of 
King  Theebaw*s  Predecessor;  and  when 
King  Theebaw  came  to  the  Throne  a 
sense  of  irritation  sprang  up,  because, 
in  the  first  place,  our  Besident  refused 
to  take  off  his  shoes  on  entering  the 
Presence  Chamber;   and,  secondly,  be- 
cause we  refused  to  give  him  the  right 
of    sending    an    Ambassador    to    this 
country.      This   may   be   considered  a 
small  matter  ;    but  it   is  well    known 
that  small  matters  seriously  affect  the 
dignity  of  small  States.    When  we  en- 
tered into  negotiations  with  the  King 
of  Burmah  he  complained  that  he  could 
only  have  official  communication  with 
this  country  through  a  gentleman  who 
was  Secretary  to  a  Commissioner ;  and 
his  first  Ambassador  was  not  allowed  to 
go  further  than  our  frontier.    In  1883, 
under  the  Governor  Generalship  of  the 
Marquess  of  Hipon,  negotiations  with 
regard    to    a    Commercial    Treaty,    as 
will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  Blue 
Book,  came  to  an  end.     At  that  time 
the  Burmese  Government  were  willing 
to  waive  many  of  their  claims  if  we 
had  conceded  their  right  to  send  an 
Ambassador  here ;  and  that,  I  believe, 
was  the  principal  ground  upon  which  the 
negotiations  broke  down.     But  surely  a 
question  of  this  kind  affects  the  King  of 
Burmah  as  much  as  it  would  any  other 
Monarch.      He    was    an    independent 
Sovereign  just  as  much  as  the  Emperor 
of  China  or  the  King  of  Siam.     Even  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar  has  made  similar 
complaints.     We  have  been  told  by  the 
noble  lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  that 
there  were  several  reasons  for  our  action 
which  led  to  the  war — that  there  had 
been  unprovoked  attacks  and  outrages 
upon  British  subjects  in  Burmah.     The 
noble  Lord  said  that  in  November,  1879, 
an  unprovoked  attack  was  made  upon  a 
British  steamer  lying  at  anchor  in  the 
Upper  Irrawaddy,  and  that  in  conse- 
quence the  Government  of  India  had 
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recommended  a  renunciation  of  all  en- 
gagements with  King  Theebaw.    Now, 
what  are  the  facts  of  that  case  ?    The 
facts  are,  a  Mahommedan  merchant  from 
Surat,  at  a  time  when  the  Eiver  Irra- 
waddy was  crowded  with  vessels,  went 
on  board  the  Golden  Cift/j  and,  desiring 
to  go  to  a  part  of  the  vessel  which  he 
was  warned  had  been  newly  painted, 
was  refused.    He  persisted  in  making 
his   way,    and    a  disturbance    ensued, 
in  which  a  number  of  Burmese  coolies 
went  to  the  assistance  of    the    inter- 
loper.     The    resistance    of  the    crew 
is  said  to  have  been  an  unprovoked 
attack  upon    British   subjects    by  the 
Burmese   Government,     Can  anything 
be  more  absurd  ?    Nevertheless,  these 
are  the  kind  of  excuses  we  maike  for 
sending  out  a  warlike  Expedition  and 
annexing  the  country.    It  is  also  said 
that  a  Scindian — a  Mahommedan — had 
been  subjected  to  an  unprovoked  at- 
tack in  connection  with  a  question  of 
trading.     The  fact  is  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Surat    merchant  he  was  fined 
10    rupees;    those    who    assisted    the 
aggressor  were  also  punished,  and  every 
redress  was  afforded  by  the  Burmese 
Government.    In  this  case  it  is  quite 
evident  that  the  real  object  was  simply 
to  get  an   excuse  for  raising   money 
from    Burmah.     It    appears   that  the 
salt    taken    into  Upper   Burmah    was 
taxed  at  a  lower  rate  than  that  which 
was  taken  into  Lower  Burmah,  and  the 
Government  of  Lower   Burmah    were 
anxious  to  place  a  6s.  duty  upon  salt 
going  into  Upper  Burmah,  in  order  to 
make  it  not  worth  while  for  people  to 
smuggle  the  salt  back  again.    This  so- 
called  outrage  was  made  to  allow  the 
Government  to  unduly  tax  the  people  of 
Lower  Burmah  and  make  the  lives  of 
the  unfortunate  Burmese  harder,  be- 
cause there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
absence  of  salt  is  a  prolific  source  of 
disease  both  in  regard  to  human  beings 
and    cattle.       Having   gone    carefully 
through  the  Blue  Book,  I  must  confess 
that  I  see  nothing  in  the  evidence  which 
has  been  brought  before  us  that  is  not 
unimportant  and  trivial.   The  most  sub- 
stantial cause  of  complaint  was  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Burmese  in  connection  with 
the  miserable  squabble  with  the  Bora- 
bay-Burmah  Company.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hooter) 
has  shown  yery  clearly,  horn  the  de- 
spatches which  he  read  from  the  Earl  of 
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Dafferin  and  Mr.  Bernard,  that  up  to 
last  year  there  was  no  reason  or  pretext 
whatever  for  a  war  with  Burmah,  and 
that  np  to  that  period  Mr.  Bernard 
urged  the  QoTemment  of  India  not  to 
interfere.  There  is  one  quotation  I  will 
refer  to,  which  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
read,  which  states  that  there  were 
strong  Petitions  coming  from  the  Bur- 
mese Chamber  of  Commerce,  asking 
that  Upper  Burmah  should  be  annexed, 
because  the  trading  interests  were  sufifer- 
ing  from  the  state  of  affairs  in  Upper 
Burmah.  Upon  the  15th  of  January 
last  year  Mr.  Bernard  writes  that  King 
Theebaw  was  not  nominally  an  ally  of 
the  British  Government,  but  an  actual 
ally ;  and  he  expresses  an  opinion  that 
at  least  it  was  questionable  whether  any 
Power  had  a  right  to  expect  that  ic  would 
be  justified  in  sending  a  force  up  to 
Mandalay  and  expelling  King  Theebaw 
on  the  ground  that  his  subjects  were 
suffering  from  the  arbitrary  character 
of  bis  rule.  Upon  this  point,  it  is  said, 
the  Viceroy  suggested  arbitration ;  but 
I  do  not  think  that  the  Viceroy  did  in 
reality  suggest  any  fair  mode  of  arbitra- 
tion. I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  the 
merits  of  the  ease,  except  to  say  that 
before  the  Blue  Book  reached  me  the 
case  of  the  Burmese  Government  had 
been  sent  to  me.  I  can  see  no  justifica- 
tion for  the  action  taken  by  the  Trading 
Company.  When  the  question  arose  the 
Burmese  Government  sent  down  to  our 
frontier  station  for  information,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  determine  the  question, 
and  from  the  information  furnished  by 
the  British  officer  the  High  Court  of 
Burmah,  which  is  analogous  to  our 
House  of  Lords,  gave  their  decision 
upon  the  merits  of  the  case.  It  may  be 
that  the  Court  was  mistaken;  it  may 
be,  as  we  have  been  told,  that  the  evi- 
dence sent  by  our  officer  was  not  reli- 
able !  It  was  that  which  caused  all  the 
trouble.  What  was  to  be  the  character 
of  the  arbitration?  Mr.  Bernard  ad- 
mits that  he  did  not  desire  arbitration, 
for  fear  that  the  French  Consul  might 
be  appointed  the  arbiter.  The  kind 
of  arbitration  we  suggested  was  that 
the  Indian  Government  should  ap- 
point the  arbiter ;  and  the  Burmese 
Government  were  asked  whether,  in 
that  case,  they  would  abide  by  the 
decision  ?  Practically,  it  was  to  be  an 
arbitration  in  which  the  arbiter  was  to 
be  appointed  by  one  of    the  parties. 


We  have  had  information  to-night  that 
the  Italian  Consul  was  suggested ;  but 
we  were  not  told  that  the  Italian  Consul 
was  the  agent  for  the  Italian  Company, 
and  agent  also  for  the  Bombay-Burmah 
Company — one  of  the  parties  in  the 
case.  We  are  told  that  higher  grounds 
of  policy  existed ;  but  from  the  de- 
spatches which  have  been  sent  by  the 
Earl  of  Dufferin  and  Mr.  Bernard  in 
this  Bombay  Company's  trading  dispute 
can  we  find  the  only  ground  for  our 
interference.  It  is  said  that  French 
adventurers  were  obtaining  concessions 
in  Upper  Burmah.  Why  should  not 
French  adventurers  have  just  as  much 
right  to  go  to  Upper  Burmah  and  obtain 
concessions  as  the  British  merchants, 
such  as  Price  and  Maxwell,  who  went 
there  and  obtained  concessions  ?  P'  Di- 
vide ! "]  I  have  no  desire  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House ;  but  we  are  not 
going  to  allow  an  ancient  Monarchy  to 
be  annexed  without  offering  a  strong 
protest  against  it ;  and  we  do  not  intend 
to  allow  the  Indian  Government  to  be 
saddled  with  the  expenses  of  this  unjust 
war  without  raising  our  voice  in  protest 
also.  What  is  the  position  of  Burmah  ? 
Look  at  the  map.  The  idea  of  foreign 
interference  is  ridiculous,  seeing  that  the 
only  modes  of  entering  into  the  country 
by  means  of  the  Irrawaddy  and  Pegu 
Bivers  are,  practically,  in  our  hands. 
When  we  annexed  Pegu  we  obtained 
jiossession  of  the  key  of  the  country, 
and  no  one  else  can  get  into  the  country 
except  with  our  knowledge  and  consent. 
Indeed,  one  accusation  made  against  us 
is  that  we  have  not  allowed  King 
Theebaw  to  obtain  sufficient  arms  to 
defend  himself.  To  be  told,  as  we  have 
been  to-night  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
others,  that  questions  of  high  policy 
come  in — that  to  allow  the  French  to  get 
a  position  in  Upper  Burmah  would  leave 
India  open  to  attack  and  weaken  our 
position  in  Lower  Burmah — all  this 
is  arrant  nonsense,  because  anyone 
studying  the  map  will  see  at  once 
that  we  hold  the  key  of  Burmah,  and 
that  our  Indian  Empire  is  no  more 
affected  than  China.  I  will  not  enter 
further  into  the  reasons  which  have  in- 
duced us  to  attack  Burmah,  or  the  rea- 
sons why  we  have  stolen  this  ancient 
Kingdom ;  but  perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  say  a  word  upon  the  second 
part  of  the  question.  [** Divide!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  making  a 
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great  noise ;  but  I  must  be  permitted  to 
say  that  if  we  keep  Burmah  there  will 
be  two  classes  who  will  benefit  by  it — 
namely,  the  Anglo-Indian  officials,  who 
will  receive  pay  and  pension,  and  the 
English  merchants,  who  will  find  room 
for  further  trade.  But  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  poor  overtaxed  Indian  ryot, 
who  will  have  to  pay  for  the  annexa- 
tion, will  not  benefit  by  it;  and  that 
is  the  reason  "vhy  I  support  the 
Amendment,  and  am  of  opinion  that  the 
charge  ought  to  be  placed  upon  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  instead  of  the  In- 
dian Revenues.  In  the  first  place, 
Burmah  is  not  a  portion  of  India.  To- 
night it  has  been  assumed  that  Burmah 
is  a  portion  of  India.  Now,  Burmah  is 
no  more  a  portion  of  India  than  China 
or  our  Malay  .Provinces ;  and  we  might 
just  as  well  annex  China  and  Malay. 
The  Burmese  people  are  different  in 
race,  language,  and  customs,  and  every- 
thing else.  In  fact,  the  Burmese  are  a 
very  distinct  people,  and  occupy  a  very 
high  and  promising  position,  espe- 
cially when  compared  with  India.  The 
first  thing  which  struck  me  on  going  to 
Burmah  from  India  was  the  position 
which  the  women  occupy  there  as  com- 
pared with  that  which  they  occupy  in 
India.  In  India  they  take  no  part  in 
public  life ;  but  in  Burmah  the  ladies 
take  even  a  more  prominent  position 
than  the  men;  and  they  are  far  more 
civilized.  That  being  the  case,  and 
seeing  that  we  have  in  Ceylon  a  Crown 
Colony  very  similar  and  near  to  India, 
and  more  associated  with  Indian  in- 
terests than  Burmah,  why  not  make 
Burmah  a  Crown  Colony,  like  Ceylon, 
allowing  the  costs  to  be  defrayed  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  and  paid  back 
again  ?  The  people  of  Lower  Burmah 
have  been  agitating  this  question  for  a 
number  of  years;  and  we  have  now  a 
good  opportunity,  if  we  are  going  to 
take  possession  of  Burmah,  to  make  it  a 
Crown  Colony,  and  so  prevent  this  Bur- 
mese question  from  interfering  with  and 
complicating  the  very  difficult  problem 
of  India.  At  present  it  is  not  likely 
that  Burmah  will  be  able  to  pay  its 
expenses.  It  is  not  as  rich  as  Lower 
Burmah,  and  a  great  number  of  com- 
plicated questions  will  arise.  For  in- 
stance, the  King  of  Burmah  claims  to 
be  the  Suzerain  over  the  Shan  States. 
The  Suzerainty  over  those  States  is 
equally  claimed  by  Burmah,  Siam,  and 
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China.  I  am  also  afraid  that  the  an- 
Jiexation  of  Burmah  will  open  up  the 
question  of  Yunnan,  and  that  we  shall 
be  told  that  as  the  people  of  Yunnan 
are  Mahommedans,  and  as  we  are  the 
largest  Mahommedan  Empire  in  the 
world,  we  ought  also  to  annex  that 
country.  It  may  further  be  stated  that 
we  require  Siam  in  order  to  keep  the 
French  out  of  it.  The  ryots  of  India 
are  strongly  opposed  to  the  annexation 
of  Burmadi;  that  is  the  view  expressed 
by  the  Native  Press.  I  do  not  see  why 
the  Native  opinion  of  India  should  not 
be  considered  as  well  as  British  opinion 
in  connection  with  this  question.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  Prime  Minister  has  so 
changed  his  views  since  he  made  his 
first  speeches  in  Mid  Lothian,  and  I 
notice  with  regret  how  great  a  difference 
there  is  between  his  speech  to-night  and 
his  addresses  on  the  occasion  of  the  Mid 
Lothian  Campaign. 

SiE  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE:  In 
rising  to  make  a  few  remcLrks  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fur 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter),  I  ask  for  the 
indulgence  which  this  House  always 
accords  to  a  Member  who  addresses  it 
for  the  first  time.  I  should  not  have 
presumed,  at  this  late  hour,  to  make 
this  claim  but  for  the  fact  that  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  is  one  of  special  interest,  not 
only  to  myself,  but  also  to  a  large 
number  of  my  constituents.  I  have 
passed  a  large  portion  of  my  life  in 
India,  which  is  the  country  more  imme- 
diately concerned  with  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member;  and,  as  an  Anglo- 
Indian,  I  desire,  most  emphatically,  to 
express  my  entire  sympathy  with  the 
sentiment  which  I  believe  lies  at  the 
back  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  many  of  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  to-night — namely,  that  in 
affairs  of  combined  action  between  the 
Qovernment  of  England  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  there  is  always  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  danger  lest  the  interests 
of  the  weaker  Govemmentshould  be  some- 
times subordinated  to  the  interests  of  the 
stronger.  I  remember,  some  time  ago, 
that  tibie  Prime  Minister  illustrated  the 
action  of  the  two  Gt>yemmenfa,  when 
working  together,  by  thef  amousapologne 
of  the  giant  and  the  dwarf;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  the  dwarf 
— ^India — got  all  the  kioks,  while  tltf 
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giant — Eogland — got  all  the  halfpence. 
I  confess  I  have  a  good  deal  of  sympathy 
with  tliat  opinion,  and  I  also  sympathized 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness- 
shire  (Dr.  Clark),  when,  just  now,  he 
deplored  the  change  of  opinion  which 
has  taken  place  on  the  part  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  was  most  disappointed  not 
to  hear  from  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
response  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  Mover  of  the  Amendment,  some 
definite  statement  of  a  hard-and-fast 
rule  by  which  we  in  Parliament  could 
judee  what  sum  should  be  paid  by  Eng- 
land, and  what  by  India.  We  were 
told,  it  is  true,  that  Indian  Wars, 
broadly  speaking,  should  be  paid  for  by 
India.  I  think  that  was  the  expression 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  Now.  I  maintain 
that  a  much  closer  and  more  definite 
rule  is  required  than  that.  A  rule  which, 
I  think,  is  a  very  just  one,  was  enun- 
ciated by  the  late  Viceroy  of  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Kipon)  when  he  stated  that 
wars  which  the  Qovemment  of  India 
has  exercised  the  right  of  initiating,  and 
in  regard  to  which  it  has  been  able  to 
control  the  initiation,  the  Indian  Go- 
yemment  should  be  compelled  to  pay 
for,  but  not  for  those  over  which  it 
has  had  no  control  whatover—as,  for 
instance,  the  case  of  the  Eg3rptian 
Wars,  when  Indian  troops  were  em- 
ployed in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan.  At 
that  time  the  Indian  Government  had 
no  control  over  the  initiation  of  the  Ex- 
pedition ;  and,  therefore,  tho  Marquess 
of  Bipon  urged  that  the  Indian  Exche- 
quer ought  not  be  called  upon  to  pay 
anything  towards  the  cost  of  that  war. 
With  that  I  entirely  agree,  and  hon. 
Members  will  remember  that  that  was 
really  the  principle  laid  down  by  tho 
Earl  of  Lytton  at  the  time  of  the  Afghan 
War.  It  was  then  stated  by  the  Earl  of 
Lytton  that  India  should  pay  for  the 
Afghan  War  because  the  Government  of 
India  had  had  full  control  over  its  com- 
mencoment.  Now,  at  that  time  some  of 
the  Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  wished 
that  England  should  pay  at  least  a  por- 
tion of  the  expenses  of  the  war.  Well, 
the  feeling  of  many  Anglo-Indians,  and 
of  many  Indians,  was  ''  Timeo  Danaos  et 
dona  f$rehU9  ;  "  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  that  fear  has  been  realized  in  later 
wars.  But  now,  looking  at  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  war,  I  would 
venture  to  put  before  the  House,  and 
to  appeal  to  tho  Mover  of  the  Amend- 


ment, whether  it  is  not  the  case,  with 
regard  to  this  war,  that  the  conditions  of 
Lord  Lytton  and  Lord  Ripon  have  been 
fulfilled,  and  that  the  Government  of 
India  has  had  full  control  over  the  initia- 
tion of  the  war?  Therefore,  it  can 
hardly  be  said  that  the  Government  »of 
India  can  fairly  put  forward  the  same 
claim — put  forward  rightly,  I  think,  at 
the  time  of  the  Egyptian  War — to  be 
excused  from  the  payment  of  the  cost. 
Still,  I  do  hope  that  the  result  of  the 
discussion  to-night,  and  of  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter),  will  be  that 
some  Member  of  the  Government  will 
rise  in  his  place,  and  will  endorse  that 
opinion  of  the  Marquess  of  Hipon  and 
the  Earl  of  Lytton  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. I  turn  now  to  the  question 
which  was  largely  dealt  with  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  and  by  other 
speakers  as  to  the  general  policy  of  the 
war.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the 
war  was  a  merchants'  war.  That  is 
a  statement  which  I  entirely  deny.  I 
would  join  with  any  hon.  Member  of 
this  House  in  denouncing  a  war  that 
was  initiated  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
trade ;  but  if  there  is  one  thing  which 
has  been  brought  out  more  clearly  than 
another,  in  the  Papers  which  have  been 
laid  before  Parliament,  it  is  this — that 
every  Indian  authority,  from  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  British  Burmah  to  the 
Viceroy  of  British  India  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  have  all,  with  one  accord, 
absolutely  refused  to  listen  to  any  re- 
commendations of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce at  Rangoon  or  anyone  else  who 
asked  them  to  engage  in  a  war  with 
Burmah,  or  to  annex  Upper  Burmah 
for  any  purpose  of  commerce.  The  hon. 
Member  himself  quoted,  as  a  proof  that 
the  war  was  objectionable  on  some  other 
ground,  the  very  language  of  the  Chief 
Commisfioner  of  Burmah  (Mr.  Bernard) 
and  of  the  Viceroy  of  India  (the  Earl  of 
Dufferin),  in  which  they  distinctly  re- 
fused to  comply  with  the  requisition  of 
that  great  meeting  of  the  Hangoon  mer- 
chants which  was  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Now,  these  are  the  very  autho- 
rities who,  not  much  later,  endorsed 
and  carried  out  the  principle  of  the 
policy  of  the  attack  upon  Upper  Bur- 
mah. What  was  it  that  had  happened 
in  the  meantime  to  produce  that  change? 
Why,  Sir,  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  had  changed,  and  the  change  is 
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shown  and  exemplified  in  the  letter  of 
the    Chief   Commissioner    of    British 
Burmah  to  the  Viceroy  of  India,  dated 
September    4,    1885.     The  House,    I 
am    sure,     will     see     by     comparing 
the  letter  of  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
written    in    the    earlier   part    of    the 
year  with  his  letter  in  September,  1 885, 
that  in  the  meantime  the  events  bad  so 
changed  as  to  render  an  invasion  of 
Upper  Burmah    absolutely    necessary. 
What  has  been  the  history  of  our  rela- 
tions with  Burmah  from   the  earliest 
times  ?    We  have  had  the  same  difficulty 
which  cropped  up  last  year  from  the 
earliest  times  to  contend  with — namely, 
the    arrogance    and    ignorance  of  the 
Court  of  Burmah.     Why,  in  point  of 
fact,  did  Lord  Amherst  annex  Arakan 
in  1826?    Why,  simply  because,  if  he 
had  not  done  so,  the  King  of  Ava  would 
have  annexed  Assam  and  Caohar.  Then, 
again,  in  1852,  Lord  Dalhousie  found  it 
necessary  to  annex  Pegu,  a  similar  atti- 
tude of  arrogance  having  forced  that 
step  upon  him.     Coming  down  to  later 
times,  even  the  pacific  Administration  of 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook — and  I  wish  to 
speak  of  that  Administration  in  terms  of 
the  most  complete  respect — that  pacific 
Administration  was  absolutely  compelled 
by  the  arrogance  and  by  the  ignorance 
of  the  Court  of  Ava  to  take  military  pre- 
cautions against  that  country,  and  to 
send  what  was  virtually  an  Ultimatum 
to  the  King  of  Ava.    There  was  at  that 
time  habitual  violations  of  the  frontier, 
and  injuries  committed  on  British  sub- 
jects which  were  loudly  complained  of 
by  the  Earl  of  Northbrook.     Two  hon. 
Members  opposite,  speaking  of  the  diffi- 
culties which  have  always  occurred  in 
our  relations  with  Burmah,  owing  to  the 
peculiar  customs  of  that  country  in  re- 
gard to  the  treatment  of  our  Besident, 
have  omitted  certain  points  with  regard 
to  that  matter.     The  Government   of 
India  have  endeavoured  for  years  to 
maintain  a  Eesident  peaceably  there— a 
most  necessary  measure  for  the  trade  of 
India  and  of  England,  if  trade  is  to  be 
carried  on  with  Burmah  at  all,  or  if  we 
are  to  have  any  relations  with  that  coun- 
try in  any  way  whatever.     We  obtained 
by  Treaty  in  1862  the  right  of  sending  a 
Besident  there.     How  was  that  Besi- 
dent treated?    The  hon.   Member  has 
told  us  that  our  Besident  was  obliged  to 
take  off  his  sword  before  going  into  the 
Boyal  presence,  and  to  take  off  hisbo^ts 
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before  gaining  admission  io  the  Boyal 
Palace.     That  is  true  enough  ;  but  there 
were  other  indignities  which  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  ought  to  have  discerned 
from  reading  the  Blue  Book,  and  which 
are  certainly  well  known  to  anyone  who 
has  any  personal  acquaintance  with  Bur- 
mah.   It  will  be  remembered  that  when 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook  sent  a  Besident 
there,  our  Besident  complained  that  on 
coming  into  the  Boyal  presence  he  was 
ordered  to  sit  on  the  floor  with  his  feet 
behind  him.      Now,   Sir,   if  any  hon. 
Member  will  attempt  to  sit  on  the  floor 
with  his  feet  behind  him,  I  maintain 
that  he  will  find  the  task  a  most  difficult 
one,  and  one  which,  in  the  end,  will  prove 
most  disastrous  to  him.     Therefore,  it  is 
not  unreasonable,  as  the  Earl  of  North- 
brook said,  for  our  officers  to  protest ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  impossible  for 
us  to  permit   such  a    state   of   things 
to    exist    any    longer.      And    remem- 
ber that  this  was  the  Earl  of  North- 
brook,   than    whom    no    more   pttcific 
Viceroy  has  ever  ruled  in  India.    I  pray 
the  House  to  listen  to  this  one  point. 
During  last  year  there  was  a  very  heavy 
accession  of  new  causes  of  complaint, 
which  rendered  some  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Earl  of  Dufferin's   Government 
absolutely  necessary.     First  of  all,  there 
were  the  actual  massacres  which  have 
not  been  spoken  of  much  to-night,  but 
which  were  most  important.     At  Man- 
dalay  in  the  preceding  October  the  mas- 
sacres in  the  gaol  comprised  a  large 
number  of  British  subjects  from  Chitta- 
gong.    That  was  a  point  which  did  de- 
mand the  interference  of  the   Indian 
Government.      Further^    there    was   a 
spirit  of  lawlessness  spread  throughout 
Burmah,    and    a  considerable  part  of 
the  country  was  no  longer  within  the 
control  of  the  King  himself.    That  law- 
lessness spread  into  British  territory,  and 
the  Province  of  British  Burmah  would 
very  soon  have  been  in  a  similar  state 
of  lawlessness  and  disturbance  if  the 
Earl  of  Dufferin  had  not  interfered.    Be 
it  remembered  that  the  victims  were 
emplot/is  of  the  Bombay  and  Burmah 
Trading  Company,  and  the  rafts  of  that 
Company  were  actually  fired  upon  by 
some  of  the  Burmese  soldiers,  and  that, 
again,  constituted  a  direct  eatus  beiU,  But, 
as  has  been  mentioned  to-night,  the  point 
that  changed  the  whole  aspect  of  affairs 
most  materially  during  the  past  year 
was  the  intrigues  of  the  French  Consul, 
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M.Haas.  Thejhadreachedsiiehapomt 
tliat  the  qaestion  was  whether  we  should 
entirely  lose  oar  paramoimt  position  on 
that  side  of  India,  or  should  maintain  it 
by  force  of  arms.  There  can  be  no 
question  whatever  as  to  Uie  intrigues  of 
the  French  Consul ;  and  it  is  known  to 
the  House  that  the  King  of  Bormahhad 
steadfastly  determined  to  do  all  he  could 
to  draw  closer  the  bonds  of  friendship 
between  himself  and  the  French  and 
Italians.  He  had  sent  out  an  Embassy 
for  that  purpose;  and  it  was  on  that 
account,  and  on  account  of  the  various 
other  provocations  I  have  recited — it 
was  these  facts,  I  submit  to  the  House, 
which  indilced  Mr.  Bernard,  the  Chief 
Commissioner  at  Bangoon,  and  the 
Earl  of  Dufferin,  to  say  at  last— '<  This 
can  go  on  no  longer,  and  we  must 
interfere."  I  was  very  glad  to  hear, 
in  the  very  lucid  statement  which 
was  made  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  lus  remarks  upon 
the  successful  operations  that  have  been 
conducted  there,  and  his  praise  of  our 
troops.  I  rejoiced  to  hear  the  hon. 
Gentleman  praise  the  bearing  of  the 
Native  troops  eng^ed  in  that  Expedi- 
tion. I  feel,  Sir,  that  that  praise  was 
entirely  deserved,  and  that  it  will  give 
real  pleasure  and  satisfaction  to  our 
fellow-subjects  throughout  India.  I 
hope  that  the  Gk>Temment  will  follow  up 
the  speech  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  by  some  statement  to-night  as  to 
the  rules  by  which,  in  future,  the 
charges,  as  between  the  English  and 
the  Indian  Exchequers,  will  be  appor- 
tioned. One  word  in  conclusion.  The 
time  for  deciding  formally  the  way  in 
which  these  charges  shall  be  appor- 
tioned is  a  very  appropriate  one,  for,  as 
has  been  noticed  to-night,  there  is  at 
present  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
in  India  a  statesman  belonging  to  the 
great  Liberal  Party,  who,  at  the  same 
time,  commands  the  entire  confidence  of 
every  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
The  Earl  of  Dufiferin  is  making  a  great 
reputation  for  himself  in  India ;  and  he 
has,  I  am  bound  to  say,  been  supported 
most  heartily  by  the  late  Government, 
and  the  Parfy  to  which  I  belong  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  Therefore,  I  main- 
tain that  the  present  time  is  one  in 
which  Party  questions  with  regard  to 
India  are  fairly  in  abeyance,  and  when 
it  would  be  most  appropriate  for  the 
Government  to  lay  down  some  hard-and- 


fast  role  by  whidi  such  charges  as  this 
may  be  in  future  apportioned. 

Question  put. 

The  House 
82 :  Majority  215. 
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nence  given  to  the  alleged  wrongs  of  a 
British  Company ;  but  it  was  a  war  made 
in  perfect  good  faith ;  it  was  a  war  made, 
not  in  any  violation  of  any  plain  and 
intelligible  principle  governing  the  in- 
tercourse of  nations,  but  it  was  made 
on  grave  poHtioal  causes,  and  it  is 
supported  by  great,  and,  I  think,  irre- 
sistible authority.  So  much  for  the  war ; 
but,  then,  what  is  the  question  we  are 
'  now  debating  ?  If  the  war  was  bad,  that 
issue  oughfc  to  be  directly  raised.  Ifc  is 
quite  evident  that  the  general  sense  of 
our  administrative  system  is  that  India 
is  to  pay  for  what  is  called  a  hand  fide 
Indian  War.  I  perfectly  understood  the 
contention  that  if  a  Party  in  this  country 
is  prepared  to  challenge  radically  the 
justice  or  propriety  of  a  war,  then  a  case 
may  be  raised  for  the  purpose  of  arguing 
that  the  expense  of  it  ought  not  to  be 
borne  by  India,  which  cannot  be  heard 
upon  the  question,  but  by  the  superior 
power  and  authority  of  this  country. 
But  that  is  not  the  case.  There  are  no 
such  allegations  to  be  made  or  sustained ; 
and  until  such  allegations  have  been 
made,  and  made  good,  it  is  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  this  House  can  properly  enter- 
tain the  question  whether  the  charge 
should  be  made  on  the  people  of  India. 
Nothing,  it  seems  to  me,  can  be  more 
plain  than  that  if  we  are  to  make  an 
entire  departure  from  the  general  rule 
which  makes  Indian  Wars  an  Indian 
charge,  it  ought  to  be  done  on  grounds 
already  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House.  It  will  not  do,  in  the  course 
of  a  debate  as  to  charging  the  Indian 
Exchequer,  to  make  speeches,  however 
ingenious  and  able,  which  may  be 
answered  by  other  speeches  as  ingenious 
and  able ;  it  will  not  do  to  make  that  a 
ground  for  laying  on  the  British  tax- 
payer the  expense  of  an  operation  in 
wluch  he  himself  had  almost  as  little 
voice  as  the  Indian  taxpayer.  That  is 
the  question  before  us  to-night.  My 
opinion  is  that  there  has  not  been  to- 
night established  a  case  which  would 
lead  us  to  think  that  this  war  is  a  war 
on  principle  worthy  of  condemnation. 
I  do  believe  that  it  has  been  in  reality, 
and  certainly  in  intention,  a  defensive 
war.  I  do  not  believe,  for  a  moment,  that 
the  late  Oovernmont  would  have  taken 
up  this  question  in  a  spirit  of  aggression. 
There  is  no  evidence  that  they  have  done 
so.  All  the  evidence  is  to  tiie  contrary 
effect.  In  protesting  against  the  policy 
of  our  own  Governor  Qeneral,  and  of 


those  who  advised  him,  you  would  incur 
a  heavy  responsibility.  But  if  that  re- 
sponsibility is  to  be  incurred,  and  if  that 
question  is  to  be  raised,  let  it  be  raised 
on  the  merits,  and  not  collaterally, 
as  it  is  on  this  occasion.  No  doubt,  it 
has  been  our  duty  to  depart  from  the 
general  rule.  The  general  rule  is  that 
Indian  Wars  go  to  the  charge  of 
India ;  and  the  whole  question  now  be- 
fore '  the  House  is  that  authority  be 
given,  so  far  as  the  House  is  concerned, 
to  lay  that  charge  upon  the  people  of 
India. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  very 
much  surprised  that  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Torquay  Division 
of  Devonshire  (Mr.  M*Iver)  was  not 
altogether  satisfactory  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  for  it  cannot  certainly  be  a 
very  pleasant  thing  to  say  that  a  number 
of  Liberal  principles  have  been  laid  down 
as  applicable  to  this  case,  and  then  to  be 
told  that  every  one  of  them  have  been 
broken.  I  cannot  think  that  that  is  a 
very  pleasant  thing,  and  I  must  say  that 
with  regard  to  the  principles  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  laid  down  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  force  in  the  arguments  he 
has  put  forward.  I  do  not  wish,  how- 
ever, to  pursue  that  subject  further. 
I  would  rather  go  back  to  the  more 
general  proposition  which  has  been  put 
before  the  House.  The  Prime  Minister 
has  himself  admitted  that  a  debate  of 
this  nature  must  necessarily  take  a  very 
wide  turn.  Upon  these  occasions,  when 
it  is  necessary  to  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  a  statute,  it  is  customary  to  allow  the 
debate  to  take  a  wide  turn,  and  discuss 
the  whole  question  of  the  policy  of 
the  Military  Expedition.  On  tnis  occa- 
sion the  Military  Expedition  has  hardly 
been  seriously  challenged.  I  will  not, 
indeed,  enter  into  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Eichard),  because  I  am  satisfied  that 
no  circumstances,  to  his  mind,  would 
ever  justify  a  war.  Therefore,  I  can- 
not hope  to  satisfy  him ;  but.  Sir, 
if  any  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  ap- 
proach the  subject  with  a  desire  to 
ascertain  and  decide  from  the  facts 
whether  the  Expedition  was  legitimate 
or  not  he  will,  after  reading  the  Blue 
Book  which  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
distinctly  set  forth — that  that  Expedition 
has  been  amply  justified.  I  think  he 
will  find  in  the  Blue  Book  abundant 
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proof  of  great  patience  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  India,  and  great  self- 
control  and  self-restraint,  and'the  greatest 
possible  anxiety  and  desire  to  avoid  and 
overlook  causes  of  complaint  which  might 
have  led  to  a  collision.     A  collision  cer- 
tainly would  have  occurred  much  earlier 
if  there  had  been  any  desire  on  the  part 
of   the  Q-overnment  of  India  and  the 
Government  at  home  to  bring  matters 
to    a    climax.      But    the     time    came 
at  last  when  we  had   to  consider  not 
only  our  relations  with  KingTheebaw, 
but    the    character    of    his    relations 
with  other  Powers,  and  when  we  had 
also  to  consider  the  grievous  interference 
with  the  trade  of  Burmah,  which,  al- 
though I  do  not  propose  to  dwell  upon 
it    now,    certainly  required    the   most 
earnest  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.     Fortunately,  when 
the  time  came  for  dealing  with  the  case, 
the  Governor  General  who  had  to  deal 
with  it  was   a  man  who  could  not  be 
suspected  of  any  undue  leaning  on  the 
side  of   interference  outside  his  duty. 
The  Earl  of   Dufferin  was  not  a  man 
who  was  at  all  inclined  rashly  to  apply 
the   principles  of    any    one   particular 
political  Party  to  the  complex  system 
now  existing  in  India.   The  Earl  of  Duf- 
ferin calmly  and  carefully  considered  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  case  ;  and  I 
do  not  think  the  Prime   Minister  has 
done  more  than  justice  to  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin,  or  to  those  who  approve  of  his 
action,  when  he  said  that  the  steps  which 
they  took  in  vindication  of  the  duty  of 
England  to  Burmah  were  not  in  inten- 
tion in  any  way  aggressive.     But  when 
the  necessity  for  action  arose,  the  inte- 
rests of  humanity,  if  not  also  the  success 
of  the  Expedition,   required  that  our 
action  should  be  decisive,  and  that  we 
should  strike  quickly,  and  strike  home. 
I  come  now  to  the  second  point  which 
has  been  raised  in  the  debate  to-night 
— namely,  the  question  of  the  expense 
of  the  Expedition,   and  I  am  the  last 
person  to    say  that  the  House  is  not 
fully  entitled — nay,  more,  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely bound — to  scrutinize  very  care- 
fully any  questionable   expenditure  of 
this  description  before  allowing  it  to  be 
charged  upon  the  people  of  India.    "We 
are  trustees  for  the  people  of  India,  and 
are  bound  to  respect  our  trust,  and  to 
examine  all  matters  connected  with  ex- 
penditure  with  the   greatest  care.      I 
should,  therefore,  never  complain  of  any 
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complete  discussion  which  might  take 
place  in  this  House  when  such  proposals 
are  brought  before  it.   But  the  question 
we  have  to  consider  on  this  occasion  is, 
what  is  the  interest  of  India  in  the  Ex- 
pedition  which  has  just  taken   place ! 
Upon  that  subject  we  have  had  a  good 
deal  of  information.     We  were  advised 
by  the  Viceroy  of  India,  speaking  with 
all  the  authority  of  his  high  position, 
and  with  all  the  advantage  of  the  skilled  - 
advisers  who  surround  him — we  were 
told  by  him  that  the  interests  of  India 
demanded  the  annexation,  and  the  same 
view  has  been  taken  at  home.    ^All  the 
advisers  who  surround  the  Secretary  of 
State,  all  those  in  this  country  who  un- 
derstand the  relations  between  India 
and  Burmah,  were  of  opinion  that  this 
Expedition  was  founded  upon  justice, 
and  that  it  was  undertaken  in  the  inte- 
rests of  India  herself.     India's  interest 
in  the  matter  is  a  great  and  increasing 
one.  Our  trade  in  Burmah  was  not  only 
in  danger,  but  had  been  brought  to  a 
standstill  by  the  anarchy  which  prevailed 
in  Upper  Burmah.     The  danger  to  In- 
dian interests  was  real,  substantial,  and 
obvious ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
thing further  is  needed  than  the  con- 
tents of  the  Blue  Book  now  laid  before 
the  House    to  justify  the    Besolution 
which  the  Under  S^retary  of  State  for 
India  has  submitted  to  us.  -  But  then 
it  is  said — "  That  may  be  all  very  well ; 
but  can  you  justify  the  annexation  of 
Upper  Burmah?  "   It  may  be  said  that, 
although  the  Expedition  was  justifiable, 
the  annexation  was  not  so.     Upon  that 
subject  I  will  only  say,  in  answer,  that 
we,  who  advised  the  annexation  of  the 
country,  acted  only  with  the  utmost  care 
and   deliberation.     The   whole  matter 
has  repeatedly  been  before  the  people 
of  India,  and  the  India  Office  at  home. 
It  has   b^en   the  subject  of   constant 
communication  ofHcially,  and    what  ii 
called  at  the  India  Office   *'8emi-offi- 
cially,"  between  the  Viceroy  of  India 
and  my  noble  Friend  the  late  Secretary 
of   State    (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill). 
My  noble  Friend  was  perfectly  aware  of 
the  views  entertained  by  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin,   and  he  and  his  CoUeagoet 
were  thoroughly  well  acquainted  with 
all    the    arguments   which    had    beea 
urged  for  and  against  the  annexation  of 
Upper  Burmah.     And  it  was  our  deh'be* 
rate  opinion,  being  in  possession  of  all 
the  facts,  and  having  every  opportmuty 
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of  formiog  a  deliberate  conclusion  on 
the  matter,  that  the  annexation  ought 
to  take  place,  and  that,  in  mercy  to  the 
population  of  Burmah,  it  ought  to  take 
place  without  delay.      Our  conclusion, 
therefore,  was  that  Upper  Burmah  ought 
to  be  added  to  Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
I  understand  that  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  entirely  concur  in  that  opi- 
nion.    We  believed — and  no  doubt  they 
also  believe — that  anything  short  of  the 
annexation  of  Burmah  would  have  run  the 
risk  of  reproducing  within  a  very  short 
time  all  the  evils  which  have  prevailed 
during     past     years.        If     anything 
short  of  annexation  had  been  adopted, 
we  should  have  failed  in  our  duty  to  the 
people  of  India  and  of  Burmah.     Un- 
happily it  is  the  case  that  our  commer- 
cial   interests    in    that    country    have 
hitherto  been  prejudicially  affected  :  but 
we  hope  that  they  will  be  largely  bene- 
fited by  the    annexation  of    Burmah. 
That,  however,  has  not  been  the  main 
reason  for  the  annexation  ;  but  that  step 
has  been  primarily  dictated  by  a  desire 
to  serve  the  real  interests  both  of  India 
and   the  Burmese  people.      I  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend   the  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean),  who  addressed  the 
House  for  the  first  time  this  evening  in 
an  able  and  comprehensive  speech.    My 
hon.  Friend,    who,    from    a    thorough 
knowledge  of  the  subject  which  I  cannot 
pretend  to  rival,  spoke  of  the  policy  of 
annexing  British  Burmah,  and  expressed 
a  sanguine  hope  that  the  annexation 
would  prove  to  be  as  advantageous  as 
that  of  British  Burmah  in  the  past.   We 
certainly,  as  the  Government  who  ad- 
vised that  annexation,  did  so  in  the  hope 
and  belief  that  there  will  be  a  great 
development  of  trade  in  that  country. 
We  look  forward  not  only  to  the  pro- 
motion of  the  interests  of  that  country, 
but  of  those  of  England  and  India  also ; 
and  I  believe  that  hereafter  it  will  be 
recognized  that  the  step  which  has  been 
taken  was  necessitated  by  a  regard  for 
the  best  interesta  of  India,  and  could  not 
possibly  have  been  avoided  by  any  Go- 
vernmeot  in  this  country. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  heartily  supporting  the  Amendment 
which  has  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter).  The 
effect  of  the  Motion  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  is  simply  that  the 
Bevenuea  of  India  shall  be  charged  with 


the  expense  of  this  war ;  and  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  negative 
that  proposition,  and  to  provide  that  the 
Revenues  of  India  shall  be  charged  with 
no  portion  of  the  expense.     No  grounds 
have  been  given  why  the  expense  should 
not  be  charged  upon  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer beyond  the  general  ground  that 
charges  of  this  nature  have  usually  been 
thrown  upon  India.      Now,  when   the 
Address  in  reply  to  the  Queen's  Speech 
was  before  the  House  the  noble  Lord 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  asked  those 
hon.  Members  who  felt  very  strongly  as 
to  the  injustice  of  the  war  not  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  upon  the  Address,  but 
to  wait  until  a  Vote  was  asked  for,  and 
upon  that  Vote  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
the  Expedition  to  Burmah.  Hence  on  the 
question  now  raised,  whether  the  Reve- 
nues of  India  should  bear  the  charges 
which  have  been  incurred  in  the  war  in 
Burmah,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  enter 
fully  into  the  general  question  upon  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.   Friend   (Mr. 
Hunter).     I  entertain  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  war  was  altogether  unjustifiable. 
It  was  a  kind  of  freebooting  Expedition 
undertaken    against     Burmah — one  of 
the  wars  entered  into  at  the  instance 
of  those  modern  freebooters,  the  com- 
mercial Jingoes,  who  believe  that  they 
are  entitled  to  do  anything  in  the  name 
of  British  trade.     I  have  gone  carefully 
over  the  ^rounds  which  have  been  urged 
in  justification  of    the  steps  we  have 
taken,  and  I  cannot  see  that  there  has 
been  any  justification  given  for  them. 
I  admit  that  for  some  time  there  have 
been    strained    relations    between    the 
Court  of  Mandalay  and  ourselves ;  but 
if  hon.   Members  will  inquire  into  the 
causes  of   those   strained    relations,   I 
think  they  will  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  Court  of  Mandalay  was  not  to 
blame.      What  were  the  questions  in 
regard  to   which    those   strained    rela- 
tions   sprung    up    between    ourselves 
and    the    Court    of   Mandalay?    First 
of   all  there  was    the    shoe    question. 
Before   1878   the    Court  at    Mandalay 
had  exercised  its  rights,  and  had  pre- 
vented any  Ambassador  from  a  Foreign 
Power  entering  the  Presence  Chamber 
without  taking  off  his  shoes.     In   the 
East  that  was  not  considered  more  dis- 
honourable than   requiring  a  Member 
to   take  off   his  hat  on    entering  this 
I  Assembly ;  but  it  has  become  a  very 
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serious  matter,  and  is  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal causes  which  have  led  to  the  an- 
nexation of  Burmah.     I  do  not  think, 
however,  that  if  there  had  not  been  a 
change    of   Government    in    1880    the 
country  would  have  been  annexed  on 
that  pretext.    King  Theebaw  refused  to 
have  any  iutercourae  with  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  any  Foreign  Power  who 
did   not   comply  with    the   usual    ob- 
servances of    his  country.      That  had 
been  a  vexed  question  in  the  time  of 
King  Theebaw*s  Predecessor;  and  when 
King  Theebaw  came  to  the  Throne  a 
sense  of  irritation  sprang  up,  because, 
in  the  first  place,  our  Eesident  refused 
to  take  off  his  shoes  on  entering  the 
Presence  Chamber;   and,  secondly,  be- 
cause we  refused  to  give  him  the  right 
of    sending    an    Ambassador    to    this 
country.      This   may   be   considered  a 
small  matter  ;    but  it   is  well    known 
that  small  matters  seriously  affect  the 
dignity  of  small  States.    When  we  en- 
tered into  negotiations  with  the  King 
of  Burmah  he  complained  that  he  could 
only  have  official  communication  with 
this  country  through  a  gentleman  who 
was  Secretary  to  a  Commissioner ;  and 
his  first  Ambassador  was  not  allowed  to 
go  further  than  our  frontier.    In  1883, 
under  the  Governor  Generalship  of  the 
Marquess  of  Eipon,  negotiations  with 
regard    to    a    Commercial    Treaty,    as 
will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  Blue 
Book,  came  to  an  end.     At  that  time 
the  Burmese  Government  were  willing 
to  waive  many  of  their  claims  if  we 
had  conceded  their  right  to  send  an 
Ambassador  here ;  and  that,  I  believe, 
was  the  principal  ground  upon  which  the 
negotiations  broke  down.     But  surely  a 
question  of  this  kind  affects  the  King  of 
Burmah  as  much  as  it  would  any  other 
Monarch.      He    was    an    independent 
Sovereign  just  as  much  as  the  Emperor 
of  China  or  the  King  of  Siam.     Even  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar  has  made  similar 
complaints.     We  have  been  told  by  the 
noble  lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  that 
there  were  several  reasons  for  our  action 
which  led  to  the  war— that  there  had 
been  unprovoked  attacks  and  outrages 
upon  British  subjects  in  Burmah.    The 
noble  Lord  said  that  in  November,  1879, 
an  unprovoked  attack  was  made  upon  a 
British  steamer  lying  at  anchor  in  the 
Upper  Irrawaddy,  and  that  in  conse- 
quence the  Government  of  India  had 
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recommended  a  renunciation  of  all  en- 
gagements with  King  Theebaw.    Now, 
what  are  the  facts  of  that  case  ?    The 
facts  are,  a  Mahommedan  merchant  from 
Surat,  at  a  time  when  the  Biver  Irra- 
waddy was  crowded  with  vessels,  went 
on  board  the  Oolden  City,  and,  desiring 
to  go  to  a  part  of  the  vessel  which  he 
was  warned  had  been  newly  painted, 
was  refused.     He  persisted  in  making 
his   way,    and    a  disturbance    ensued, 
in  which  a  number  of  Burmese  ooollee 
went  to  the  assistance  of   the    inter- 
loper.     The    resistance    of   the    orew 
is  said  to  have  been  an  unprovoked 
attack  upon    British   subjects   by  the 
Burmese   Gt)vernment.     Can  anything 
be  more  absurd  ?    Nevertheless,  these 
are  the  kind  of  excuses  we  make  for 
sending  out  a  warlike  Expedition  and 
annexing  the  country.    It  is  also  said 
that  a  Scindian — a  Mahommedan — had 
been  subjected  to  an  unprovoked  at- 
tack in  connection  with  a  question  of 
trading.     The  fact  is  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Surat    merchant  he  was  fined 
10    rupees;    those    who    assisted    the 
aggressor  were  also  punished,  and  every 
redress  was  afforded  by  the  Burmese 
Government.     In  this  case  it  is  quite 
evident  that  the  real  object  was  simply 
to  get  an   excuse   for  raising   money 
from    Burmah.     It   appears   that  the 
salt    taken    into  Upper   Burmah    was 
taxed  at  a  lower  rate  than  that  which 
was  taken  into  Lower  Burmah,  and  the 
Government  of  Lower   Burmah    were 
anxious  to  place  a  6$,  duty  upon  salt 
going  into  Upper  Burmah,  in  order  to 
make  it  not  worth  while  for  people  to 
smuggle  the  salt  back  again.    This  so* 
called  outrage  was  made  to  allow  the 
Gt)vemment  to  unduly  tax  the  people  of 
Lower  Burmah  and  make  the  lives  of 
the  unfortunate  Burmese  harder,   be- 
cause there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
absence  of  salt  is  a  prolific  source  of 
disease  both  in  regard  to  human  beings 
and    cattle.       Having   gone   carefully 
through  the  Blue  Book,  I  must  confess 
that  I  see  nothing  in  the  evidence  which 
has  been  brought  before  us  that  is  not 
unimportant  and  trivial.   The  most  sub- 
stantial cause  of  complaint  was  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Burmese  in  connection  with 
the  miserable  squabble  with  the  Bom- 
bay-Burmah  Company.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter) 
has  shown  very  clearly,  ftom  the  de> 
spatches  which  ne  read  from  the  Sari  of 
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Dafferin  and  Mr.  Bernard,  that  up  to 
last  year  there  was  no  reason  or  pretext 
whatever  for  a  war  with  Burm^,  and 
that  up  to  that  period  Mr.  Bernard 
urged  the  GoTemment  of  India  not  to 
interfere.  There  is  one  quotation  I  will 
refer  to,  which  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
read,  which  states  that  there  were 
strong  Petitions  coming  from  the  Bur- 
mese Chamber  of  Commerce,  asking 
that  Upper  Burmah  should  be  annexed, 
because  the  trading  interests  were  suffer- 
ing from  the  state  of  affairs  in  Upper 
Burmah.  Upon  the  16th  of  January 
last  year  Mr.  Bernard  writes  that  Kiug 
Theebaw  was  not  nominally  an  ally  of 
the  British  Qovemment,  but  an  actual 
ally  ;  and  he  expresses  an  opinion  that 
at  least  it  was  questionable  whether  any 
Power  had  a  right  to  expect  that  it  would 
be  justified  in  sending  a  force  up  to 
Mandalay  and  expelling  King  Theebaw 
on  the  ground  that  his  subjects  were 
auffering  from  the  arbitrary  character 
of  his  rule.  Upon  this  point,  it  is  said, 
the  Viceroy  suggested  arbitration ;  but 
I  do  not  think  that  the  Viceroy  did  in 
reality  suggest  any  fair  mode  of  arbitra- 
tion.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  the 
merits  of  the  oase,  except  to  say  that 
before  the  Blue  Book  reached  me  the 
case  of  the  Burmese  Government  had 
been  sent  to  me.  I  can  see  no  justifica- 
tion for  the  action  taken  by  the  Trading 
Company.  When  the  question  arose  the 
Burmese  Government  sent  down  to  our 
frontier  station  for  information,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  determine  the  question, 
and  from  the  information  furnished  by 
the  British  officer  the  High  Court  of 
Burmah,  which  is  analogous  to  our 
House  of  Lords,  gave  their  decision 
upon  the  merits  of  the  case.  It  may  be 
that  the  Court  was  mistaken;  it  may 
be,  as  we  have  been  told,  that  the  evi- 
dence sent  by  our  officer  was  not  reli- 
able !  It  was  that  which  caused  all  the 
trouble.  What  was  to  be  the  character 
of  the  arbitration?  Mr.  Bernard  ad- 
mits that  he  did  not  desire  arbitration, 
for  fear  that  the  French  Consul  might 
be  appointed  the  arbiter.  The  kind 
of  arbitration  we  suggested  was  that 
the  Indian  Government  should  ap- 
point the  arbiter;  and  the  Burmese 
Government  were  asked  whether,  in 
that  case,  they  would  abide  by  the 
decision  ?  Practically,  it  was  to  be  an 
arbitration  in  which  the  arbiter  was  to 
be  appointed  by  one  of   the  parties. 


We  have  had  information  to-night  that 
the  Italian  Consul  was  suggested ;  but 
we  were  not  told  that  the  Italian  Consul 
was  the  agent  for  the  Italian  Company, 
and  agent  also  for  the  Bombay-Burmah 
Company— one  of  the  parties  in  the 
case.  We  are  told  that  higher  grounds 
of  policy  existed ;  but  from  the  de- 
spatches which  have  been  sent  by  the 
Earl  of  Dufferin  and  Mr.  Bernard  in 
this  Bombay  Company's  trading  dispute 
can  we  find  the  only  ground  for  our 
interference.  It  is  said  that  French 
adventurers  were  obtaining  concessions 
in  Upper  Burmah.  Why  should  not 
French  adventurers  have  just  as  much 
right  to  go  to  Upper  Burmah  and  obtain 
concessions  as  the  British  merchants, 
such  as  Price  and  Maxwell,  who  went 
there  and  obtained  concessions  ?  P*  Di- 
vide !  '*]  I  have  no  desire  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House ;  but  we  are  not 
going  to  allow  an  ancient  Monarchy  to 
be  annexed  without  offering  a  strong 
protest  against  it ;  and  we  do  not  intend 
to  allow  the  Indian  Government  to  be 
saddled  with  the  expenses  of  this  unjust 
war  without  raising  our  voice  in  protest 
also.  What  is  the  position  of  Burmah  ? 
Look  at  the  map.  The  idea  of  foreign 
interference  is  ridiculous,  seeing  that  the 
only  modes  of  entering  into  the  country 
by  means  of  the  Irrawaddy  and  Pegu 
Rivers  are,  practically,  in  our  hands. 
When  we  annexed  Pegu  we  obtained 
X>ossession  of  the  key  of  the  country, 
and  no  one  else  can  get  into  the  country 
except  with  our  knowledge  and  consent. 
Indeed,  one  accusation  made  against  us 
is  that  we  have  not  allowed  King 
Theebaw  to  obtain  sufficient  arms  to 
defend  himself.  To  be  told,  as  we  have 
been  to-night  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
others,  that  questions  of  high  policy 
come  in — that  to  allow  the  French  to  get 
a  position  in  Upper  Burmah  would  leave 
India  open  to  attack  and  weaken  our 
position  in  Lower  Burmah — all  this 
is  arrant  nonsense,  because  anyone 
studying  the  map  will  see  at  once 
that  we  hold  the  key  of  Burmah,  and 
that  our  Indian  Empire  is  no  more 
affected  than  China.  I  will  not  enter 
further  into  the  reasons  which  have  in- 
duced us  to  attack  Burmah,  or  the  rea- 
sons why  we  have  stolen  this  ancient 
Eingdom;  but  perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  say  a  word  upon  the  second 
part  of  the  question.  [**  Divide !  "] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  making  a 
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great  noise ;  but  I  must  be  permitted  to 
say  that  if  we  keep  Burmah  there  will 
be  two  classes  who  will  benefit  by  it — 
namely,  the  Anglo-Indian  officials,  who 
will  receive  pay  and  pension,  and  the 
English  merchants,  who  will  find  room 
for  further  trade.  But  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  poor  overtaxed  Indian  ryot, 
who  will  have  to  pay  for  the  annexa- 
tion, will  not  benefit  by  it;  and  that 
is  the  reason  "why  I  support  the 
Amendment,  and  am  of  opinion  that  the 
charge  ought  to  be  placed  upon  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  instead  of  the  In- 
dian Eevenues.  In  the  first  place, 
Burmah  is  not  a  portion  of  India.  To- 
night it  has  been  assumed  that  Burmah 
is  a  portion  of  India.  Now,  Burmah  is 
no  more  a  portion  of  India  than  China 
or  our  Malay  provinces;  and  we  might 
just  as  well  annex  China  and  Malay. 
The  Burmese  people  are  different  in 
race,  language,  and  customs,  and  every- 
thing else.  In  fact,  the  Burmese  are  a 
very  distinct  people,  and  occupy  a  very 
high  and  promising  position,  espe- 
cially when  compared  with  India.  The 
first  thing  which  struck  me  on  going  to 
Burmah  from  India  was  the  position 
which  the  women  occupy  there  as  com- 
pared with  that  which  they  occupy  in 
India.  In  India  they  take  no  part  in 
public  life ;  but  in  Burmah  the  ladies 
take  even  a  more  prominent  position 
than  the  men;  and  they  are  far  more 
civilized.  That  being  the  case,  and 
seeing  that  we  have  in  Ceylon  a  Crown 
Colony  very  similar  and  near  to  India, 
and  more  associated  with  Indian  in- 
terests than  Burmah,  why  not  make 
Burmah  a  Crown  Colony,  like  Ceylon, 
allowing  the  costs  to  be  defrayed  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  and  paid  back 
again  ?  The  people  of  Lower  Burmah 
have  been  agitating  this  question  for  a 
number  of  years;  and  we  have  now  a 
good  opportunity,  if  we  are  going  to 
take  possession  of  Burmah,  to  make  it  a 
Crown  Colony,  and  so  prevent  this  Bur- 
mese question  from  interfering  with  and 
complicating  the  very  difficult  problem 
of  India.  At  present  it  is  not  likely 
that  Burmah  will  be  able  to  pay  its 
expenses.  It  is  not  as  rich  as  Lower 
Burmah,  and  a  great  number  of  com- 
plicated questions  will  arise.  For  in- 
stance, the  King  of  Burmah  claims  to 
be  the  Suzerain  over  the  Shan  States. 
The  Suzerainty  over  those  States  is 
eqtudly  olaimed  by  Burmah,  Siam,  and 
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China.  I  am  also  afraid  that  the  an- 
jiexation  of  Burmah  will  open  up  the 
question  of  Yunnan,  and  that  we  shall 
be  told  that  as  the  people  of  Yunnan 
are  Mahommedans,  and  as  we  are  the 
largest  Mahommedan  Empire  in  the 
world,  we  ought  also  to  annex  that 
country.  It  may  further  be  stated  that 
we  require  Siam  in  order  to  keep  the 
French  out  of  it.  The  ryots  of  India 
are  strongly  opposed  to  the  annexation 
of  BurmaJi;  that  is  the  view  expressed 
by  the  Native  Press.  I  do  not  see  why 
the  Native  opinion  of  India  should  not 
be  considered  as  well  as  British  opinion 
in  connection  with  this  question.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  Prime  Minister  has  so 
changed  his  views  since  he  made  his 
first  speeches  in  Mid  Lothian,  and  I 
notice  with  regret  how  great  a  difference 
there  is  between  his  speech  to-night  and 
his  addresses  on  the  occasion  of  the  Mid 
Lothian  Campaign. 

Sib  EOPER  LETHBRIDOE  :  In 
rising  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fur 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter),  I  ask  for  the 
indulgence  which  this  House  always 
accords  to  a  Member  who  addresses  it 
for  the  first  time.  I  should  not  have 
presumed,  at  this  late  hour,  to  make 
this  claim  but  for  the  fact  that  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  is  one  of  special  interest,  not 
only  to  myself,  but  also  to  a  large 
number  of  my  constituents.  I  have 
passed  a  large  portion  of  my  life  in 
India,  which  is  the  country  more  imme- 
diately concerned  with  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member ;  and,  as  an  Anglo- 
Indian,  I  desire,  most  emphatically,  to 
express  my  entire  sympathy  with  the 
sentiment  which  I  believe  lies  at  the 
back  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  many  of  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  on  both  aides  of 
the  House  to-night — namely,  that  in 
affairs  of  combined  action  between  the 
Government  of  England  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  there  is  always  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  danger  lest  the  iotereeti 
of  the  weaker  Government  shoidd  be  some- 
times subordinated  to  the  interests  of  the 
stronger.  I  remember,  some  time  ago, 
that  tiie  Prime  Minister  illustrated  the 
action  of  the  two  Gt>yemmeat8,  wbea 
working  together,  by  thef  amousapologne 
of  the  giant  and  the  dwarf;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  the  dwarf 
— ^India — got  all  the  kicka,  while  ih0 
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giant — England — got  all  the  halfpence. 
I  confess  I  have  a  good  deal  of  Bjmpathy 
Tfith  that  opinion,  and  I  also  sympathized 
with  the  hon.  Memher  for  Oaithness- 
shire  (Dr.  Clark),  when,  just  now,  he 
deplored  the  change  of  opinion  which 
has  taken  place  on  the  part  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  was  most  disappointed  not 
to  hear  from  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
response  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  Mover  of  the  Amendment,  some 
definite  statement  of  a  hard-and-fast 
rule  by  which  we  in  Parliament  could 
judee  what  sum  should  be  paid  by  Eng- 
land, and  what  by,  India.  We  were 
told,  it  is  true,  that  Indian  Wars, 
broadly  speaking,  should  be  paid  for  by 
India.  I  think  that  was  the  expression 
of  the  Ptime  Minister.  Now.  I  maintain 
that  a  much  closer  and  more  definite 
rule  is  required  than  that.  A  rule  which, 
I  think,  is  a  very  just  one,  was  enun- 
ciated by  the  late  Viceroy  of  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Eipon)  when  he  stated  that 
wars  which  the  Government  of  India 
has  exercised  the  right  of  initiating,  and 
in  regard  to  which  it  has  been  able  to 
control  the  initiation,  the  Indian  Oo- 
vemment  should  be  compelled  to  pay 
for,  but  not  for  those  over  which  it 
has  had  no  control  whatever— as,  for 
instance,  the  case  of  the  Eg3rptiau 
Wars,  when  Indian  troops  were  em* 
ployed  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan.  At 
that  time  the  Indian  Government  had 
no  control  over  the  initiation  of  the  Ex- 
pedition ;  and,  therefore,  the  Marquess 
of  Bipon  urged  that  the  Indian  Exche- 
quer ought  not  be  called  upon  to  pay 
anything  towards  the  cost  of  that  war. 
With  that  I  entirely  agree,  and  hon. 
Members  will  remember  that  that  was 
really  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
Earl  of  Lytton  at  the  time  of  the  Afghan 
War.  It  was  then  stated  by  the  Earl  of 
Lytton  that  India  should  pay  for  the 
Afghan  War  because  the  Gt>vernment  of 
India  had  had  full  control  over  its  com- 
mencement. Now,  at  that  time  some  of 
the  Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  wished 
that  England  should  pay  at  least  a  por- 
tion of  the  expenses  of  the  war.  Well, 
the  feeling  of  many  Anglo-Indians,  and 
of  many  Indians,  was  ''  Timeo  DanaoB  et 
d^na  fer$titet ;  "  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  that  fear  has  been  realized  in  later 
wars.  But  now,  looking  at  the  ciroum- 
Btanoes  of  the  present  war,  I  would 
Tonture  to  put  before  the  House,  and 
to  appeal  to  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 


ment, whether  it  is  not  the  case,  with 
regard  to  this  war,  that  the  conditions  of 
Lord  Lytton  and  Lord  Eipon  have  been 
fulfilled,  and  that  the  Government  of 
India  has  had  full  control  over  the  initia- 
tion of  the  war?  Therefore,  it  can 
hardly  be  said  that  the  Government  <of 
India  can  fairly  put  forward  the  same 
claim — put  forward  rightly,  I  think,  at 
the  time  of  the  Egyptian  War — to  be 
excused  from  the  payment  of  the  cost. 
Still,  I  do  hope  that  the  result  of  the 
discussion  to-night,  and*  of  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter),  will  be  that 
some  Member  of  the  Government  will 
rise  in  his  place,  and  will  endorse  that 
opinion  of  the  Marquess  of  Bipon  and 
the  Earl  of  Lytton  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. I  turn  now  to  the  question 
which  was  largely  dealt  with  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  and  by  other 
speakers  as  to  the  general  policy  of  the 
war.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the 
war  was  a  merchants'  war.  That  is 
a  statement  which  I  entirely  deny.  I 
would  join  with  any  hon.  Member  of 
this  House  in  denouncing  a  war  that 
was  initiated  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
trade ;  but  if  there  is  one  thing  which 
has  been  brought  out  more  clearly  than 
another,  in  the  Papers  which  have  been 
laid  before  Parliament,  it  is  this — that 
every  Indian  authority,  from  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  British  Burmah  to  the 
Viceroy  of  British  India  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  have  all,  with  one  accord, 
absolutely  refused  to  listen  to  any  re- 
commendations of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce at  Ban  goon  or  anyone  else  who 
asked  them  to  engage  in  a  war  with 
Burmah,  or  to  annex  Upper  Burmah 
for  any  purpose  of  commerce.  The  hon. 
Member  himself  quoted,  as  a  proof  that 
the  war  was  objectionable  on  some  other 
ground,  the  very  language  of  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Burmah  (Mr.  Bernard) 
and  of  the  Viceroy  of  India  (the  Earl  of 
Dufferin),  in  which  they  distinctly  re- 
fused to  comply  with  the  requisition  of 
that  great  meeting  ot  the  Bangoon  mer- 
chants which  was  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Now,  these  are  the  very  autho- 
rities who,  not  much  later,  endorsed 
and  carried  out  the  principle  of  the 
policy  of  the  attack  upon  Upper  Bur- 
mah. What  was  it  that  had  happened 
in  the  meantime  to  produce  that  change  ? 
Why,  Sir,  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  had  changedi  and  the  change  is 
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we  should  mn  any  risks  of  serious  mis- 
takes being  made  by  the  Land  Hegistry 
which  woiUd  tend  to  draw  discredit  on 
the  Begistry  system.  I  must  say  I  think 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  and  the 
right   hon.  Baronet    the  Member  for 
Hampstead  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  have 
underrated  the  work  that  will  have  to  be 
done  by  the  Assistant  Hegistrar  if  this 
Bill  passes.    It  has  been  said  that  the 
work  of  the  Begistrar  is  not  merely 
Ministerial,  but  hardly  more  than — I  do 
not  recollect  the  exact  words  used — the 
work  of  a  clerk,  mere  work  of  detail. 
That  is  an  entire  misappreheuEion.    The 
work  that  has  had  to  be  done  by  the 
Begistrar,  in  many  instances,  has  been 
judicial  work  requiring  legal  training 
and  knowledge,  and  entailing  very  great 
responsibility.  It  involves  judicial  work 
as  to  the  effect  of  titles  and  putting  them 
on  the  Begister,  and  it  is  very  onerous 
work,  although  it  does  not  bring  much 
public  fame.     There  is  not  that  honour 
about  it  which  falls  to  the  lot  of  men 
when  they  have  to  appear  in  public. 
Everything  is  done  in  the  Office.    A 
great  deal  of  painstaking  is  involved, 
and  a  large  amount  of  scientific  know- 
ledge is  necessary  to  enable  the  Begis- 
trar to  discharge  his  duties  satisfactorily. 
With  regard  to  the  Assistant  Begistrar, 
he  has  been  holding  office  for  the  last 
24  years.     I  am  told,  and  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  it  to  be  the  fact,  that 
when  he  accepted  the  office  he  gave  up 
very  lucrative  work.    I  ask,  is  it  right, 
for  the  sake  of  cutting  down  the  Esti- 
mates, to  do  this  injustice  ?    Is  it  fair  to 
put  on  the  shoulders  of  a  man  who  has 
been  a  subordinate   these  responsible 
duties  without  increasing  his  remunera- 
tion ?  It  has  been  said,  and  I  know  there 
is  a  curious  notion  prevailing,  that  there 
is  nothing  to  do  in  connection  with  the 
Begistry.     It  is  true  that,  comparatively 
speaking,  there   have   been  very  few 
titles  registered ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  titles  registered  have  been 
accumulating  for  24  years,  and  that  there 
are  now  3,000  on  the  Begister.    I  would 
ask  any  Qentleman  with  any  knowledge 
at  all  on  the  subject  whether  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  when  a  title  is  once  on  the 
Begister  subsequent  transactions  under 
that  title  have  to  come  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Begistry  Office  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  gentleman  who  fills  the  post 
of  Begistrar?      There  are  3,000  titles 
registered,  and  all  transactions  in  regard 
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to  these— transfers,  mortgages,  and  other 
dealings — have  to  come  under  the  Begis- 
try Office.  There  are  a  large  number  of 
mortgages  which  involve  a  great  deal  of 
work.  I  should  not  have  risen  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  if  it  had 
not  been  stated  that  all  this  work  is  to 
be  put  on  the  Assistant  Begistrar  with- 
out increasing  his  salary.  If  the  Bill  is 
read  a  second  time,  I  shall  certainly  feel 
it  necessary  in  Committee  to  move  a 
clause  by  which  it  will  become  the  duty 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  the  Treasury, 
when  they  assign  these  additional  duties 
to  the  Assistant  Begistrar,  also  to  assign 
additional  remuneration. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell)  :  I  should  like  to  say 
a  word  or  two  on  the  Main  Question. 
The  first  Act  which  bears  on  this  sub- 
ject of  the  registration  of  titles  was  an 
Act  passed  in  1862,  and  was  followed  by 
the  Act  in  question,  which  was  passed 
in  1875,  at  the  instance  of  the  then  Liord 
Chancellor,  the  late  Earl  Cairns.  I  speak 
in  the  hearing  of  a  g^eat  many  hon.  and 
learned  Friends,  and  I  speak  the  opinion 
of  the  Profession,  when  I  say  that 
from  beginning  to  end  these  two  Acts 
were  signal  failures — that  they  have  cost 
this  country  a  great  deal  more  money 
than  they  are  worth,  and  that  they 
have  done  little  better  than  to  establish 
one  or  two  not  unimportant  sinecures. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Islington  (Mr.  Ince)  used  an  ex- 
pression which  was  a  strong  one  to  use, 
and  which  I  think  he  entirely  failed  to 
justify.  He  accused  the  Government  of 
a  breach  of  faith,  stating  that  when  the 
late  Government  were  in  Offioe  it  had 
been  their  intention  to  bring  in  a  general 
Bill  to  deal  with  the  whole  question  of 
Land  Transfer;  and,  as  I  understood 
him,  to  provide  for  the  Deputy  Begis- 
trar. That  was  intended  to  be  a  Bill 
much  wider  than  this ;  in  fact,  there  is 
little  connection  between  the  two  mat- 
ters ;  and  I  know  of  no  pledge  or  promise 
as  to  the  Deputy  Begistrar  in  relation  to 
it.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  says — 
<*  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  Mr.  Follett 
would  have  taken  £2,500a-yearfor  doing 
nothing  ?  "  Li  answer  to  that,  I  can  only 
say  that  if  the  duty  of  receiving  £2,600 
a-year  for  doing  little  or  nothing  is  csst 
upon  a  man,  most  men  will  find  it  a 
very  difficult  thing  to  refuse  the  bindra* 
There  is  very  little  real  work  to  do  in 
the  Offioe ;  and  the  advantage  the  oom* 
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munity  has  gained  by  it  has  been  very 
slight.  The  case  of  the  Deputy  Begis- 
trar  is  this — ^that  he  has  been  for  many 
years  acting  in  his  present  capacity  at  a 
salary  of  £1,500 ;  and  it  is  suggested,  or 
implied,  that  he  had  a  right  to  look  for- 
ward to  some  advancement.  Well,  I 
entirely  deny  the  suggestion  that  his 
acceptance  of  the  Deputy  Registrarship 
implied  that  the  Office  of  Begistrar  was 
to  be  kept  up  for  his  benefit  in  case  of  a 
vacancy  where  the  needs  of  the  public 
service  did  not  require  it.  I  deny  that 
any  public  servant  who  accepts  a  posi- 
tion accepts  it  under  any  such  implied 
promise.  I  should  be  inclined  to  say 
that  the  question  now  under  discussion 
is  not  germane  to  the  Bill.  The  course 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman  opposite  (Mr.  Ambrose)  as  to 
inserting  a  clause  in  the  interest  of  the 
Deputy  Registrar  may  or  not  be  re- 
gular; but  it  certainly  would  be  most 
irregular  to  attempt  to  stop  the  second 
reading  by  arguments  which  in  no  sense 
go  to  tne  merits  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  I  do  not  wish 
to  stand  long  between  the  House  and 
a  division,  if  there  is  to  be  one ;  because 
I  am  perfectly  sure  there  will  be  but 
one  result  of  the  division.  But  I  venture 
to  say,  as  a  man  having  some  little 
knowledge  of  this  Land  Registry  Office, 
that  if  there  is  one  complete  failure  in 
connection  with  legal  reform  it  is  in 
connection  with  this  Office.  Several 
persons  were  appointed  to  positions  in 
which  they  had  very  good  salaries,  and 
very  little  to  do.  Now,  an  opportunity  is 
afforded  us  of  making  alterations  by 
which  we  may  reduce  a  thoroughly  use- 
less staff.  To  talk  about  3,000  cases  being 
dealt  with  in  25  years  requiring  this  staff 
is  absurd — about  120  cases  a-year,  and 
two  and  a-half  a-week.  I  undertake  to 
say  that  any  efficient  and  respectable  firm 
of  solicitors  would  transact  the  whole  of 
this  business  for  £1,000  a-year,  and  con- 
sider themselves  exceedingly  well  paid. 
And  yet  we  find  the  Deputy  Registrar 
BQggesting,  through  an  hon.  Member  of 
this  House,  that  he  should  have  addi- 
tional remuneration.  The  whole  thing 
is  absurd.  I  hope  the  House  will,  by  a 
unanimous  vote,  show  they  quite  appre- 
mate  the  common  sense  of  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  in  supporting  this  Bill. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Os- 
BomiTE  Mobgan)  :   Tear  after  year  we 


have  been  told  that  this  Office  is  a  sine- 
cure, and  now  it  is  said  it  is  not.  What 
are  the  facts  ?  "Will  the  House  allow  me 
to  quote  what  was  said  by  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold  last  year,  who  did  not  overstate 
the  case  ?    That  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  Within  the  past  two  half-years  the  number 
of  new  estates  registered  in  this  Office  had 
been  six — two  in  one  half  and  four  in  the  other ; 
so  that  thisjfact  came  out — that  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  had  to  pay  £1,000  for  each  new 
estate  registered  in  this  Office.  Hon.  Members 
would  see  at  once  what  a  scandalous,  extrava- 
gant, and  wasteful  expenditure  of  money  there 
was  in  this  Department." — (3  Mantard,  [399] 
744.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com' 
mittid  for  To-morrow. 


MOTIONS. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACTS. 

MOTION  FOB  A   SELEOT  OOMMITTES. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  move  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed— 

"  To  inquire  into  the  operation  of  *  The  En- 
dowed Schools  Act,  1869/  and  the  amending 
Acts,  and  to  consider  and  report  how  far  it  may 
he  expedient  to  amend  the  powers  exercised 
under  them  by  the  Charity  Commissioners." 

I  only  wish  to  remark  that  a  Committee 
sat  last  year  upon  Charitable  Trusts, 
and  strongly  recommended  that  a  Select 
Committee  on  "The  Endowed  Schools 
Acts  "  be  moved  for  this  year.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella),  on  the  part  of 
the  Qovernment,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Henry  Holland), 
who  preceded  me  in  my  OflB.ce,  on  behalf 
of  the  late  Qoyernment,  recommended 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee.  I, 
therefore,  move  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  *  The  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
1869/  and  the  amending  Acts,  and  to  consider 
and  report  how  far  it  may  be  expedient  to  amend 
the  powers  exercised  under  them  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners.**— (iSir  Li/on  Flay  fair.) 

BIYEES  PUBinOATIOK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  for  the 
Purification  of  Riyers,  ordertd  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hastings,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Lord 
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Charles   Beresford,    Sir  W.    Guyor    Hanter, 
Genend  Sir  William  Crossman,  and  Ck)lonel 
Sandys. 
"R^MpretenUdt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  101.] 


^INES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conybcare,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Mining  Leases  and  Hoyal- 
ties,  the  payment  of  Miners'  wages,  and  the 
Inspection  of  Mines  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Conybeare,  Mr.  Borlase,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Blake, 
Mr.  Allison,  Mr.  Abraham  (Rhondda  Valley), 
Mr.  Mason,  and  Mr.  Saunders. 
'Bi)lpr99ent9d,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

HTDB  FABE  OOBNER  (nEW  STBEETS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Leveson  Gower,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  maintenance  of  the  New  Streets 
at  Hyde  Park  Comer,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Leveson  Gower,  Mr.  Fowler,  and  Mr. 
Broadlmrst. 
'BiXLpresentedfBSid.  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  103.] 

LEASEHOLDS  (FACILITIES  OF  PUBOHASE  OF 

FEB  simple)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lawson,  Bill  to  enable  the 
Leaseholders  of  Houses  and  Cottages  to  pur- 
chase the  fee  simple  of  their  property,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Puleston,  Colonel  Hughes,  Mr.  Holden,  and 
Mr.  Arthur  Cohen. 

"BiMpreeetUedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  104.] 

BBMOTAL     TEBMS     (bTTBOHS)     (SOOTLAIO)) 

AOT  (1881)    AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Bobertson,  Bill 
to  amend  '*  The  Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1881,'*  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Edmund  Bobertson,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay, 
and  Mr.  Eugene  Wason. 

"BTHlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  105.] 

OOBBUPT  PBACTIOES    (MUNICIPAL   ELEC- 
TIONS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Bill 
for  the  prevention  of  corrupt  and  illegal  prac- 
tices at  Municipal  Elections  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Edmund 
Bobertson  and  Mr.  W.  A.  Hanter. 

"BVIl  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  106.] 

lotchbn  and  befbe8hment  booms 
(house  of  commons). 

Committee  appointed,  **  to  control  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms, 
in  the  department  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms 
attending  this  House: — Mr.  Ago-Gabdnbr, 
Mr.  William  Corbet,  Sir  William  Hart 
Dtkb,  Mr.  Flower,  Mr.  Grenfell,  Mr. 
Herbert,  Viscount  Lewisham,  Mr.  Long,  Mr. 
Marjoribanks,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  Baron  de 
Rothschild,  Mr.  Shbil,  and  Mr.  John  Wilson 
(Durham).*'— (ifr.  AmoM  Morley.) 


OLEBE    LOANS   (iBELAND)    ACTS   CONTDOT- 

ANCE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Morley,  Bill  to  con- 
tinue the  Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Morley  and  Mr. 
Henry  Fowler. 
'Biilpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  107.] 

COAL   MINES  BEGTTLATION  ACT  (1872) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  0*Coimor,  BiQ  to 
amend  '*  The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1872,'* 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor. 
'B^Mpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  108.] 

BEAL  ASSETS  ADMINISTBATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  administration  of  Deceased  Per- 
sons* Estates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  M'Laren,  and  Mr. 
Molloy. 
WMpreeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  109.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'dook. 


<^%^^i«i>S^i^^M^i^^i^ 


HOUSE     OP    LORDS, 
Tuesday y  2Zrd  February ^   1886. 


NEW  PEER. 

Sir  Edmund  Beckett,  Baronet,  haring 
been-  created  Baron  Grimthorpe  of 
Orimthorpe  in  the  East  Biding  of  the 
county  of  York — Was  (in  the  uaoml 
manner)  introduced. 

Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 
NAVY— COAST  DEFENCES. 

QUESTION.      OBSEEYATIONS. 

ViscouKT  SEDMOUTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  will  lay  on  the  Table  the 
reports  of  Admiral  Hamilton  on  Coast 
Defences  and  on  the  Hoyal  Naval  Yolun* 
teer  Artillery  Corps;  also  reports  from 
any  other  officer  commif»sioned  to  inquire 
into  either  or  both  of  the  above  matters? 
said,  the  question  was  a  verr  important 
one,  and  he  was  anxious  about  it,  and 
thought  it  most  desirable  to  know  what 
the  action  of  the  Admiralty  was  likely 
to  be  in  this  matter.  Their  Lordships 
were  no  doubt  aware  that,  before  the 
dose  of  last  Session,  the  Admiralty  had 
taken  steps  to  inquire  into  this  matter ; 
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and  the  late  Administration  had  ap- 
pointed Admiral  Hamilton  to  inquire 
into  the  Coast  Defences  of  the  country, 
and  to  specially  report  upon  the  con- 
dition of,  and  the  prohable  services 
likely  to  be  rendered  by,  the  Naval 
Volunteer  Corps.  Admiral  Hamilton, 
however,  shortly  after  had  gone  to  China 
to  assume  the  command  of  the  Fleet 
there ;  but  he  (Yisoount  Sidmouth)  be- 
lieved that  his  Beport  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government.  He  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  noble  Marquess  to  give  the 
House  some  information  with  respect  to 
it,  as  soon  as  he  had  made  himself 
master  of  its  contents.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  late  Government, 
before  leaving  Office,  announced  their 
intention  of  granting  what  was  greatly 
required — ^namely,  a  capitation  grant  to 
the  members  of  the  corps  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  grant  was  given  to  mili- 
tary Volunteers.  He  desired  to  know 
whether  the  Government  were  prepared 
to  continue  and  to  extend  that  practice  ? 
He  should  like  to  point  out  to  their 
Lordships  that  the  present  condition  of 
the  Naval  Volunteer  Corps  was  not  such, 
either  in  nambers  or  in  position,  as  would 
be  naturally  expected  from  a  great  naval 
nation  like  Brimn.  He  understood  that 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrool^)  had  had  his  atten- 
tion called  to  the  subject,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  noble  £arl  was  favour- 
able to  the  capitation  grant  which  had 
been  subsequently  given.  From  that 
grant,  however,  there  had  been  deducted 
a  sum  of  money  for  raising  an  addi- 
tional corps  at  Greenock,  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Clyde.  He  could  not  understand 
how  it  was  that  out  of  a  naval  and  fish- 
ing population  around  our  coasts  num- 
bering, he  thought,  150,000  men,  a 
Volunteer  Force  of  only  2,000  men  had 
been  enrolled  for  the  defence  of  the 
coasts,  while  in  the  military  Volunteer 
syBtem  there  was  a  force  of  200,000  men 
in  a  very  high  state  of  efficiency.  He 
believed,  if  the  truth  were  known,  this 
was  caused  by  the  Admiralty.  Some 
years  ago  Sir  Thomas  Brassey  said  that 
at  least  10,000  to  15,000  men  ought  to 
be  and  would  be  readily  enrolled  among 
the  Naval  Volunteers.^  He  was  very 
enthusiastic  on  the  subject  at  that  time ; 
but  somehow  or  other  after  the  right 
lion«  Gentleman  had  got  into  the  Ad- 
miralty his  ardour  oooled,  eventually 
dying  away  altogether.    He  wished  to 


impress  upon  their  Lordships  that  the 
gentlemen  who  were  employed  in  this 
service  at  this  moment  spared  neither 
time  nor  money  to  make  themselves 
efficient  to  discharge  those  duties  which 
were  imposed  upon  them  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Those  duties  were  not  light, 
involving  as  they  did  training,  gun, 
rifle,  and  cutlass  drill,  rowing  in  boats, 
splicing,  &c.,  and  many  gentlemen  had 
done  a  great  deal  more  than  was  required 
of  them.  He  did  not  know  why  the 
Admiralty  should  wish  to  throw  cold 
water  on  this  naval  corps ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  there  was  a  feeling  that  there 
would  be  some  jealousy  on  the  part  of 
the  military  force.  He  did  not  for  him- 
self, however,  believe  that  such  a  feeling 
existed.  At  the  time  the  movement  was 
originated,  that  feeling  might  have 
existed ;  but  now,  if  military  men  were 
asked  what  they  thought  of  the  drill 
and  the  practice  of  the  Naval  Volunteer 
Corps,  he  thought  they  would  find  that 
their  opinion  was  that  those  men  and 
regiments  were  ready,  should  the  occa- 
sion arise,  to  undertake  a  leading  part 
in  the  defence  of  the  country.  It  was, 
in  his  opinion,  desirable  to  foster  the 
naval  spirit,  and  to  place  the  defence 
of  our  coasts  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
were  on  the  spot.  All  that  the  Admi- 
ralty appeared  to  have  done  before  the 
establisnment  of  the  capitation  ^ant 
was  to  supply  a  few  boats,  to  give  a 
gun  or  two,  and  to  give  permission  to 
drill,  at  the  same  time  allowing  a  ship 
or  so  to  be  used  when  a  suitable  vessel 
happened  to  be  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  seaport  town  where  the  force 
existed ;  but  the  restrictions  which  they 
placed  upon  those  who  enrolled  them- 
selves and  the  requirements  which  they 
exacted  were  very  severe  indeed.  He 
impressed  on  their  Lordships  how  im- 
portant it  was  for  our  naval  interests 
that  those  forces  should  be  encouraged, 
and  that  our  coasts  should  be  defended 
by  trained  men.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Marquess  would  be  kind  enough  to  lay 
the  Beports  he  had  referred  to  on  the 
Table  as  soon  as  h6  possibly  could. 

Movedf  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hooae 
Reports  of  Admiral  Hamilton  or  of  any  other 
officer  commistioned  to  inquire  into  Coast  De- 
fences and  the  Royal  Naval  Volnnteer  Artillery 
Corps."— (TA^  Viicount  Sidmouth,) 

Thb  FIEST  lord  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (The  Marquess  of  RiPOir),  in 
reply,  said,  he  would  not  follow  the 
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noble  Viscount  into  the  detaHs  which  he 
had  brought  under  the  notice  of  their 
Lordships.  The  noble  Viscount  was,  of 
course,  aware  that  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Ripon)  had  been  but  a  very  short  time 
at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty.  He  en- 
tirely admitted  the  importance  of  the 
subject  to  which  attention  had  been 
called ;  but  just  on  account  of  its  im- 
portance and  of  certain  complications  con- 
nected with  it,  it  required  much  attention 
and  careful  examination  from  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  before  they  came  to  any  final 
decision  with  respect  to  it.  He  was  cer- 
tain that  their  Lordships  would  not 
expect  him  to  offer  any  opinion  on  the 
question  before  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  it  with  his  Col- 
leagues at  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  His 
noble  Friend  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  en- 
trusted Admiral  Hamilton  with  the  duty 
of  making  a  careful  inquiry  into  the 
matters  to  which  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Viscount  related .  Admiral  Hamil- 
ton set  to  work  to  examine  carefully 
into  the  subject,  and  he  visited  various 
ports  with  the  object  of  reporting  upon 
their  defences.  Not  long  after  he  had 
begun  his  inquiry  Admiral  Hamilton 
was  appointed  to  a  command  in  the 
China  Seas,  and  had  to  leave  this  coun- 
try. Before  he  did  so,  however,  he 
sent  into  the  Admiralty  an  interim  Re- 
port, not  by  any  means  dealing  ex- 
haustively with  the  subject,  but  stating 
the  results  of  his  inquiry  and  the  views 
which  he  had  been  led  to  form  so  far  as  he 
had  had  time  and  opportunity.  The  late 
Board  of  Admiralty  appointed  as  his 
successor  Sir  Robert  Molyneux,  and  he 
had  been  engaged  in  completing  the  in- 
vestigation. Admiral  Hamilton's  Re- 
port was  sent  in  to  the  Admiralty  in  the 
course  of  last  autumn ;  but  it  was  not 
complete,  and  the  late  Board  thought  it 
better  to  wait  for  the  further  Report  of 
Sir  Robert  Molyneux.  He  believed  that 
Report  was  ready ;  but  it  had  not  been 
printed,  and  had  not  yet  been  before 
the  Board ;  and  in  those  circumstances 
he  would  ask  the  noble  Viscount  not  at 
present  to  press  for  these  Reports.  It 
would  be  for  the  public  interest  that  the 
matter  should  not  come  before  the  public 
in  an  incomplete  form.  The  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  took  certain  steps  in  re- 

Sard   to    the   matter  before  they  left 
^fflooi  and  the  present  Board  had  no  in- 
tention to  interfere  with  them ;  but  they 
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were  only  of  a  partial  nature,  becaofle 
Lord  George  Hamilton  thought  the 
Board  should  have  the  whole  question 
before  them  before  coming  to  any  final 
decision.  He  agreed  in  that  opinion, 
and  he  should  reserve  his  own  judgment 
until  the  Reports  were  complete  and  had 
been  considered,  and  then  he  would  lay 
them  on  the  Table. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked,  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  to  con- 
tinue the  capitation  grant  ? 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  assented. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with" 
drawn. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FORCE- 
DEPARTMENTAL   COMMITTEE 
OF   1879. 

QX7ESTI0KS.      OBSEBVATIOKS. 

Viscount  ENFIELD,  in  rising  to  aak, 
Whether  in  the  year  1 879  a  departmental 
committee  was  appointed  by  the  tb«i 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the 
constitution  and  condition  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force ;  and,  if  such  a  re- 
port were  made,  whether  there  will  be 
any  objection  to  present  the  same  to 
Parliament  ?  said,  that  he  believed  the 
inquiry  to  which  he  referred  was  con- 
ducted by  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley 
and  Mr.  Maule,  an  eminent  Queen's 
counsel,  and  that  their  Report  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Home  Office.  Whether 
they  alluded  to  the  efficiency  or  non- 
efficiency  of  the  force  he  did  not  know ; 
but,  considering  the  events  of  the  past 
fortnight,  and  the  excitement  existing  in 
the  public  mind  on  the  subject,  it  would 
be  satisfactory  and  acceptable  to  Parlia- 
ment and  the  public  generally,  when 
they  had  reason  to  believe  that  there 
was  an  exhaustive  and  very  able  Report 
of  an  inquiry  by  two  gentlemen  ^Uy 
acquainted  with  the  subject  in  the 
archives  of  the  Home  Office,  that  it 
should  be  presented  to  Parliament,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  Gt>vemment  would 
see  their  way  to  lay  it  on  the  Table. 

VisoouOT  MIDLETON  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  whether  any  and  what 
communication  had  passed  between  the 
chief  officers  of  police  and  the  Home 
Office  in  former  years,  upon  the  subject 
of  the  danger  of  permitting  sudi  de- 
monstrations as  took  place  on  Monday, 
the  8th  of  February,  and  on  Sunday 
last,  and  of  the  difficulty  of  oontroUisg 
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them  ?  It  would  be  a  great  satisfaction 
if  his  noble  Friend  who  represented  the 
Home  Office  found  himself  in  a  position 
to  lay  any  such  Paper  upon  the  Table 
without  injury  to  the  Public  Service. 

LoBD  A  HERD  ARE  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that  a  Departmental  Inquiry  was 
made  in  1879,  and  he  remembered  also 
that  another  JDepartmental  Inquiry  was 
made  in  1868  by  his  Predecessor  (Vis- 
count Oranbrook)  into  the  constitution  of 
the  XK>lice.  Two  of  the  Members  of  that 
Committee  were  Sir  Henry  Thring  and 
Sir  James  Fergusson.  They  made  an  im- 
portant Report,  and  he  (Lord  Aberdare), 
haying  succeeded  to  the  Office  of  Home 
Secretary,  had  great  pleasure  in  adopting 
some  of  their  recommendations.  One  of 
the  principal  recommendations  was  that 
London  should  be  divided  into  four  dis- 
tricts, with  a  Superintendent  for  each, 
one  of  whom  was  Colonel  Pearson. 
Shortly  after  that  Report  Sir  Richard 
Mayne  resigned  the  office  of  Chief  Com- 
missioner, and  it  became  his  (Lord  Aber- 
dare's)  duty  to  select  a  successor,  and  he 
selected  Sir  Edmund  Henderson.  That 
being  the  case,  their  Lordships  might 
like  to  hear  a  few  words  from  him  with 
respect  to  the  manner  in  which  Sir  Ed- 
mund Henderson  had  performed  his 
duties.  The  career  of  Colonel  Hender- 
son had  already  been  a  distinguished 
one,  and  the  circumstances  which  led  to 
his  introduction  into  the  Public  Service 
were  rather  remarkable.  He  had  been 
employed  as  a  young  officer  of  Engi- 
neers in  settling  the  boundaries  between 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick.  Hav- 
ing performed  that  duty  with  considerable 
personal  risk  and  severe  suffering,  he  was 
subsequently  employed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  laying  out  the  line  between  St. 
John's  and  Canada.  The  impression 
produced  by  his  capacity  shown  in  these 
tasks  upon  Earl  Grey,  the  then  Colonial 
Minister,  was  such  that  he  appointed 
him  to  superintend  the  last  of  our  penal 
Colonies  in  Western  Australia ;  and  he 
was  there  for  13  years,  when  he  re- 
turned home.  In  1863  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, consisting  of  some  of  the  ablest 
men  in  the  country,  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  secondary  punishment.  It 
was  presided  over  by  Earl  Ghrey. 
While  the  Commission  was  sitting.  Sir 
Joshua  Jebb,  who  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Convict  Department,  died  suddenly ; 
and  then  a  step  was  taken  which  was, 
perhaps,  unique  in  our  administrative 


history.  The  Members  of  the  Royal 
Conmiission  sent  to  Sir  George  Grey, 
who  was  then  Home  Secretary,  a  sort  of 
round-robin,  in  which  they  mentioned  to 
him  the  very  great  impression  which  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson  had  produced  upon 
them  by  the  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
and  by  the  ability,  sagacity,  and  energy 
he  had  shown,  and  by  the  success  he  had 
achieved  in  the  difficult  department  he 
had  so  long  managed,  and  they  recom- 
mended the  serious  consideration  of  his 
claim  to  be  appointed  successor  to  Sir 
Joshua  Jebb.  The  recommendation  was 
recognized,  and  for  six  years  afterwards 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  was  at  the  head 
of  the  Convict  Department.  In  1869  he 
(Lord  Aberdare)  had  to  choose  a  suc- 
cessor to  Sir  Richard  Mayne,  and  he 
selected  Sir  Edmund  Henderson,  who 
for  17  years  since  had  been  at  the  head 
of  the  police.  During  that  time  he  (Lord 
Aberdare)  was  in  Office  for  upwards  of 
four  years  as  Home  Secretary,  and  in  that 
time  very  important  changes  were  made, 
which  he  should  have  no  difficulty  in 
showing  conduced  to  a  speedy  diminu- 
tion of  crime  in  London.  These  changes 
were  made  quietly  and  without  any 
flourish  of  trumpets  by  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson,  and  with  the  approval  of  the 
Home  Office.  He  would  mention  one  of 
the  changes  for  the  improvement  of  the 
efficiency  of  the  police.  At  the  time  he 
had  named  the  number  of  the  detective 
police  employed  in  the  Metropolis  was 
17 ;  but  Colonel  Henderson  recom- 
mended a  change,  which  had  led  to  very 
important  results  and  to  great  advan- 
tage to  the  public.  To  each  of  the  de- 
partmental divisions  of  the  police  a  force 
of  detectives,  to  about  the  number  of 
20,  was  added.  They  were  selected 
from  the  main  body  of  the  police,  and  if 
they  proved  efficient  they  were  retained, 
but  if  inefficient  they  were  returned  to 
the  ordinary  police,  and  so  a  supply  of 
efficient  men  was  maintained.  Now,  he 
(Lord  Aberdare)  had  heard  with  deep 
regret  of  the  resignation  of  Sir  Ed- 
mund Henderson ;  and  while  the  Press, 
on  the  whole,  had  been  very  fair  as 
to  the  conduct  of  that  gentleman,  he 
observed  it  had  been  said  that  the 
police  had  fallen  off  very  much  since 
the  days  of  Sir  Richard  Mayne  in 
1868,  and  that  the  force  was  not  now,  as 
then,  an  object  of  pride  and  congratu- 
lation. TVhether  that  was  so  or  not  he 
thought  would  be  deoided  by  a  very  few 
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figures,  which    he  would  give.      The 
population  of  the  Metropolitan  district 
in  the  year  Colonel  Henaerson  entered 
upon   his   office    was    over   3,563,000. 
In  1884  the  population  was  5,147,000, 
showing  an  increase  of  1,584,000,  which 
by  itself  exceeded  the  population  of  any 
three  other  cities  of  the  Empire.    What 
had  been  the  state  of  serious  crime  in 
those  years?    In  1869  the  number  of 
felonies  committed  and  reported  in  the 
Metropolitan  police  district  was  21,529. 
After  the  lapse  of  15  years,  and  not- 
withstanding the  increase  of  the  popula- 
tion by  1,500,000,  the  number  of  serious 
crimes  committed  in  London  was  fewer 
by  218,  the  number  being  21,311.     To 
attribute  that  result  wholly  to  the  in- 
creased vigilance  of  the  police  would  be 
ridiculous,  for  they  knew  that  a  good 
many  causes  had  contributed  to  bring  it 
about.     He  would  put  the  question  of 
the  efficiency  of  the  police  to  another 
test — ^namely,  the  number  of  apprehen- 
sions of  criminals.     The  number  of  ap- 
prehensions in  1869  with  reference  to 
tiiiese  21,500  felonies  was  10,088.    In 
1884  the  number  of  apprehensions  on 
the  smaller    number    of  felonies   was 
12,995,   being   an   increase    of    2,907. 
The  proportion  of  felonies  to  the  popu- 
lation  in    1869   was   6  042.     In   1884 
it  was  4*140,   or  a  decrease  of  about 
80  per  cent.     Not  only  was  this  the 
case,  but  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  had 
had  the  management  of  a  larger  popu- 
lation and  a  larger  force.    The  annual 
addition  from  one  year  to  another  to  the 
population  of  this  larger  Metropolis  was 
about  70,000.     The  streets  added  every 
year  were  50  miles  in  length,  and  the 
I^olice  Force  had  increased  from  about 
9,000  to  very  nearly  18,000.     Judged  by 
any  test  they  plecused,  the  position  of 
the  force  at  this  moment  was  better 
and  sounder  than  it  had  been  at  any 
previous  time.      Whether  with  reeard 
to  the  number  or  the  quality  of  those 
who  offered  themselves  for  employment, 
the  number  of  punishments  for  misoon- 
duct,  or  the  number  of  those  who  re- 
tired from  causes  of  dissatisfaction,  in 
every  one  of  these  respects  there  had 
been  a  very  considerable  improvement 
in  the  itatue  and  condition  of  the  police. 
In  1884  the  number  of  voluntary  resig- 
nations was  only  167,  being  the  smallest 
number  ever  known.    During  the  last 
17  years,  moreover,  there  had  been  cir- 
ouniBtances  of  great  anxiety.    In  1870 
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there  was  a  great  increase  of  wages  all 
over  the  country,  and  thepolicenatorallj 
looked  for  a  share  of  the  increase.    But 
there  was  some  delay  in  the  matter; 
for  a  Public  Department  could  not  in- 
crease the  salaries  of  its  employ U  on  the 
occasion  of  every  increase  of  wages  in 
the  country,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
it  was  impossible  to  decrease  them  when 
wages  fell.     The  consequence  of  the 
delay  was  misconduct,   recklessly  sup- 
ported  by    persons  of   some    position 
uncoittiected  with  the  force.    The  mu- 
tiny was,  however,   suppressed,  and  a 
fresh  arrangement  of  salaries  was  made. 
A  careful  inquiry  was  made  at  the  time, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  action  then 
taken  there  had  been  no  dissatisfaction 
since.    There  had  also  been  in  these  17 
years  many  great  public  manifestations 
under    circumstances    of   considerable 
anxiety ;  and,  with  the  one  recent  excep- 
tion,  none  of  those   g^eat  displays  of 
material  forces,  which  were  intended,  in 
many  oases,  to  alarm  the  population, 
and  especially  what   they  termed  the 
aristocratic  population,  had  led  to  any 
serious  disturbance.     In  all  this  time 
there  had  been  no  disturbance  of  the 
peace,  except  in  cases  so  insignificant  as 
not  to  be  worthy  of  notice.    He  could 
fully  enter  into  the    feelings  of  thoae 
who  objected  to  have  the  order  of  the 
streets    disturbed    by    such    immense 
crowds;  but  it  was  to  be  remembered 
that  up  to  the  other  day  no  evil  conse- 
quence  had   happened.     He  was  not 
going  to  ask  why,  after  so  signal  a  anc- 
cess  of  1 7  years,  there  had  been  so  si^al 
a  failure  in  dealing  with  the  late  riotous 
outbreak.     He  quite  admitted  that  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  the  personal  safety  of 
individuals  or  of  property  had  been  en- 
dangered by  any  want  of  vigilance  on 
the  part  of  the  police  some  signal  eoK- 
ample  ought  to  be  made ;  but  what  he 
did  ask  their  Lordships,  and  through 
them  the  public,  was  to  remember  that 
this  officer,  who  was  now  retiring  in  cir- 
cumstances   most    painful  to  himself, 
had,  since  the  year  1850,  filled  pnbHe 
employments  with  remarkable  suooess ; 
that  under  his  administration  the  oon- 
duct  of  the  police  had  been  such  as 
to  assist  other  causes  in  producing  an 
extraordinary  reduction  of  crime ;  and 
that,  at  the  same  time,  increased  vigi- 
lance and  efficiency  had  been  shown  by 
a  larger  number  of  apprehensions  ana 
of  punishmentSi  whion  were  a  means  id 
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preventiiig  crime.  He  awaited  with 
confidence  the  result  of  the  inqniry, 
which  was  being  conducted  by  men  of 
high  integrity  and  intelligence.  What- 
ever that  result  might  be,  they  must 
accept  it  as  the  final  statement  as 
to  this  most  lamentable  affair.  What- 
ever it  might  be,  whether  it  reflected 
severely  or  not  upon  the  individual 
action  of  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  on 
that  occasion,  he  did  not  think  it  ought 
to  make  them  insensible  to  a  career  of 
long  public  utility,  which,  up  to  this 
time,  had  secured  the  respect  of  his 
fellow-citizens  and  of  the  various  emi- 
ment  men  who  had  presided  over  the 
Department. 

toBD  THURLOW,  replying  for  the 
Home  Department,  said :  My  Lords,  I 
have  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Enfield), 
that  he  is  per^tly  accurate  in  saying 
that  in  the  year  1879  a  Departmental 
Oommittee  was  appointed  by  the  then 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) 
to  inquire  into  and  report  as  to  the 
situation  and  condition  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force.  That  Oommittee 
was,  however,  a  purely  Departmental 
Oommittee ;  and  its  Beport,  as  is  usual 
in  such  cases,  partakes  very  largely  of 
the  nature  of  a  confidenticd  document. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  am  in- 
structed to  say  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible for  the  Home  Office  to  lay  the 
whole  of  that  Beport  upon  the  Table  of 
your  Lordships'  House.  I  am  further 
instructed  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  pending  the  exten- 
sive inquiry  about  to  be  made  in  the 
matter,  the  exact  scope  of  which  he  will 
explain  very  shortly  to  Parliament,  it 
would  not  be  expedient  or  in  the  interests 
of  the^Public  Service  to  lay  this  Eeport, 
at  the  present  moment  at  all  events,  on 
your  Lordships'  Table.  With  regard  to 
the  remarks  made  by  the  noble  IJord 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  who  was 
himself  Home  Secretary  for  some  time, 
I  trust  he  will  not  consider  me  wanting 
in  respect  if  I  am  not  able  to  follow,  at 
the  present  moment,  the  current  of  his 
observations.  But  I  will  confine  myself 
to  assuring  him  that  I  feel  perfectly  con- 
fident that  his  observations  will  receive 
the  very  careful  consideration  of  the 
Home  Secretary. 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

hall  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  2Zrd  February^  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct  OoMXTrm  —  Public 

Accounts,  nominatedn 
Public  Bills — Ordered — Mines  Rating.* 
Second  Eeaditiff — Referred  to  Select  Committee^ 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment 

[60]. 

QUESTIONS. 


SPEECHES  AT  POLITICAL  MEETINGS 
—SPEECH  OF  MR.  CHAMBERLAIN  AT 
BIRMINGHAM—"  RANSOM." 

VisooxTNT  GRIMSTON  gave  Notice 
that  he  would,  on  Thursday,  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Boardy  Whether  the  following  words 
from  the  speech  delivered  by  him  at 
Birmingham  on  January  5,  1885,  and 
published  in  the  authorized  edition  of 
his  speeches,  were  correctly  reported  :— 

**  But  then,  I  ask,  what  ransom  will  property 
pay  for  the  security  it  enioys,  what  substitute 
will  it  find  for  the  natural  rights  whioh  have 
ceased  to  be  recognized?  Society  is  banded 
together  in  order  to  protect  itself  against  the 
instincts  of  those  of  its  members  who  would 
make  very  short  work  of  private  ownership  if 
left  alone;  *' 

and  whether,  having  regard  to  the  ut« 
terances  of  the  Social  Democratic  leaders 
on  the  occasion  of  the  recent  riots,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  still  adhered  to 
that  opinion  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ohamberlain)  :  In  order  to  save  the 
time  of  the  House,  I  beg  to  say  that 
the  extracts  now  read  are  perfectly  cor- 
rect, and  that  I  adhere  to  them. 

SPEECHES  AT  POLITIOAL  MEETINGS 
—MR.  THOMAS  HUGHES. 

Mb.  JOHNS  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  of  a  speech,  made 
by  His  Honour  Judge  Thomas  Hughes 
at  a  political  meeting  held  at  Chester  on 
the  29th  ultimo,  in  which,  as  reported 
by  The  Leeds  Mercury  of  the  dOth  Janu- 
ary last  and  other  newspapers,  the 
following  language  was  used,  he  spoke 
as  follows : — 

"That  our  Country  was  in  danger,  and  it 
was  time  for  them  to  stand  side  by  side.  They 
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came  there  Liberals,  and  he  was  a  Liberal  of 
thirty  years  standing,  and  he  was  just  as 
staunch  now.  They  came  there  to  make  the 
confession  that  they  had  not  kept  their  public 
men  up  to  the  mark,  to  confess  that  some  of 
their  leading  men  had  been  making  a  *  Dutch 
auction '  of  infamy  of  this  Irish  Question ; " 

whether,  considering  that  his  honour 
Judge  Thomas  Hughes  is  a  Judge  of 
County  Courts,  the  Goyernment  have 
taken  his  speech  into  consideration; 
and,  whether  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  been  drawn  to  it  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Chaeles  Russell):  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Mr.  Hughes,  in 
which  he  states  that  the  meeting  in 
question  was  not  a  political  meeting 
in  the  ordinary  sense  of  those  words — 
that  is,  it  was  not  a  political  meeting  of 
one  Party  in  politics,  but  that  there 
were  a  number  of  gentlemen  present 
belonging  to  the  two  great  political 
Parties.  I  have  brought  the  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  also  the  statement  of  the  County 
Court  Judge,  and  he  does  not  feel  called 
npon  to  take  any  further  notice  of  the 
matter. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  was  not 
the  meeting  of  the  so-called  Irish  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  League  called  for  the  pur- 
pose of  resisting  such  changes  in  the 
relations  between  England  and  Lreland 
as  had  been  over  and  over  ag^in  fore- 
shadowed by  the  Prime  Minister  ? 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL:  I  am 
not  able  to  answer  that  Question,  as 
I  have  no  information ;  but  I  believe  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  meeting  was  presided 
over  by  a  noble  Duke,  who  is,  or  was,  a 
Member  of  the  Liberal  Party. 

COMMISSIONERS    OF   IRISH  LIGHTS— 
LIGHl'HOUSE  KEEPERS. 

Mb.  DONALD  SULLIVAN  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether,  in  July  last,  the  lighthouse 
keepers  on  the  Irish  Coast  sent  in  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  a  peti- 
tion praying  to  be  placed  on  the  same 
scale  as  regards  pay  as  the  keepers  on 
the  Scotch  and  Enffiish  Coasts ;  whether 
a  reply  has  since  been  returned  to  the 
petition ;  if  not,  on  what  ground ;  and, 
when  the  Commissioners  will  be  able 
to  make  up  their  minds  on  the  question, 
and  announce  the  result  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundblla)  : 
The  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  last 
month  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 

JBr.Johm 


for  staiuioiy  sanotioD,  a  proposal  for 
certain  increased  allowances  being  paid 
to  the  light  keepers  in  their  service. 
That  proposal  is  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Com* 
missi oners  have  been  asked  for  further 
details  and  information,  which  have  not 
yet  come  to  hand. 

AUSTRALIA  AND  NEW  ZEALAND— 
THE  PARCEL  POST. 

Mb.  SPENSLEY  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  contemplated,  at  an  early  date,  to  ex- 
tend the  facilities  of  the  Parcels  Post 
to  Australia  and  New  Zealand  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb),  in  reply, 
said,  the  matter  was  under  considera- 
tion, the  Postmaster  General  having 
already  been  in  communication  with  the 
authorities  in  Australia  and  New  Zea- 
land. It  was  hoped  an  answer  would 
shortly  be  received,  as  definite  propoeala 
had  been  made  to  the  Colonial  Qovem- 
ments. 

ROYAL   IRISH    CONSTABULARY— THE 
FORGE  AT  MULMNGAR. 

Mb.  TUITE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irdand, 
Whether  there  is  at  present  in  the  town 
of  Mullingar  a  force  of   about  forty 
constabulary    occupying  two    separata 
barracks,  and  if  this  force,  in  i»opor- 
tion  to  the  population   of    the   town, 
4787,  together  with  the  peaoefulness  of 
the  locality,  is  far  in  excess  of  wIuU  is 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  order ; 
whether,  in  consideration  of  the    ab- 
sence of  serious  crime  generally  throng* 
out  the  entire  county  of  Westmeath, 
the  extra  constabulary  force  will  now  bo 
withdrawn  from  the  county,  and   tlio 
second  barracks  at   Mullingar,   whiok 
was  established  within  the  past    fire 
years,   abolished;    and,  whether  it   is 
true  that  the  said  force  at  Mullingar  is 
frequently  employed  by  the  county  in- 
specter  and  other  constabulary  offioevm 
at  Mullingar  at  other  duties  tium  those 
connected  with   the  constabulaiy 
▼ice?     

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Joj 
Mobley)  :  The  poHoe  force  at  MuHxni 
consists  of  29  men,  and  it  is  not 
sidered  too  large  for  the  requirements 
of  the  place.  They  are  temporarily 
located  in  two  buildings  for  sanitaiy 
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reasons;  bat  it  is  in  contemplation  to 
build  a  new  peimanent  barrack.  The 
extra  force  of  the  county  at  present 
numbers  36.  The  question  of  reducing 
it  is  periodically  considered,  and  50  men 
have  been  struck  off  since  August,  1884. 
It  is  not  considered  possible  to  make  a 
further  reduction  now.  I  am  assured 
that  there  are  no  grounds  to  suppose 
that  the  men  in  MuUingar  are  impro- 
perly employed. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
RIOT  AT  ARMAGH. 

Me.  ALEXANDEE  BLAINE  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  at  the  foot 
of  Scotch  Street,  Armagh,  on  the  night 
of  2nd  February  1886,  Mr.  Hamilton, 
II.M.,  permitted  a  ** loyal  minority" 
mob  to  collect  with  threats  and  menaces 
within  four  paces  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  under  his  command  with- 
out any  attempt  at  their  dispersal ;  and, 
whether,  in  consequence  of  his  neglect 
of  duty,  the  formation  of  the  Oonsta- 
bulary  was  broken  up  by  the  mob 
assaulting  them  with  yiolence,  knocking 
some  of  them  down  and  kicking  their 
helmets,  breaking  the  teeth  of  others, 
ftc. ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  cause  the  removal  from  office 
of  Mr.  Hamilton,  B.M.,  and  District 
Inspector  Bailey  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  It  appears  that  a  dis- 
turbance took  place  in  Armagh  on  the 
night  of  the  2nd  instant,  consequent  on 
the  election  excitement ;  22  persons  have 
been  made  amenable,  and  will  appear 
before  a  Special  Court  of  Petty  Sessions 
to-morrow.  Elaborate  precautions  were 
taken  to  prevent  a  conflict  between  the 
opposing  parties,  and  this  was  happily 
onected.  Mr.  Hamilton,  B.M.,  was  not 
present  when  the  disturbance  arose,  and 
the  District  Inspector  was  on  duty  in 
another  part  of  the  city,  but  arrived  on 
the  scene  in  time  to  take  part  in  dis- 
persing the  crowd. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
MALICIOUS  BURNING  AT  NEW- 
CASTLE  WEST,  CO.  LIMERICK- 
COMPENSATION. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  {Lime- 
rick,  West):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Irelandi  Whether  a  quantity  of  hay. 


the  property  of  Nicholas  Darcy,  of 
Churchtown,  Newcastle  West,  county 
Limerick,  was  burned  on  the  1st  of 
October  last,  and  if  it  is  true  that  the 
property  of  Darcy  was  under  police 
protection  at  the  time ;  whether  a  claim 
for  compensation  for  tbe  loss  of  his  pro- 
perty, amounting  to  £540,  was  made  by 
Darcy  to  the  presentment  sessions  held 
at  Newcastle  West  on  the  3 1st  of  De« 
cember  last,  and  if  the  application  was 
rejected  in  consequence  of  the  sworn 
testimony  of  a  man  employed  by  Darcy, 
named  John  Connors,  to  the  effect  that 
he  had  set  fire  to  the  hay,  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  Bose  Darcy,  which  evidence  was 
corroborated  by  another  witness  named 
Jeremiah  McCarthy,  also  in  the  employ- 
ment of  Darcy  at  the  time  of  the  burn- 
ing ;  whether  Connors  was  subsequently 
arrested  and  charged  with  arson  at  a 
special  court  held  in  Newcastle  West  on 
the  4th  of  January  last,  before  Colonel 
Persse,  B.M.,  when  McCarthy  swore  to 
having  seen  Bose  Darcy  supply  Connors 
with  oil  and  matches,  and  that  he  then 
set  fire  to  the  hay;  whether  Colonel 
Persse  adjourned  the  court  to  the  1 1th  of 
January,  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
Eose  Darcy  as  a  witness,  notwithstand- 
ing a  strong  protest  made  by  Connors' 
solicitor  that  Bose  Darcy  was  equally 
amenable,  and  if  it  is  true  that,  on  the 
assembling  of  the  said  court  on  the  11th 
of  January,  the  prisoner  Connors  was 
not  produced  for  trial,  though  Colonel 
Persse  and  Bose  Darcy  were  in  attend- 
ance ;  if  it  is  also  true  that,  later  on  the 
same  day,  Colonel  Persse  attended  at 
the  county  gaol,  Limerick,  and  addressed 
the  prisoner  Connors  in  the  following 
terms,  viz. : — 

**  By  some  accident  you  were  not  forthcoming 
at  Newcastle  West  to-day,  where  I  went  to  dis- 
pose of  your  case.  On  your  own  admission  you 
naye  committed  a  rery  grave  offence,  but  your 
admission  is  contradictory,  and  you  have  stoted 
one  thin^  at  one  time  and  another  at  another. 
Tour  evidence  is  therefore  more  or  less  worth- 
less. The  other  who  states  to  having  seen  you 
commit  that  crime  I  also  look  upon  as  another 
worthless  witness.  I  look  upon  you  both  as 
tools  in  a  conspiracy  formed  against  Darcy  ;  a 
conspiracy  first  to  destroy  his  property,  siter- 
wanu  to  depriye  him  of  compensation,  and, 
thirdly,  to  damage  his  character.  I  discharge 
you  DOW  for  this  offence  of  arson,  because,  as  I 
said  before,  there  is  not  sufficient  evidence, 
yours  and  McCarthy's  being  worthless ;  and  I 
only  hope  that  the  authorities  will  see  their  way 
to  prosecute  you  for  perjury,  of  which  doubtless 
yo\i  have  been  guilty,  and  I  only  hope  you  will 
be  brought  to  justice  for  it ; " 
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and,  whether  he  will  state  the  reason 
why  Oonnors  was  not  pro<Juoed  for  trial, 
and  if  the  course  pursued  in  the  whole 
of  this  matter  by  Colonel  Persse,  E.M., 
meets  with  the  approval  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  steps  will  now  be  taken  to 
bring  the  persons  implicated  in  the  crime 
of  arson  to  trial,  or  otherwise  to  proceed 
against  Connors  and  McCarthy  for  wilful 
and  corrupt  perjury,  of  which  crime  they 
have  been  already  pronounced  guilty  by 
Colonel  Persse,  R.M.  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  I  am  informed  that  the  claim 
of  Mr.  Darcy  for  compensation  for  the 
burning  of  his  hay  is  about  being 
brought  before  the  Ghrand  Jury  at  the 
Limerick  Assizes ;  and,  pending  the  in- 
vestigation that  may  then  take  place,  I 
think  it  would  be  more  convenient  that 
I  should  abstain  from  entering  into  the 
matters  involved  in  this  Question. 

SOUTH  AFEICA— SALE  OF  SPIRITS  IN 
BECHUANALAND. 

Sib  EGBEET  FOWLEB  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  true  that  canteens 
for  the  sale  .of  spirits  have  been  opened 
in  Bechuanaland  with  the  sanction  of 
the  authorities  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Mobgan)  :  The 
sale  of  spirits  in  Bechuanaland  is  regu- 
lated by  the  laws  and  regulations  of  the 
Government  of  that  country,  issued  last 
year,  which  permit  licensed  dealers  to 
sell  liquors  to  Whites  at  fixed  places, 
but  prohibit  under  heavy  penalties  the 
sale  of  wines  and  spirituous  liquors  to 
Natives.  They,  however,  permit  the 
sale  of  Caffre  beer,  beer,  or  ginger- 
beer,  or  like  liquor  to  Natives.  A 
clergyman,  the  Eev.  John  Brown,  has 
lately  objected  to  the  sale  of  ginger- 
beer,  as  well  as  other  beer;  but  Sir 
Hercules  Eobinson  has  replied  that  he 
allowed  such  sale  under  the  advice  of 
persons  who  had  had  practical  experience 
of  the  working  of  prohibitory  legislation, 
and  as  a  mode  of  averting  greater  evils. 
He  adds,  however,  that  the  practical 
working  of  the  regulation  in  question 
will  be  carefully  watched  by  Mr.  Ship- 
pard,  the  Administrator  of  the  country, 
as  well  as  by  the  officers  under  him ; 
and  should  further  experience  prove 
that  modifications  are  required  they  will 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  Willum  Ahrahm 


ARMY  (DISCHARGED  AKD  INVALIDED 
MEN)— CASE  OF  MICHAEL  HERON, 
IsT  ROYAL  IRISH. 

Mb.  JOHN  EEDMOND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
Michael  Heron,  late  of  1st  Battalion, 
Eoyal  Irish  Eegiment,  who  was  inva- 
lided and  sent  home  from  Afghanistan 
in  1880  in  consequence  of  an  injury  re- 
ceived during  active  military  service 
there,  has  been  discharged  as  unfit  for  fur- 
ther service ;  whether  ill  permanent  pen- 
sion has  been  refused  to  him ;  and,  whe- 
ther his  case  will  now  be  reconsidered? 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
OAMPBELL-BAimEBMAN) :  The  man  re- 
ferred to  was  discharged  with  a  tempo- 
rary pension,  and  on  its  expiry  a  perma- 
nent pension  was  refused  him.  The  grant 
of  pensions  is  made  by  the  Oommis- 
sioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital,  who  ao- 
independently  of  the  Secretary  of  Statet 
and  in  my  experience  conduct  their 
business  with  great  care  and  regard  to 
the  interests  of  the  soldier.  I  propose, 
however,  to  refer  the  case  to  them  for 
reconsideration- 

INLAND  REVENUE— CASES  OP  SMUG- 
GLING IN  SCOTCH  DEER  FORESTS 
SINCE  1879. 

Mb.  MAODONALD  CAMERON 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  furnish  a  Eetum  <^  the 
number  of  smuggling  detections  made 
in  deer  forests  since  1879  ;  whether  Ex- 
cise officers  in  the  execution  of  their 
duty  have  a  right  of  entry,  of  search, 
and  of  way  over  deer  forests ;  and,  if 
not,  have  they  hitherto  been  exceeding 
their  duty ;  and,  have  there  been  cases 
of  tenants  of  grouse  moors,  sheep  far- 
mers, and  crofters  deforcing  Excise  offi- 
cers with  impunity  ?  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEE  (Sir  William  Habootjbt),  in 
reply,  said,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
give  an  answer  quite  accurate  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question;  but  he  be- 
lieved the  number  to  be  about  14  or  15. 
Customs  officers  had  the  right  of  search 
in  deer  forests  when  they  were  armed 
with  civil  warrants,  but  not  otherwise, 
for  the  detection  of  smuggling.  There 
had  been  no  case  of  tenants  of  groose 
moors,  sheep  farmers,  and  crofters  de- 
forcing Excise  officers  with  impunity. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
asked  whether  the  Exoise  offioeni 
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they  made  the  15  detectionB  to  whioh 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded,  had 
such  warrants  ?* 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT :  I  pre- 
enme  so,  otherwise  their  action  would 
have  been  illegal. 

CHARITY  CX)MMISSIONERS  —  SCHEME 
FOR  CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  SPENSLEY  asked  the  Yice 
President  of  the  Privy  Council,  When 
the  revised  scheme  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners for  the  administration  of 
Christ's  Hospital  is  likely  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  P 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
Pulyfaib)  :  The  scheme  for  Christ's 
Hospital  has  not  yet  been  submitted  to 
the  Education  Department.  It  is  still 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners. 

MOROCCO-STATE  OF  THE  PRISONS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
he  has  seen  the  statements  in  The  Globe  of 
the  25th,  26th,  and  27th  January,  rela- 
tive to  the  shookinff  state  of  the  prisons 
in  Morocco,  and  tne  cruelties  inflicted 
on  the  prisoners ;  and,  whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  allegations,  and,  if  they 
turn  out  to  be  well  founded,  whether  he 
will  cause  representations  to  be  made 
with  a  view  to  mitigating  the  sufferings 
of  the  unfortunate  prisoners  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Brycb)  :  The  statements 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  have 
been  already  forwarded  to  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  in  Morocco  for  inquiry  and 
report.  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  received  any  very  recent  Reports  re- 
specting the  state  of  the  prisons  in 
Morocco ;  but  in  March  of  last  year 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Tangier  ad- 
dressed a  strong  representation  to  the 
Moorish  Government  on  the  subject,  and 
at  his  suggestion  the  Representatives  of 
France,  Germany,  and  Italy  took  a 
similar  step.  The  Sultan,  in  conse- 
quence of  these  representations,  issued 
an  Edict  directing  reform.  It  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
continue  to  press  the  matter  on  the  at- 
tention of  the  Moorish  Government. 

IRELAND—DISTRESS  IN  WICKLOW. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
labouring  classes  in  the  town  of  Wick- 
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low  are  in  great  distress  for  want  of 
employment ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  1796  a  benevolent  lady.  Miss  Eaton, 
left  by  will  a  sum  of  money  for  estab- 
lishing a  woollen  factory  in  the  place, 
which  money  is  still  locked  up  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery;  and,  whether  any 
steps  can  be  taken  to  apply  it  for  the 
relief  of  the  existing  distress  in  the 
manner  intended  by  the  testatrix  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  No  report  has  been  made  to 
Government  as  to  the  existence  of  dis- 
tress among  the  labouring  classes  in  the 
town  of  Wicklow.  The  sum  of  money 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  was  left 
to  a  family  in  Cheshire  named  Gardiner, 
the  testatrix  bequeathing  the  residue 
of  her  estate  for  the  establishment  of  a 
woollen  factory  in  Wicklow.  The  par- 
ticular sum  cannot  become  residue  until 
the  rights  of  the  claimants,  of  whom 
there  are  36,  have  been  disposed  of; 
and  the  late  Attorney  General  gave 
directions  for  the  institution  of  a  Chan- 
cery suit  with  that  object.  I  believe 
there  is  also  a  further  legal  difficulty  as 
to  whether  the  gift  for  a  woollen  manu- 
factory can  be  regarded  as  a  charitable 
gift  in  any  circumstances. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— CO.  MAYO. 

Mb.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  state  the  number  of  eviction 
notices  in  the  Sheriff's  hands  in  the 
Western  Division  of  the  county  of  Mayo? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  I  am  informed  that  the  niim- 
ber  of  eviction  notices  in  the  hands  of 
the  Sheriff  for  West  Mayo  is  nine. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAND) -WESTERN 
ISLANDS. 

Mb.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  course  the  Government  intend  to 
pursue  in  order  to  alleviate  the  distress 
and  save  the  people  from  starvation  in 
the  islands  off  the  coast  of  Mayo  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  :  My  attention  was  drawn  to 
the  state  of  affairs  in  some  of  the  islands 
off  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland,  imme- 
diately on  my  assumption  of  Office,  and 
I  have  since  given  the  subject  a  good 
deal  of  consideration.  It  is  unfortunately 
true  that  much  distress  prevails,  and  the 
situation  needs  to  be  carefully  watched ; 
but  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
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the  state  of  afPairs  does  not  indicate  any 
present  necessity  for  the  Oovernment  to 
supplement  the  provisions  of  the  law  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor.  We  shall,  of 
course,  at  the  same  time  further,  hy  every 
means  in  our  power,  any  voluntary  effort 
that  may  be  made  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  these  islanders. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 

LAND)— KNOOBXOW  HEAD,  GRANGE, 

CO.  SLIGO. 

Me.  peter  MCDONALD  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  has  received  any  re- 
ports or  applications  in  reference  to  the 
necessity  of  the  erection  of  a  fishery  pier 
at  Knocklow  Head,  Orange,  county 
Sligo ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  in  the  matter,  and 
order  a  report  thereon  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  The  hon.  Member  has  sent 
me  a  Memorial  on  this  subject,  which  I 
shall  refer  to  the  Fishery  Piers  and 
Harbours  Commission.  I  think  it  right 
to  say,  however,  that  the  Commissioners 
were  recently  obliged  to  decline  to  enter- 
tain a  similar  application  from  the  same 
locality,  owing  to  want  of  funds. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  ADMINISTRA- 
TION- GUARANTEED  CAPITAL  OF 
RAILWAYS. 

Mb.  LIONEL  COHEN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  system  under  which  money 
is  raised  in  this  Country  under  the 
guarantee  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  Council,  for  the  service  of  Indian 
Railways,  will  be  one  of  the  questions 
submitted  to  the  proposed  Committee  on 
Indian  Administration  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Ughtbed  Kay-Shxjttlb- 
wobth)  :  Due  notice  will  be  given  of  the 
terms  of  the  Reference  to  the  Com* 
mittee,  and  it  would  be  premature  to 
give  answers  upon  particular  points 
such  as  those  raised  in  the  Question; 
but  I  may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  was  a  full  and  elaborate  inquiry 
and  Report  of  a  Committee  of  this  House 
upon  Indian  Railways  in  the  Session 
before  last. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)— 
MANUFACTURE  OF  SWORDS. 

Colonel  SALIS-SCHWABE  asked 
the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 

Mr.  John  MorUy 


Whether  it  is  the  case  that  only  one 
English  contractor  is  employed  by  the 
War  Office  for  the  manufacture  of 
swords;  what  sum  was  paid  to  him  for 
the  manufacture  of  the  1884  pattern 
swords  which  have  already  been  with- 
drawn as  unserviceable;  and,  whether 
this  contractor  was  himself  a  member  of 
the  War  Office  Committee  which  de- 
signed this  sword  of  imserviceable  pat- 
tern ?  He  would  ask,  also,  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  made  considerable  purchases  of 
swords  in  Germany,  he  will  direct  the 
Commercial  Attache  to  the  British  Em- 
bassies and  Legations  in  Europe  to  make 
a  full  report  on  the  manufacture  of  such 
purchases,  especially  with  regard  to 
quality,  cost  of  material,  and  cost  of 
labour  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Woodall)  :  It  is  the  case  that  only  one 
English  contractor  has  been  employed 
to  manufacture  swords ;  but  practically 
there  is  only  one  firm  in  England  which 
was  at  the  time  in  a  position  to  execute 
very  large  orders.  The  unserviceable 
pattern  referred  to  was  that  of  1883,  not 
1884;  and  the  sum  paid  to  the  con- 
tractor for  swords  of  that  pattern  was 
£2,682  Itf.  The  sword  in  question  was 
not  designed  by  a  Committee.  It  was 
submitted  by  the  Military  Authorities, 
and,  before  being  adopted,  was  exten- 
sively tried  by  several  Cavalry  regiments. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
will  allow  me  to  reply  to  the  next  Ques- 
tion which  stands  in  his  name.  The 
Eractice  of  the  War  Department  has 
een,  in  cases  where  orders  for  small 
arms  or  swords  have  been  entrusted  to 
manufacturers  at  home  or  abroad,  to 
have  the  works  inspected,by  the  Superin- 
tendent of  our  Royal  Small  Arms  Fac- 
tory. In  the  instance  referred  to,  we  have 
been  satisfied  with  the  general  conditions 
under  which  the  contract  is  being  exe- 
cuted, and  with  the  quality  produced. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  does  not 
appear  necessary  to  ask  the  assistance 
of  the  Foreign  Office  Attaches. 

UtELAND-DISTRESS  IK  ACHILL 
ISLAND. 

Mb.  T.  M.  he ALY  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  famine  in  the  Island  of 
Achill,  the  Government  propose  to  re- 
move the  technical  obstacle  to  the  loan 
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for  the  building  of  the  bridge  across  the 
Sound,  so  as  to  give  work  to  the  islanders, 
in  case  the  Board  of  Works  still  think 
legislation  is  necessary  before  the  money 
granted  can  be  advanced  ? 

Thb  SEOEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  made  inquiries  as  to  this 
matter,  and  found  that  the  technical 
obstacle  referred  to  had  been  removed. 
The  £1,500  was  not  lent  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  but  was  a  grant  made  by  the 
Piers  and  Harbours  Commissioners. 
The  works  were  being  done  by  contract, 
and  the  Government  would  do  its  best 
to  push  them  on.  He  had  written  a 
letter  that  day  on  the  subject. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  POST 
OFFICE  AT  TRALEE. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  has  been  brought  under 
his  notice,  or  that  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  a  Copy  of  a  Memorial  addressed 
by  the  Tralee  Town  Oommissioners  to 
the  late  Postmaster  General,  representing 
the  necessity  for  the  erection  of  a  suit- 
able post  office  for  Tralee,  which  is  the 
chief  town  and  the  assize  town  of  the 
county  of  Kerry;  and,  whether  he  can 
promise  that  anything  will  be  done  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  FowLEE),  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  Memorial  was  received  in 
November  last.  No  time  would  be  lost 
in  the  matter ;  but  it  was  not  yet  prac- 
ticable to  come  to  a  decision  as  to  the 
most  suitable  arrangement  to  provide 
aocommodation  in  the  town  referred  to. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)— CO.    TYRONE. 

Mb.  MATTHEW  KENNY  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  application  has 
been  made  to  the  Irish  Government  for 
a  force  of  constabulary  to  aid  in  the 
eviction  of  seventy  families  on  the  pro- 
perty of  Sir  John  Stewart,  near  Carrick- 
more,  in  county  Tyrone  ;  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  landlord,  notwithstanding  the 
great  agricultural  depression,  has  re- 
fused any  abatement  of  rent  to  these 
tenants;  and,  if  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  institute  inquiry  into  the 
justice  of  Sir  John  Stewart's  proceed- 
ings before  allowing  the  police  to  be 
used  in  carrying  them  into  execution  ? 


The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  Eviction  decrees  against 
26  —  not  70  —  families  on  this  estate 
have  been  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  SherifP,  who  has  applied  for,  and 
has  been  granted,  police  protection 
when  serving  them.  I  understand 
the  landlord  has  declined  to  g^ve  a 
reduction,  on  the  eround  that  the  ten- 
ants have  judicial  leases,  and  that  he  be- 
lieves them  to  be  able  to  pay.  The 
reduction  which  the  tenants  asked  was 
50  per  cent. 

ADMIRALTY— SALE  OF  SURPLUS  AND 
UNSERVICEABLE  STORES. 

Sm  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther among  the  surplus  and  unservice- 
able stores  to  be  sold  on  February  23rd 
at  the  Royal  Arsenal,  Woolwich,  there 
are  3,000  pairs  of  new  horseshoes  and 
17  tons  of  horseshoe  nails;  why  these 
stores  have  been  condemned ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  are  wholly  of  British  manufac- 
ture, or  wholly  or  in  part  produced 
abroad  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (who  re- 
plied) said,  that  a  new  pattern  horse- 
shoe with  appropriate  nails  had  recently 
been  introduced  after  full  trial.  It  was 
of  greatly  improved  construction  for 
field  service,  for  which  alone  horseshoes 
were  issued;  but  it  rendered  obsolete 
the  shoes  and  nails  on  hand,  which  had, 
consequently,  to  be  sold.  Those  being 
sold  were  all  of  British  manufacture. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  ADMINIS- 
TRATION— PAY  OF  NATIVE  OFFI- 
CIALS. 

Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDaE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
By  what  authority  and  at  what  date  the 
rule  was  introduced  into  India  that  Native 
officials,  when  appointed  to  posts  usually 
held  by  Europeans,  should  draw  only 
two- thirds  of  the  usual  pay;  whether 
this  rule  has  not  operated,  in  the  case 
of  certain  Native  members  of  the  Bengal 
Subordinate  Educational  Service,  pro- 
moted for  exceptiooal  ability  and  merit 
to  the  Superior  Educational  Service,  in 
such  a  way  as  to  inflict  a  heavy  pecu- 
niary fine  on  them ;  and,  whether  this 
rule  will  be  submitted  to  the  examina- 
tion of  the  intended  Committee  of  in- 
quiry into  Indian  administration  ? 
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the  state  of  a£Pairs  does  not  indicate  any 
present  necessity  for  the  Oovernment  to 
supplement  the  provisions  of  the  law  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor.  We  shall,  of 
course,  at  the  same  time  further,  by  every 
means  in  our  power,  any  voluntary  effort 
that  may  be  made  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  these  islanders. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)—KNOOBXOW  HEAD,  GRANGE, 
CO.  SLIGO. 

Me.  peter  M'DONALD  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  has  received  any  re- 
ports or  applications  in  reference  to  the 
necessity  of  the  erection  of  a  fishery  pier 
at  Knocklow  Head,  Orange,  county 
Sligo ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  in  the  matter,  and 
order  a  report  thereon  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  The  hon.  Member  has  sent 
me  a  Memorial  on  this  subject,  which  I 
shall  refer  to  the  Fishery  Piers  and 
Harbours  Commission.  I  think  it  right 
to  say,  however,  that  the  Commissioners 
were  recently  obliged  to  decline  to  enter- 
tain a  similar  application  from  the  same 
locality,  owing  to  want  of  funds. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  ADMINISTRA- 
TION-GUARANTEED CAPITAL  OF 
RAILWAYS. 

Mb.  LIONEL  COHEN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  system  under  which  money 
is  raised  in  this  Country  under  the 
guarantee  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  Council,  for  the  service  of  Indian 
Railways,  will  be  one  of  the  questions 
submitted  to  the  proposed  Committee  on 
Indian  Administration  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Ughtbed  Kay-Shuttle- 
wobth)  :  Due  notice  will  be  given  of  the 
terms  of  the  Reference  to  the  Com* 
mittee,  and  it  would  be  premature  to 
give  answers  upon  particular  points 
such  as  those  raised  in  the  Question; 
but  I  may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  was  a  full  and  elaborate  inquiry 
and  Report  of  a  Committee  of  this  House 
upon  Indian  Railways  in  the  Session 
before  last. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)— 
MANUFACTURE  OF  SWORDS. 

Colonel  SALIS-SCHWABE  asked 
the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 

Mr.  John  MorUy 


Whether  it  is  the  case  that  only  one 
English  contractor  is  employed  by  the 
War  Office  for  the  manufacture  of 
swords;  what  sum  was  paid  to  him  for 
the  manufacture  of  the  1884  pattern 
swords  which  have  already  been  with- 
drawn  as  unserviceable;  and,  whether 
this  contractor  was  himself  a  member  of 
the  War  Office  Committee  which  de- 
signed this  sword  of  unserviceable  pat- 
tern ?  He  would  ask,  also,  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  made  considerable  purchases  of 
swords  in  Germany,  he  will  direct  the 
Commercial  Attach^  to  the  British  Em- 
bassies and  Legations  in  Europe  to  make 
a  full  report  on  the  manufacture  of  such 
purchases,  especially  with  regard  to 
quality,  cost  of  material,  and  cost  of 

labour  ?        

The  SUBVEYOB  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Woodall)  :  It  is  the  case  that  only  one 
English  contractor  has  been  employed 
to  manufacture  swords ;  but  practically 
there  is  only  one  firm  in  England  which 
was  at  the  time  in  a  position  to  execute 
very  large  orders.  The  unserviceable 
pattern  referred  to  was  that  of  1883,  not 
1884;  and  the  sum  paid  to  the  con- 
tractor for  swords  of  that  pattern  was 
£2,682  Itf.  The  sword  in  question  was 
not  designed  by  a  Committee.  It  was 
submitted  by  the  Military  Authorities, 
and,  before  being  adopted,  was  exten- 
sively tried  by  several  Cavalryregiments. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
will  allow  me  to  reply  to  the  next  Ques- 
tion which  stands  in  his  name.  The 
practice  of  the  War  Department  has 
been,  in  cases  where  orders  for  small 
arms  or  swords  have  been  entrusted  to 
manufacturers  at  home  or  abroad,  to 
have  the  works  inspected.by  the  Superin- 
tendent of  our  Boyal  Small  Arms  Fac- 
tory. In  the  instance  referred  to,  we  have 
been  satisfied  with  the  general  conditions 
under  which  the  contract  is  being  exe- 
cuted, and  with  the  quality  produced. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  does  not 
appear  necessary  to  ask  the  assistance 
of  the  Foreign  Office  Attaches. 

IBELAND-DISTRE6S  IK  ACHILL 
ISLAND. 

Mb.  T.  M.  he ALY  asked  the  Finandml 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  famine  in  the  Island  of 
Achill,  the  Government  propose  to  re- 
move the  technical  obstacle  to  the  loan 
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for  the  building  of  the  bridge  across  the 
Sound,  so  as  to  give  work  to  the  islanders, 
in  case  the  Board  of  Works  still  think 
legislation  is  necessary  before  the  money 
granted  can  be  advanced  ? 

The  SEORETABY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  made  inquiries  as  to  this 
matter,  and  found  that  the  technical 
obstacle  referred  to  had  been  removed. 
The  £1,500  was  not  lent  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  but  was  a  gprant  made  by  the 
Piers  and  Harbours  Commissioners. 
The  works  were  being  done  by  contract, 
and  the  Government  would  do  its  best 
to  push  them  on.  He  had  written  a 
letter  that  day  on  the  subject. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  POST 
OFFICE  AT  TRALEE. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  has  been  brought  under 
his  notice,  or  that  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  a  Oopy  of  a  Memorial  addressed 
by  the  Tralee  Town  Oommissioners  to 
the  late  Postmaster  General,  representing 
the  necessity  for  the  erection  of  a  suit- 
able post  office  for  Tralee,  which  is  the 
chief  town  and  the  assize  town  of  the 
county  of  Kerry;  and,  whether  he  can 
promise  that  anything  will  be  done  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee),  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  Memorial  was  received  in 
November  last.  No  time  would  be  lost 
in  the  matter ;  but  it  was  not  yet  prac- 
ticable to  come  to  a  decision  as  to  the 
most  suitable  arrangement  to  provide 
accommodation  in  the  town  referred  to. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)— CO.    TYRONE. 

Mb.  MATTHEW  KENNY  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  application  has 
been  made  to  the  Irish  Government  for 
a  force  of  constabulary  to  aid  in  the 
eviction  of  seventy  families  on  the  pro- 
perty of  Sir  John  Stewart,  near  Carrick- 
xnore,  in  county  Tyrone  ;  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  landlord,  notwithstanding  the 
great  agricultural  depression,  has  re- 
fused any  abatement  of  rent  to  these 
tenants;  and,  if  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  institute  inquiry  into  the 
justice  of  Sir  John  Stewart's  proceed- 
ings before  allowing  the  police  to  be 
used  in  canying  them  into  execution  ? 


The  OHIEP  SEORETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  Eviction  decrees  against 
26  —  not  70  —  families  on  this  estate 
have  been  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Sheriff,  who  has  applied  for,  and 
has  been  granted,  police  protection 
when  serving  them.  I  understand 
the  landlord  has  declined  to  give  a 
reduction,  on  the  ground  that  the  ten- 
ants have  judicial  leases,  and  that  he  be- 
lieves them  to  be  able  to  pay.  The 
reduction  which  the  tenants  asked  was 
50  per  cent. 

ADMIHALTY— SALE  OF  SURPLUS  AND 
UNSERVICEABLE  STORES. 

Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe* 
ther  among  the  surplus  and  unservice- 
able stores  to  be  sold  on  February  2drd 
at  the  Royal  Arsenal,  Woolwich,  there 
are  3,000  pairs  of  new  horseshoes  and 
17  tons  of  horseshoe  nails;  why  these 
stores  have  been  condemned ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  are  wholly  of  British  manufac- 
ture, or  wholly  or  in  part  produced 
abroad  ? 

The  SURVEYOR  GENERAL  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (who  re- 
plied) said,  that  a  new  pattern  horse- 
shoe with  appropriate  nails  had  recently 
been  introduced  after  full  trial.  It  was 
of  greatly  improved  construction  for 
field  service,  for  which  alone  horseshoes 
were  issued;  but  it  rendered  obsolete 
the  shoes  and  nails  on  hand,  which  had, 
consequently,  to  be  sold.  Those  being 
sold  were  aU  of  British  manufacture. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  ADMINIS- 
TRATION— PAY  OF  NATIVE  OPFI- 
CIALS. 

Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDaE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
By  what  authority  and  at  what  date  the 
rule  was  introduced  into  India  that  Native 
officials,  when  appointed  to  posts  usually 
held  by  Europeans,  should  draw  only 
two- thirds  of  the  usual  pay;  whether 
this  rule  has  not  operated,  in  the  case 
of  certain  Native  members  of  the  Bengal 
Subordinate  Educational  Service,  pro- 
moted for  exceptiooal  ability  and  merit 
to  the  Superior  Educational  Service,  in 
such  a  way  as  to  inflict  a  heavy  pecu- 
niary fine  on  them ;  and,  whether  this 
rule  will  be  submitted  to  the  examina- 
tion of  the  intended  Committee  of  in- 
quiry into  Indian  administration  ? 
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The  under  SEOEETART  (Sir 
TJghtbed  Kay-Shuttlbwobth)  :  The 
rule  was  first  adopted  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council  in  March,  1880,  and 
gazetted  in  India  in  June.  It  was  ex- 
tended to  the  graded  Educational  Ser- 
vice in  May,  1882.  No  instance  has 
occurred,  so  far  as  we  know,  in  Bengal, 
but  one  has  occurred  in  Madras,  in 
which  salary  on  promotion  was  less  than 
that  previously  received.  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  was  requested,  some  time 
ago,  to  consider  how  such  occurrences 
might  be  prevented.  But  there  are 
many  benefits  besides  increased  salary 
attendant  on  securing  a  place  in  the 
graded  list ;  and  no  officer  need  accept 
promotion  unless  he  considers  it  to  be 
to  his  advantage. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE- IMPORTS  OF 
BUTTER  AND  BUTTERINE. 

Captain  FIELD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  will 
consent  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  showing  the  relative 
quantities  and  values  of  the  butter 
and  butterine,  or  other  substitutes  for 
butter,  imported  annually  into  this 
Country  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
(Mr.  Mukdella),  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  imports  of  butter  and  butterine  were 
shown  separately,  both  as  regards  quan- 
tities and  values,  in  the  monthly  ac- 
counts relating  to  trade  and  navigation 
which  were  presented  to  Parliament  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they  would  be 
so  shown  in  the  forthcoming  annual 
statement  of  trade  for  1885. 

EDUCATION   DEPARTMENT— ELEMEN- 
TARY SCHOOLS— FREE  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  COBB  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  in  the  present 
Session  any  measure  dealing  with  the 
question  of  free  education  in  elementary 
schools  ? 

The  vice  PBESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfaib),  in  reply,  said,  that.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  having  issued  a 
Boyal  Commission  on  the  subject  of 
elementary  education  in  general,  it  was 
not  the  intention  to  deal  with  the  sepa« 
rate  and  important  question  of  free 
education  until  they  knew  the  result  of 
the  labours  of  that  Commission. 


SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE— GREECE 
AND  TURKEY. 

Mr.  BEENAED  COLERIDGE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether,  seeing  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  thought  fit 
to  carry  on  Lord  Salisbury's  policy  of 
using  the  British  Fleet  as  a  menace  to 
Greece,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken,  or  are  prepared  to  take,  any 
steps  to  satisfy  the  claims  of  Gb'eece  to 
an  enlargement  of  her  territory  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
Bbtce)  :  No,  Sir;  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  not  of  opinion  that  this 
would  be  a  favourable  moment  to  ap- 
proach the  Sultan  with  a  view  to  ob- 
taining from  him  a  concession  of  terri- 
tory to  Greece. 

COMMITTEE    ON    INDIAN     ADMINIS- 

TRATION— THE  COVENANTED  AND 

UNCOVENANTED  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Me.  JAMES  MACLEAN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Administra- 
tion will  be  authorised  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  abolishing  aU  dis- 
tinctions between  covenanted  and  un- 
covenanted  servants  of  the  Crown  in 
India,  and  establishing  one  Civil  Ser- 
vice, with  a  uniform  system  of  promo- 
tion and  rates  of  pay  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Ughteed  KAY-SmnTLEwoRTH) :  Due 
Notice  wiU  be  given  of  the  terms  of 
reference  to  the  Committee,  and  it  would 
be  premature  to  give  answers  upon  par- 
ticular points  such  as  those  raised  in  the 
Question. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— DEPRECIATION 

OF  SILVER. 

Mr.  JAMES  MACLEAN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any  recent 
Despatches  from  the  Government  of 
India  on  the  continued  fall  in  the  price 
of  silver,  and  its  effects  on  Indian  trade 
and  revenue  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  :  I  am 
not  at  present  able  to  say  whether 
Papers  can  be  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  I 
win  consider  it. 

ARMY   (AUXILIARY  F0RCE8>-THB 
VOLUNTEER  FORCE. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  have  decided  to 
recommend  an  increase  in  the  Capitation 
Grant  to  the  Volunteer  Force  of  Great 
Britain  ;  and»  if  provision  will  be  made 
for  the  same  in  tlus  year's  Estimates? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Cahf6Eli>Bannerman),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  had  time  to  give  that  full 
consideration  to  this  subject  which 
would  enable  him  to  come  to  any  con- 
clusion upon  it. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  would  give 
Notice  that  he  would,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  move  a  Resolution 
thereon. 

EOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— EXTRA 
POLICE  AT  CLONES  FAIR,  CO.  MONA- 
&IIAN. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Is  it  the  fact  that,  on  2  let  January, 
a  force  of  fifty  extra  police  were  drafted 
into  Clones,  county  Monaghan,  to  attend 
the  market;  and,  was  this  in  conse- 
quence of  a  sworn  information  that  there 
was  likely  to  be  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
who  *swore  this  information ;  who  will 
pay  for  the  extra  police ;  has  the  appre- 
hended disturbance  arisen  in  consequence 
of  the  refusal  of  Sir  Thomas  Leonard's 
agent,  Mr.  Wrench,  to  weigh  pork  for 
every  person  willing  to  pay  toll,  as  the 
Court  of  Appeal  declared  was  his  duty  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  I  am  informed  that  a  force 
of  50  men  was  drafted  into  Clones  on 
the  2l8t  ultimo,  in  consequence  of  infor- 
mation having  reached  the  Government 
that  a  disturbance  of  the  peace  was 
likely  to  take  place.  No  charge  will  be 
made  against  the  county  or  district  in 
consequence.  It  is  stated  that  Mr. 
Wrench  did  not  refuse  to  weigh  pork 
for  anyone. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)  — 
RIOT  AT  CLONES,  CO.  MONAGHAN. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Why  none  of  those  who  broke  the 
windows  of  the  clergyman  and  other 
Catholics  in  Clones,  county  Monaghan, 
on  the  18th  December,  have  been  appre- 
hended or  brought  to  justice;  and,  is 
the  sergeant  in  charge  of  the  police 


registered  as  a  Freemason  according  to 
law? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  give  me  Notice  of 
this  Question,  which  only  appeared  on 
the  Paper  to-day. 

STATE  OFIRELAND— CHARGE  AGAINST 
EMERGENCY  MEN  AT  CORNAFANE, 
CO.  CAVAN. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
"Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Constables 
Kelly  and  Clarkin,  on  protection  duty 
at  Comafane,  in  county  Cavan,  on  the 
land  of  Adam  Johnstone,  detected  two 
emergency  men  in  charge  of  the  emer- 
gency cattle  on  the  same  land  in  the  act 
of  setting  fire  to  the  house  on  the  night 
of  the  I7th-18th  instant;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  emergency  ipen  have  been 
arrested  and  will  be  brought  to  trial  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  The  facts  are  substantially  as 
stated.  The  two  men  have  been  arrested, 
and  are  remanded  to  the  26th  instant. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT,  1876-REMOVAL 
OF  DEAD  BODIES. 

Mr.  J.  E.  JOHNSON-FERQUSON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  prosecution  by 
the  Atherton  Local  Board  before  the 
Leigh,  Lancashire,  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates, under  the  Public  Health  Act, 
1875  (38  and  39  Vic.  c.  55),  section  126, 
for  the  removal  in  a  public  conveyance 
of  the  dead  body  of  a  child  who  died 
from  an  infectious  disorder,  without 
previously  notifying  to  the  owner  or 
driver  that  it  had  died  from  such  a  dis- 
order ;  that  the  magistrates  decided  that 
the  offence  was  not  one  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Act ;  that  their  decision  has 
since  been  approved  in  The  Justice  of  the 
Peace  of  January  30th  1886,  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms : — 

''Sub- section  2  imposes  a  penalty  on  any 
person  who  exposes  another  person  in  his 
charge,  while  the  latter  is  suffering  from  infec- 
tious disease.  But  a  dead  body  is  not  a  person 
so  suffering.  We  were  at  first  inclined  to 
think  that  sub-section  3  might  meet  the  case. 
But  we  are  of  opinion  that  a  dead  body  is  not  a 
thing  ejusdem  generis  with  bedding,  clothing, 
or  rags.  The  case  appears  to  disclose  an  omis- 
sion in  the  Act; " 

and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  have 
the  Act  amended  P 
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The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ohamberlaik)  said,  his  attention  had 
boen  called  to  the  prosecution  in  ques- 
tion, and  ho  had  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  decision  of  the  magistrates  was 
right,  and  that  the  word  **  person  "  in 
the  Act  did  not  include  a  dead  body, 
and  that  a  dead  body  was  not  a  thing 
Bj'usdem  generis  with  **  bedding,  clothing, 
or  rags."  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  was  evident  that  there  had  been  an 
omission  in  the  Act ;  and  if  the  Act  came 
up  for  amendment  that  point  would  be 
noticed. 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  METROPOLIS- 
SOUTH  LONDON. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOQEES  asked 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  lack 
of  employment  in  South  London,  there 
is  any  immediate  prospect  that  the  new 
road  from  Southwark  Bridge  Eoad  to 
St.  George's  Church,  for  which  it  ap- 
pears the  Board  of  Works  has  obtained 
powers,  will  be  taken  in  hand  and  com- 
pleted ? 

Sib  JAMES  M^QAEEL-HOGG,  in 
reply,  said,  the  property  required  for 
the  improvement  referred  to  had  been 
either  cleared  away  or  purchased  by  the 
Board ;  and  on  the  completion  of  one  or 
two  outstanding  oases  he  trusted  that 
in  a  few  weeks  from  that  date  the  Board 
would  be  in  a  position  to  remove  the 
remaining  buildings.  He  might,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  add  that  the  provi- 
sions introduced  into  the  Act  authorizing 
this  street,  as  to  re-housing  the  labour- 
ing classes,  created  a  great  and,  indeed, 
insuperable  difficulty  to  the  progress  of 
the  street,  and  that  the  difficulty  was  in- 
creased by  the  grant  of  powers  to  the 
South-Eastem  Eailway  Company  in 
1882  to  take  for  their  line  various  pro- 
perties which  could  otherwise  have  been 
appropriated  to  re-housing  the  labour- 
ing classes. 

SPAIN— DIFFERENTIAL  DUTIES. 
Mr.  FOEWOOD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  answer  No.  276,  given  by 
Mr.  C.  M.  Kennedy,  C.B.,  head  of  the 
Commercial  Department  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  before  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
Depression  of  Trade,  viz. — 

<*That  all  United  States  ffoods  .  .  .  now 
enter  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico  at  the  aame  rate  of 


duty,  whatever  may  be  the  flag  of  the  vowel  in 
whuih  thej  are  bronght," 

is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  date 
of  the  Treaty  or  agreement  under  which 
Spain  extended  to  British  ships  trading 
from  the  United  States  to  Cuba  and 
Porto  Bico  the  same  privileges  as  re- 
gards the  duties  on  merchandise  con- 
veyed by  them  as  were  obtained  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  for 
the  vessels  bearing  their  flag,  in  their 
Treaty  of  Reciprocity  with  Spain  signed 
in  1884? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
Bryoe)  :  Mr.  C.  M.  Kennedy,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Trade  Depression,  in  October,  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  Spanish  Gk)vem- 
ment  had  accepted  the  interpretation 
placed  by  the  United  States  GK)vem- 
ment,  as  they  informed  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Washington,  on  Artide  I  of 
the  Commercial  Convention  of  1884— 
namely,  that  it  applied  to  goods,  the 
products  of  and  proceeding  from  the 
United  States,  irrespective  of  the  flag 
under  which  they  might  be  carried.  No 
report  or  complaint  had  then  recently 
been  received,  and  none  has  been  since 
received  on  this  subject.  If  the  view 
above  expressed  is  incorrect,  andthehoo. 
Member  will  request  parties  interested 
to  send  in  a  statement  showing  whether 
differential  rates  are  now  levied,  their 
representations  shall  receive  imoiediate 
attention. 

IRELAND— THE  CITY  OF  CORK  STEAM 
PACKET  COMPANY-  *•  BOYCOTTING." 

Lord  ERNEST  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  attempt  of  th« 
South  of  Ireland  Cattle  Trade  Associa- 
tion to  ruin,  by  systematised  boycottiog, 
the  City  of  Cork  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany, in  consequence  of  the  refusal  of 
the  latter  to  commit  an  illegal  act ;  and, 
whether  the  discretionary  power  which 
he  proposes  to  exercise  as  to  when  the 
Law  should  be  supported  applies  only  to 
agrarian  illegalities  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOK,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  same  subject,  asked,  Whether 
the  South  of  Ireland  Cattle  Trade  Aw>- 
ciation  were  not  exercising  their  legtl 
right  in  sending  their  cattle  and  goods 
by  other  lines  than  those  established  by 
the  City  of  Cork  Steam  Paoket  Com- 
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about  one-serenih  of  the  whole.  Now, 
when  the  House  remembered  that  when 
an  Iiish  peasant  spent  6^.  on  tobacco 
1m  paid  bd.  in  taxation,  they  would 
xemember  what  a  very  heavy  burden 
this  imposed  on,  perhaps,  the  most  ne- 
eeedtous  elass  of  the  community.  With 
reference  to  the  general  figures,  the 
taxation  borne  by  Ghreat  Britain  in 
1851  was  £49,250,000,  of  which  the 
sum  nused  in  Ireland  was  £4,000,000. 
In  1861  the  taxation  of  Great  Britain 
had  sprung  up  to  £57,500,000,  of  which 
there  was  raised  in  Ireland  £6,500,000. 
In  1871  the  figures  were  practically 
stationary ;  but  in  1883  the  taxation 
of  Ghreat  Britain  had  advanced  to 
£66,500,000,  whereas  that  of  Ireland 
still  remained  at  £6,500,000.  Therefore, 
although  there  had  been  a  very  large — 
as  he  thought,  a  too  large— increase  in 
the  taxation  and  Expenditure  of  the 
country  in  that  time,  yet  his  hon.  Friend 
would  see  that  the  extra  burden  of  the 
taxation  imposed  in  the  period  referred 
to  had  been  borne  to  a  great  extent  by 
Great  Britain,  and  not  by  Ireland.  Now, 
die  Bevenue  of  Ghreat  Britain,  according 
to  the  Betum  he  held  in  his  hand,  was 
£66,250,000  in  1888,  and  the  population 
30,500,000,  making  the  average  taxa- 
tion per  head  £2  d«.  bd.  In  Ireland  in 
the  same  period,  the  Bevenue  being 
£6,750,000,andthepopulation5,000,000, 
the  taxation  was  equal  to  £1  6«.  4i.  per 
head,  showing  a  veiy  considerable  dif- 
fbrenoe  per  head  as  between  the  two 
oountries.  Some  of  the  criticisms  in  re- 
fevence  to  this  Betum  he  admitted  were 
not  inaccurate ;  but  taking  the  year 
1884-5,  he  would  give  his  hon.  Friend 
the  exact  amount  paid  into  the  Exche- 
quer. In  Onstoms,  £1,928,000 ;  Excise, 
£4,270,000;  Stamps,  £610,000;  Income, 
Tax,  £564,000 ;  Total,  £7,872,000.  But 
that  amount  had  to  be  adjusted  in  two 
dhrections ;  it  had  to  be  increased,  and  it 
had  to  be  decreased.  There  was  a  con- 
dderable  amount  of  duty  levied  in  Ire- 
land in  the  shape  of  Excise  on  smrits  and 
beer  which  were  consumed  in  England, 
and  the  duty  on  which,  of  course,  was 
paid  by  the  consumer ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  a  certain  quan- 
tity of  tea  and  other  Oustoms-bearing 
artioles  the  duty  on  which  was  paid  in 
England,  but  which  were  consumed  in 
Lreland.  In  this  and  other  ways  there 
was  considerable  difficulty  in  ascertain- 
ing exactly  what  was  the  true  propor- 

YOL.  OOOn.    [thibd  sebtes.] 


tion  of  taxes  levied  upon  Ireland.  H 
had,  with  the  assistance  of  the  very  able 
officers  of  the  Treasury,  given  hi9  best 
attention  to  this  matter ;  and  the  result 
he  had  arrived  at  was  that  the  net  taxa* 
tion  borne  by  the  people  of  Ireland  in  the 
financial  year  ending  March,  1885,  was 
about  £6,500,000.  Beverting  to  the  ge- 
neral taxation  of  the  Kingdom,  he  found 
that  the  income  from  taxes  in  the  finan- 
cial year  1884-5  was,  in  round  figures, 
£73,000,000— that  was  the  sum  raised 
in  the  Three  Kingdoms.  Of  that 
£73,000,000,  £58,340,000  was  raised 
in  England  and  Wales,  £8,005,000  in 
Scotland,  and  the  amount  raised  in  Ire- 
land was  the  figure  he  had  named.  He 
was  not  in  those  figures  including  the 
Post  Office,  for  it  was  not  a  source  of 
Bevenue,  but  a  business  carried  on  by 
the  State.  It  was,  indeed,  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  national  accotmts  were 
kept  so  as  to  include  the  Post  Office  Be- 
tums,  for  it  led  to  wrong  ideas  on  the  sub- 
ject. For  instance,  people  talked  about 
burdens  of  £80,000,000,  £90,000,000, 
and  £100,000,000  on  the  taxpayers, 
while,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  taxa- 
tion last  year  was  only  £73,000,000. 
To  this  taxation  Ireland  contributed 
£6,500,000,  or  about  1-1 1th.  It  was 
necessary  to  consider  the  local  expendi- 
ture of  that  money,  though  he  knew 
that  this  was  a  delicate  subject  as  re- 
garded Ireland.  They  were,  however, 
confronted  with  the  expenditure  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  must  consider  it,  though 
he  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  expenditure  was  in  aU  respects  wise 
or  not.  He,  of  course,  did  not  fasten 
upon  Ireland  any  special  charge  for  the 
military  in  Ireland.  The  actual  Civil 
Service  Expenditure  in  Ireland  was,  ex- 
clusive of  collection  of  Bevenue  expenses, 
£4,000,000  out  of  that  £6,500,000  which 
it  contributed. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  if  that  in- 
cluded the  Constabulary  f 

Mb.  n.  H.  FOWLeB  said,  it  cer- 
tainly did,  and  the  Constabulary  Vote 
formed  a  large  portion  of  it.  It  was 
last  year  £1,500,000.  In  England  there 
was  a  Constabulary  Vote,  too,  the  only 
difference  being  that  only  half  the  ex- 
penses  of  the  English  Constabulary 
were  paid  from  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
whereas  the  whole  expense  was  paid  in 
the  case  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Will  you  give  the 
items  of  the  £4,000,000  ? 

H-2  M  2 
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sequences  to  the  FroTost  Marshal  of  Sir 
Harry  Prendergast's  action  were  a  cen- 
sure and  the  loss  of  preferment  the 
Provost  Marshal  would  otherwise  have 
received.  Lord  Dufferin  shares  Lord 
Kimberlej's  dissatisfaction  at  the  re- 
sults of  Sir  Harry  Prendergast's  in- 
quiries. After  considering  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Secretary  of  State  has 
telegraphed  to  the  Viceroy,  recommend- 
ing in  the  following  terms  a  court 
martial : — 

**  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  your  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  advises  that  charges  can  be  framed 
against  Colonel  Hooper  steps  should  be  taken 
accordingly. '' 

MOTIONS. 


IMPERIAL    REVENUE    (IRELAlND   AND 

GREAT  BRITAIN). 

BESOLUTION. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA,  in  rising 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
inequality  of  Imperial  Taxation  on  Ire- 
land ;  and  to  move  for  a — 

**  Return  of  the  Gross  Imperial  Revenue  of 
Ireland  derived  from  taxation,  and  of  the  Popu- 
lation of  Ireland  for  the  years  1851,  1861,  1871, 
and  1881,  and  a  like  Return  for  Great  Britain 
for  the  same  years,  being  in  both  cases  a  con- 
tinuation, in  Hke  form,  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  407,  of  Session  1874,'' 

said,  he  noticed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Sir  George  Campbell)  had  given 
Notice  to  insert  ** Scotland"  instead  of 
**  Ireland  ;  "  but  ho  begged  to  say  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  made  out  his  case 
for  Scotland  against  the  rest  of  Ghreat 
Britain  that  would  only  strengthen  the 
Irish  case.  When  he  had  last  addressed 
the  House  on  the. subject  of  the  unequal 
incidence  of  Imperial  taxation  on  Ire- 
land as  compared  with  Great  Britain  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then,  as  now,  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  heard  what  he  had 
to  say  on  the  subject — or,  at  least,  heard 
all  he  had  said,  for  his  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna's)  speech  was  not  concluded 
when  it  appeared  fit  to  the  ofiQ.cials  of 
the  Government  whose  duty  it  was  to 
**  keep  a  House  "  or  permit  **  a  Count 
out,"  to  allow  the  latter  alternative  to 
be  availed  of.  There  was  not  so  much 
danger  of  a  similar  catastrophe  to-night ; 
and  yet  he  would  aiik  hon.  Members 
for  English  and  Scotch  constituencies  to 
give  some  attention  to  the  case  he  was 
about  to  submit,  as  it  was  the  key  to 

Sir  Ughtred  Kay-ShuttUworth 


understanding  many  things  connected 
with  Ireland  which  at  first  sight  did  not 
appear  to  be  connected  with  Imperial 
taxation.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
accuse  any  particular  Party  or  States- 
man of  intentional  injustice  to  Ireland 
in  the  matter  of  Imperial  taxation.  He 
should  content  himself  by  exhibiting  the 
case  as  it  stood,  showing  by  Parlia- 
mentary Betums  how  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  had  been  increased,  and  by  what 
proportions,  decade  by  decade,  since 
1841,  in  the  face  of  a  waning  popula- 
tion ;  whilst  in  the  case  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, notwithstanding  a  vast  increase  of 
population  and  wealth,  and  the  natoial 
and  consequent  increased  charge  for 
carrying  on  the  Bu^ness  of  the  State, 
the  taxation  of  Great  Britain  had  been 
so  regulated,  and  the  Revenue  so  bus- 
banded  in  her  favour,  that  the  pressure 
of  taxation  had  been  oontinuouily 
lightened,  so  that  as  the  taxes  increased 
in  actual  amount  their  pressure — whe- 
ther measured  by  the  growing  wealth  of 
the  country  or  by  their  incidence  in  re- 
spect to  each  head  of  the  population — 
was  less  in  1871  than  in  1841,  18A1,  or 
1861  ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
equally  shown  that  the  pressure  so  mea- 
sured was  still  less  in  1881  for  Great 
Britain.  Before  he  entered  on  the  de- 
tails of  this  comparison,  he  was  bound 
to  explain  wherein  consisted  the  injus- 
tice of  the  disparity  of  taxation.  Adam 
Smith  laid  down  in  his  Treatise  on  Tk$ 
Nature  and  Causes  of  the  Wealth  ofNaiiom 
(Book  Y.,  Chapter  2)  this  proposition, 
which  had  never  been  contested — 

'*  The  subjects  of  every  State  onght  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  support  of  the  GoTemment, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  in  proportion  to  their 
respective  abilities— that  is,  in  proportion  to 
the  revenue  which  they  respectively  enjoy 
under  the  protection  of  the  State.  The  ex- 
pense of  government  to  the  individnals  of  a 
great  nation  is  like  the  expense  of  management 
to  the  joint  tenants  of  a  great  estate,  who  are  all 
obligoa  to  contribute  in  proportion  to  their 
respective  interests  in  the  State.  In  the  ob- 
servation or  neglect  of  this  maxim  consiitt 
what  is  called  the  equality,  or  ineqoalitj,  of 
taxation." 

That  maxim  in  the  case  of  Ireland  had 
been  for  the  last  30  years  grievously 
violated.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  Par- 
liamentary Betumof  the  7th  of  August, 
1874,  which  gave  the  Bevenue  derived 
from  taxation  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land  at  the  decennial  periods  1841,  185 1, 
1861,  and  1871,  furnished  by  the  Trea- 
sury, by  Order  of  this  House,  on  hit 
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about  one-wreoih  of  the  whole.  Now, 
when  the  House  remembered  that  when 
an  Irish  peasant  spent  6^.  on  tobacco 
he  paid  64.  in  taxation,  they  would 
remember  what  a  very  heavy  burden 
this  imposed  on,  perhaps,  the  most  ne- 
cessitous class  of  the  commimity.  With 
reference  to  the  general  figures,  the 
taxation  borne  by  Great  Britain  in 
1851  was  £49,260,000,  of  which  the 
sum  nused  in  Ireland  was  £4,000,000. 
In  1861  the  taxation  of  Great  Britain 
hsd  sprung  up  to  £57,500,000,  of  which 
there  was  raised  in  Ireland  £6,500,000. 
In  1871  the  figures  were  practically 
stationary ;  but  in  1883  the  taxation 
d  Ghreat  Britain  had  advanced  to 
£66,500,000,  whereas  that  of  Ireland 
still  remained  at  £6,500,000.  Therefore, 
slthough  there  had  been  a  very  large — 
M  he  thought,  a  too  large — ^increase  in 
the  taxation  and  Expenditure  of  the 
country  in  that  time,  yet  his  hon.  Friend 
would  see  that  the  extra  burden  of  the 
taxation  imposed  in  the  period  referred 
to  had  been  borne  to  a  great  extent  by 
Qreat  Britain,  and  not  by  Ireland.  Now, 
the  Bevenue  of  Great  Britain,  according 
to  the  Betum  he  held  in  his  hand,  was 
£66,250,000  in  1883,  and  the  population 
30,500,000,  makiog  the  average  taxa- 
tion per  head  £2  3«.  bd.  In  Ireland  in 
the  same  period,  the  Bevenue  being 
£6, 750, 000,  and  the  population  5,000,000, 
the  taxation  was  equal  to  £1  6«.  4i.  per 
head,  showing  a  very  considerable  dif- 
ference per  head  as  between  the  two 
countries.  Some  of  the  criticisms  in  re- 
fecence  to  this  Betum  he  admitted  were 
not  inaccurate  ;  but  taking  the  year 
1884-5,  he  would  give  his  hon.  Friend 
the  exact  amount  paid  into  the  Exche- 
auer.  In  Customs,  £1,928,000;  Excise, 
£4,270,000;  Stamps,  £610,000;  Income, 
Tax,  £564,000 ;  Total,  £7,872,000.  But 
that  amount  had  to  be  adjusted  in  two 
directions ;  it  had  to  be  increased,  and  it 
had  to  be  decreased.  There  was  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  duty  levied  in  Ire- 
land in  the  shape  of  Excise  on  smrits  and 
beer  which  were  consumed  in  England, 
and  tiie  duty  on  which,  of  course,  was 
paid  by  the  consumer ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  a  certain  quan- 
tity of  tea  and  other  Customs-bearing 
articles  the  duty  on  which  was  paid  in 
England,  but  which  were  consumed  in 
Ireland.  In  this  and  other  ways  there 
was  considerable  difficulty  in  ascertain- 
ing exaody  what  was  the  true  propor- 
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tion  of  taxes  levied  upon  Ireland.  H 
had,  with  the  assistance  of  the  very  able 
officers  of  the  Treasury,  given  hi9  best 
attention  to  this  matter ;  and  the  result 
he  had  arrived  at  was  that  the  net  taxa* 
tion  borne  by  the  people  of  Ireland  in  the 
financial  year  ending  March,  1885,  was 
about  £6,500,000.  Beverting  to  the  ge- 
neral taxation  of  the  Kingdom,  he  found 
that  the  income  from  taxes  in  the  finan- 
cial year  1884-5  was,  in  round  figures, 
£73,000,000— that  was  the  sum  raised 
in  the  Three  Kingdoms.  Of  that 
£73,000,000,  £58,340,000  was  raised 
in  Eogland  and  Wales,  £8,005,000  in 
Scotland,  and  the  amount  raised  in  Ire- 
land was  the  figure  he  had  named.  He 
was  not  in  those  figures  including  the 
Post  Office,  for  it  was  not  a  source  of 
Bevenue,  but  a  business  carried  on  by 
the  State.  It  was,  indeed,  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  national  accounts  were 
kept  so  as  to  include  the  Post  Office  Be- 
tums,  for  it  led  to  wrong  ideas  on  the  sub- 

t'ect.  For  instance,  people  talked  about 
burdens  of  £80,000,000,  £90,000,000, 
and  £100,000,000  on  the  taxpayers, 
while,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  taxa- 
tion last  year  was  only  £73,000,000. 
To  this  taxation  Ireland  contributed 
£6,500,000,  or  about  1-llth.  It  was 
necessary  to  consider  the  local  expendi- 
ture of  that  money,  though  he  knew 
that  this  was  a  delicate  subject  as  re- 
garded Ireland.  They  were,  however, 
confronted  with  the  expenditure  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  must  consider  it,  though 
he  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  expenditure  was  in  all  respects  wise 
or  not.  He,  of  course,  did  not  fasten 
upon  Ireland  any  special  charge  for  the 
military  in  Ireland.  The  actual  Civil 
Service  Expenditure  in  Ireland  was,  ex- 
clusive of  collection  of  Bevenue  expenses, 
£4,000,000  out  of  that  £6,500,000  which 
it  contributed. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  if  that  in- 
cluded the  Constabulary  f 

Mb.  n.  n.  FOWLEB  said,  it  cer- 
tainly did,  and  the  Constabulary  Vote 
formed  a  large  portion  of  it.  It  was 
last  year  £1,500,000.  In  England  there 
was  a  Constabulary  Vote,  too,  the  only 
difference  being  that  only  half  the  ex- 
penses of  the  English  Constabulanr 
were  paid  from  the  Consolidated  Fundf, 
whereas  the  whole  expense  was  paid  in 
the  case  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Will  you  give  the 
items  of  the  £4,000,000  ? 

H-2  M  2 
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each  liead  of  the  population  of  Oreat 
Britain.     Bat,    then,    he   (Sir   Joseph 
M'Kenna)  had  been  told  that  the  taxa- 
tion for  each  head  of  the  population  of 
Oreat  Britain  still  greatly  exceeded  the 
taxation  in  respect  of  each  head  of  the 
population  of  Ireland.    Yes,  truly ;  and 
the  taxation  in  respect  to  each  head  of 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  five  times 
as  great  as  the  taxation  in  respect  to 
each  head  of  the  population  of  India ; 
but  that  did  not  prove  that  the  Indian 
population  was  not  more  heavily  taxed 
than  the  Irish,  for  taxation  had  to  be 
estimated,  and  ought  to  be  levied,  in 
proportion  to  wealth,   and  not  in  the 
ratio   of   numbers.      He    (Sir   Joseph 
M^Kenna)  had  adduced  the  comparison 
of  the  taxation  in  respect  to  the  popula- 
tions   of    Great   Britain   and    Ireland 
simply  to  show  that  in  regard  to  Great 
Britain  it  had  demonstrated  progressive 
alleviation,  and  in  respect  to  Ireland  an 
extraordinarily  progressive  increase  of 
burden.    As  to  the  relative  powers  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  sustain 
taxation,   he  should    be  more  specific 
presently.      There  was  nothing  which 
he  then  adduced  that  had  not   been 
within  the  knowledge  of  Parliament  for 
more  than  10  years ;  but  the  legitimate 
arguments    based    thereon    had    been 
met  with  every  form  of  evasion.    One 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  now  adorned  the 
Upper  House,  had  the  temerity  to  say 
that  Ireland  was  not  taxed  at  all,  but 
individuals,  no  doubt,  were  taxed  who 
happened    to    reside  in  Ireland;    but 
their  taxation  must  have  been  just  and 
fair,  because  the  same  tarifiP  was  applied 
in  respect  to  the  same  articles,  whether 
consumed  in  Ireland  or  in  Great  Britain, 
and  so  he  disposed  of   all  grievance, 
ignoring,   or    affecting  to   ignore,   the 
fact  that  unless  the  habits  of  the  dif- 
ferent nations  constituting  the  United 
Kingdom  were  identical,  and  their  rela- 
tive wealth  equal,  the  fact  of  identity  of 
impost  or  duty  applying  to  the  articles 
they  all  more  or  less  consumed  afforded 
no  guarantee  whatever  for  the  equality 
of  their  taxation.     Another  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  also  been  trans- 
lated   to   the  same  convenient  haven, 
whilst  admitting  the  general  facts,  and 
that  a  case  of  disparity  had  been  made 
out,  raised  this  phantom  of  an  argu- 
ment— that  he  doubted  whether  it  might 
not  be  diown  that  great  disparity  existed 
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in  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  one  dis- 
trict of  England  as  compared  to  another ; 
and  so  he  generalized  that,  because  aome 
disparity  might  exist  between  one  part 
of  England  and  another,  nothing  was  to 
be  done  to  mitigate  the  disparity  of 
taxation    between  Great  Britain  as  a 
whole    and  Ireland  as   a    whole — not 
even  a  Commission  of  Inquiry    or   a 
Select  Committee  was  neceesaiy.     Not 
the  slightest  attempt  was  made  to  ahow 
why  the  taxation  of  Ireland  should  be 
increased    £3,000,000    a-year  contem- 
poraneously with  a  decrease  of  3,000,000 
of  the  population  of  the  unfortunate 
country ;    and  so  things  had  gone  on 
from  bad  to  worse,  redress  appearing 
impossible.    All  that  time  there  had 
been  great  sympathy  in  England  with 
any  foreign  Nationality  or  State  which 
rebelled  against  its  Sovereign  or  Suze- 
rain.   There  was  slight  heed  for  Ire- 
land calling  out  in  her  distress  whilst 
her  people  were  flying  from  her  shores. 
But  the  House,  as  at  present  oonstitated, 
would  expect  him  (Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna' 
on  this  occasion  not  merely  to  point  out 
the  fiscal  results,  but  to  show  how  the 
injustice  of  which  he  complained  had 
been  carried  out,  and  particularly  to  show 
how  it  was  possible  that  a  common  tariff^ 
applicable  with  similar  duties  to  Qreat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  should  favour  the 
former,  and  work  out  conspicuous  injus- 
tice to  Ireland.     He  would  explain  all 
this,  not  exhaustively,  but,  hehoped,saffi- 
ciently.   The  greatest  source  of  Revenue 
in  the  United  Kingdom — of  the  many 
which  existed — was  -that  which   might 
be  generaUzed  under  the  head  of  **  Taxes 
on  Alcoholic  Beverages."    These  were 
not  regulated  according  to  any  scientific 
principle.    If   it  were  so,  they  would, 
doubtless,  be  taxed  equally,  haTing  re- 
gard to  the  quantity  of  alcohol  contained 
in  each.    The  dispanty  of  duties,  hov« 
ever,  in  respect  to  alcohol  was  not  of  re- 
cent origin  ;  but  the  nature  of  the  dispa- 
rity had  been  in  our  own  times  altex^. 
and  this  alteration  had  been  made  so  as 
to  give  England  the  greatest  advantage, 
and  to  press  with  extreme  and  exhaustiTe 
severity  on  Ireland.     From  1840  up  to 
the  year  1880,  with  a  slight  interval,  the 
Malt  Duties — which  were,  in  fact,  the 
duties  on  brewers'  drinks,  ale,  porter, 
and  beer — had  been  levied  at  the  rate  of 
28,  S^d,  a-bushel  on  the  dry  malt.   That 
had  also  been  a  duty  on  hops,  anotiMr 
ingredient  of  beer;  bat  he  would  tak* 
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no  farthOT  notice  of  that  duty  at  present, 
but  content  himself  by  saying  tiiat  the 
daty  was  in  its  result  equal  to  a  tax  of 
2«.  a-gallon  on  the  alcoholic  equivalent 
of  erezy  gallon  of  proof  spirits  contained 
in  the  beer.  Since  that  time,  in  1880, 
tbe  Malt  Duty  had  been  repealed,  and  for 
it  was  substituted  a  duty  on  the  brewed 
liquor  computed  according  to  its  alcoholic 
strength.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>Temment  (Mr.  Gladstone)  carried  the 
measure  for  commutation  of  the  Malt 
Duty  into  a  Liquor  Duty,  he  exposed 
the  fact  that  the  duty  on  the  English 
national  beverage  of  beer,  porter,  and 
ale  was  only  2»,  in  respect  to  the  alco- 
holic equivident  of  every  gallon  of  proof 
spirits  contained  in  the  brewed  drink. 
Everyone  would  ag^ree  that  in  that  case 
there  had  been  an  enonnous  disparity  in 
the  tax  on  alcohol  where  brewers'  drinks 
constituted  the  chief  popular  beverage, 
as  they  did  in  England,  contrasted  with 
the  duty  of  10«.  a-gallon  on  the  Irish 
popular  beverage,  to  which  it  had  been 
raised  from  28.  Sd.  a-gallon,  the  rate  of 
duty  in  1 853.  Now,  they  had  to  consider 
the  effect  of  the  increase  of  the  Spirit 
Duty  from  2«.  Sd.  a-gallon  to  10^.  a- 
gallon  between  1853  and  1871.  Tbe 
effect  of  the  increase  of  duty  would  be 
illustrated  by  the  following  fact,  shown 
bytheEeturninhishand,if  carefully  ex- 
amined. From  a  population  reduced  by 
1,140,000  souls,  and  in  spite  of  a  re- 
duced consumption  of  1,700,000  gallons, 
there  was  extracted  £2,300,000  more 
tax  on  this  one  article  in  the  year  1871 
than  in  1851.  That  was  a  contempo- 
raneous relief  of  so  much  to  England. 
Every  additional  pound  levied  off  the 
people  of  Ireland  went  as  palpably  in 
relief  of  English  taxpayers,  or  in  reduc- 
tion of  the  National  Debt,  as  if  the 
amount  had  been  levied  off  Ireland  as  a 
rate  in  aid  or  a  war  ransom.  Some 
people  were  surprised,  or  affected  to  be 
surprised,  for  some  years  past  that 
things  had,  so  to  say,  broken  down  in 
Ireland,  and  that  there  had  been  an  up- 
rising against  rent.  He  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  was  certainly  not  surprised, 
except  that  all  that  had  not  occurred  in 
Ireland  many  years  before.  In  no  part 
of  Europe,  or  of  the  world,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  did  so  monstrous  a  system  of  fiscal 
injustice  prevail  as  the  fiscal  system  of 
tbe  United  Kingdom  in  its  bearing 
on  Ireland.    He  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna) 


attributed  no  malignant  design  to  any- 
one ;  he  left  it  for  those  who  were  curious 
on  such  matters  to  determine  whether 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Treasury 
in  former  years,  or  the  Statesmen  who 
held  Her  Majesty's  Seals  of  Office,  were, 
or  had  been,  the  real  authors  and  in- 
ventors of  the  system.  But  see  in  what 
it  had  eventuated.  In  extracting  an 
annual  amount  of  Imperial  taxation 
from  Ireland,  which,  measured  by  in- 
come, would  require  an  Income  Tax  of 
5t.  9d.  in  the  pound  to  commute  it,  whilst 
to  commute  the  whole  Imperial  taxa- 
tion of  Great  Britain  into  an  Income 
Tax  would  only  require  a  rating  frac- 
tionally in  excess  of  2f.  6d.  on  identical 
Schedules  to  those  of  Ireland — he  could 
give  the  precise  computetions,  but  that 
he  feared  to  weary  the  House,  whose 
indulgence  he  had  already  trespassed 
upon.  There  had  been  a  Beturn  ob- 
tained a  few  Sessions  before  bv  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  McLaren), 
which  purported  to  give  the  actual  and 
relative  contributions  to  Bevenue  by 
taxation  of  each  of  the  three  countries 
constituting  the  United  Kingdom.  By 
that  Beturn  it  appeared  that  the  Bevenue 
raised  by  texation  in  Ireland  equalled 
in  amount  1-lOth  of  the  sum  raised 
by  taxation  in  Great  Britain  for  the 
year  ending  31st  March,  1883.  He  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  assumed  that  Beturn 
to  be  accurate.  But  what  did  it  show  ? 
That  Ireland  paid  Imperial  taxation 
equal  to  1-lOth  of  the  amount  paid  by 
weat  Britain,  when,  in  fact,  on  former 
statemente  of  equal  authority,  her  fair 
proportion  would  have  been  l-18th  or 
l-20th;  and  when  that  very  Beturn 
showed  that  for  the  year  it  dealt  with — 
to  31st  March,  1883— the  texation  of 
Ireland,  measured  by  the  Income  Tax, 
should  have  been  only  the  l-22nd.  The 
proportion  of  the  relative  ability  of  Ire- 
land to  bear  taxation,  estimated  as 
l-20th  of  that  of  Great  Britein,  he 
might  shortly  stete,  was  taken  from  a 
Treasury  Beturn  of  24th  April,  1882, 
which  showed  that  each  penny  Income 
Tax  for  Ireland  yielded  £95,000  only, 
whilst  that*  of  Gbreat  Britain  was  set 
down  in  the  same  Treasury  Beturn  as 
£1,946,000  for  each  penny,  a  sum  20 
times  larger  than  the  penny  yielded  for 
Irelatd.  But  whilst  revolving  all  those 
computetions  and  considerations  in  his 
mind,  after  a  series  of  denials  from 
several  Ohanoellors  of  the  Exchequer 
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that  there  was  really  anything  abnormal 
in  the  incidence  of  Imperial  taxation, 
af fcer  hearing,  ad  nauseantf  that  Ireland 
was  a  favoured  nation,  treated  with 
more  than  sisterly  self-sacrificing  affec- 
tion by  Great  Britain,  spared  some — 
albeit  trifling — taxes  which  England 
paid,  but  at  any  rate  saved  something, 
he  (Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna)  read  in  the 
columns  of  a  morning  paper  a  letter 
which  he  believed  to  be  from  the  highest 
official  statistical  authority  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Government,  which  letter 
confessed  all  that  had  been  hitherto  de- 
nied. This  was  from  the  letter  of  '*  Eco- 
nomist "  (Mr.  Giffen)  in  The  Daily  News 
of  the  6th  of  this  present  month  (Feb- 
ruary, 1886)— 

*^  At  present  Ireland  pays  more  in  taxes  than 
her  fair  share,  comparing  her  resources  with 
those  of  Great  Britain.  The  figures  are  iiot 
quite  certain  ;  hut  the  Irish  taxpayer  appears  to 
contrihute  £6,700,000  a-year  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  whereas  his  proper  contrihution 
ought  not  to  he  more  than  half  of  that  sum." 

"  Economist  "^!(Mr.  Giffen)  then  went 
on  to  say  that  Ireland  had  more  than 
her  proper  proportion  spent  upon  her. 
These  were  his  words — 

**  The  Imperial  Exchequer  thus  gets  out  of 
Ireland,  in  the  first  place,  ahout  £3,200,000 
more  than  iti'ought  to  get,  and  then  spends 
upon  the  internal  administration  of  Ireland  the 
whole  amount." 

And  then  he  fairly  went  on  to  say — 

"The  expenditure  does  not  benefit  Ireland 
as  it  ought  to  do ;  hut  neither  does  Great  Bri- 
tain gain." 

He  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  did  not  com- 
plain of  these  addenda;  but  he  might 
remark  that  the  chief  expenditure  on 
the  Imperial  Establishments  in  Ireland, 
save  for  the  convenience  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, might  as  well  be  made  elsewhere 
— in  Malta  or  Cyprus— except  to  the 
extent  of  £1,000.000  or  £1,600,000 
a-year.  The  feeding  and  lodging  and 
clothing  of  the  Army,  the  outlay  for 
ordnance,  ships,  sailors,  and  the  like, 
were  Imperial  business ;  and  the  charges 
for  all  these  things  had  rightly  to  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  Imperial  Hevenue, 
to  which  Ireland  ought  to  contribute 
her  full  quota,  and  no  more ;  and  the 
amount  which  Ireland  should  con- 
tribute to  the  general  Bevenue  of 
the  Empire  should  be  assessed  at 
precisely  the  same  amount  if  the  out- 
lay had  been  made  at  London,  Malta, 
Oyprus,  Woolwich,  or  Southampton,  as 
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if  it  had  been  made  at  Dublin,  Oork,  or 
Athlone.    He  maintained  that  En^a^d, 
as  the  chief  member  of  the  Empire,  and 
with  the  strongest  interest  in  preserviog 
its  unity  and  integrity,  had  the  greatest 
reason  to  maintain  that  view.  However, 
all  that  was  somewhat  beside  the  ques- 
tion, and  he  should  not  pursue  it ;  but  he 
might  say  that  all  he  had  contended  for 
in  that  House  and  outside  for  the  last 
20  years  was  now  practically  acdmow- 
lodged,  and  might  be  proclaimed  without 
fear  of  refutation — namely,    that    the 
burden  of  Imperial  taxation  had  been 
made  to  fall  on  Ireland  for  the  laat  30 
years  with  double  the  weight  of  its  in- 
cidence than  on  the  wealthier  Island. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  would  now 
make  a  few  observations  on  a  case  sug- 
gested or  attempted   to  be  set  up  in 
mitigation  of  the  injustice  of  the  proven 
disparity.     That  case  might  be  shortlj 
put  in  tifiis  form — that  the  extraordinary 
levy  was  in  some  degree  compensated  for 
by  the  outlay  in  Ireland  of  a  much 
larger  sum  annually  than  what  was  now 
admitted  or  proved  to  be  her  fair  share 
of  the  expenditure.    The  writer  in  7%€ 
Statist  puts  this  forward  for  what  it  might 
be  worth.     Well,  it  was  literally  worth 
nothing.     The  local  taxation  of  Ireland 
was  £4,000,000  a-year;  that  also  was  a 
greater  levy,  in  proportion  to  the  wealth 
of  the  two  Islands,  than  the  levj  for 
local  taxation  of  Great  Britain.   But  the 
case  of  Ireland  which  he  (Sir  Joseph 
M^Xenna)  desired  to  put  was  this — that 
in  1841,  when  her  population  exceeded 
8,000,000,    her    Imperial    taxes    were 
barely  £4,000,000  sterling;  that  in  1851 
they  were  barely  £4,000,000,  and  that 
the  injustice  of  the  increase  of  £3,000,000 
of  annual  taxation,  without  the  slig-bteet 
evidence  that  Ireland  had  any  pecuniary 
benefit  thereby,  was  manifest  and  mon- 
strous.   It  appeared  to  have  been  the 
policy  of  the  Treasury  for  some  yean 
past  to  make  the  real  state  of  the  ac- 
counts between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land as  obscure  as  possible.    Up  to  1 862 
the  Treasury  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
publishing    the    expenditure    of    Irish 
taxation  separately  from  that  of  Great 
Britain.     Since  then,  however,  no  such 
course  had  been  pursued,  and  thej  were 
left  to  grope  through  the  Betarns  of 
various  Departments  to  make  some  ap- 
proximate calculations.    He  (Sir  Joee|)h 
M^Kenna)  should,  however,  take    tte 
latest  dissected  Betum — ^tbatfor  1862*- 
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and  tell  the  House  the  account  it  gave 
of  the  expenditure  of  Irish  Eevenue.  In 
1862  the  Eevenue  made  up  of  Irish 
taxation  amounted  to  £6,736,281,  and 
this  was  how  it  was  expended  : — Army 
and  Ordnance,  £3,240,380  ;  interest  and 
management  of  Debt,  £1,240,980;  mis- 
cellaneous payments  (including  Consta- 
bulary), £1,671,814;  Public  Works, 
£208,232 ;  remitted  English  Exchequer, 
£374,875.  How  in  the  name  of  all  that 
was  rational  could  any  sane  person  treat 
the  expenditure  of  £3,250,000  on  Army 
and  Ordnance  as  expenditure  for  Irish 
purposes,  or  the  interest  and  manage- 
ment of  the  National  Debt,  another 
£1,125,000?  The  miscellaneous  pay- 
ments, £1,671,874,  no  doubt,  included 
items  of  Imperial  Expenditure  for  Ire- 
land, and  so  did  **  Public  Works," 
£208,000.  But  if  it  comported  with  the 
general  policy  of  the  Empire  to  keep  an 
Army  anywhere,  it  was  quite  clear  the 
charge  for  maintaining  that  Army  and 
the  Ordnance  Establishments,  unless  they 
were  quartered  on  an  enemy,  should  be 
defrayed  out  of  Imperial  funds,  to  which, 
of  course,  Ireland  should  contribute, 
having  regard  to  her  actual  means,  in 
precisely  the  same  ratio  as  England  or 
Scotland.  As  a  matter  of  account  be- 
tween the  Imperial  Exchequer  and  Ire- 
land, the  locality  in  which  the  charge 
for  Imperial  objects  was  expended  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  distribution  of 
the  burden  of  the  charge.  He  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  freely  admitted  that 
the  local  trade  of  the  district  in  which 
Imperial  funds  were  expended  benefited 
somewhat  by  the  expenditure ;  but  that 
was  not  the  point,  and  had  no  earthly 
connection  with  the  distribution  of  the 
charge  amongst  the  taxpayers  of  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  Besolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE,  in  second- 
ing  the  Motion,  said,  he  desired  to  make 
a  Few  remarks  on  the  subject  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  forward.  In 
Ireland  they  considered  they  were  not 
fairly  treated  in  the  matter  of  taxation. 
They  considered,  in  the  first  place,  that 
they  were  overtaxed,  having  regard  to 
the  amount  of  the  Irish  National  Debt 
at  the  time  of  the  Union ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  they  considered  that  they 
were  overtaxed,  having  regard  to  the 
poverty  of  the  people  compared  with  the 
people  of  England.     Hon.  Members  in 


that  House  might  not  be  cognizant  of 
the  facts  regarding  the  Irish  National 
Debt ;  and  he,  therefore,  thought  it  well 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  In  the  year 
1794  the  Irish  National  Debt  was 
£2,400,000,  in  the  year  1797  it  was 
£3,000,000,  and  in  the  year  1800,  the 
year  in  which  the  Legislative  Union 
was  passed,  it  amounted,  according 
to  some  authorities,  to  £28,000,000. 
It  was  estimated  by  Mr.  Grattan  at 
£25,000,000 ;  but  he  (Sir  Thomas  Es- 
monde)  had  made  a  calculation,  and  he 
estimated  that  the  Debtwas  £24,536,000, 
but  he  would  take  it  at  the  sum  of 
£28,000,  OOOoutof  regard  to  the  suscepti- 
bilities of  Members  in  that  House.  He 
would  like  to  say  a  word  as  to  how  this  Na- 
tional Debt  was  constituted.  From  1 797 
to  1800  it  was  necessary  to  maintain  a 
large  force  of  English  troops  in  Ireland. 
In  1797  the  number  was  60,000  men ; 
and  in  1800  the  number  reached  170,000 
men.  The  cost  of  maintaining  those 
troops  amounted  to  £16,000,000.  And 
that  was  one  item  in  the  National  Debt. 
Then  there  was  paid  to  the  owners  of 
Irish  boroughs,  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing their  votes  and  their  influence 
to  effect  the  Legislative  Union,  a  sum  of 
£1,500,000.  Then  there  was  paid  to 
a  certain  class  of  individuals,  who  were 
termed  "suffering  Loyalists,"  in  satis- 
faction of  their  claims  £1,500,000.  What 
those  claims  were  must  be  left  to  the 
imagination.  There  was  paid  for  secret 
service  to  informers,  who  instigated  the 
people  to  rebellion  and  then  informed 
upon  them,  a  sum  of  £53,547.  There 
was  given  to  individuals  who  were  called 
"deserving  men,"  for  suppressing  that 
rebellion  and  carrying  the  Act  of 
Union,  £1,000,000.  There  was  paid  to 
the  Legal  Advisers  of  the  Govern- 
ment £500,000;  and  there  was  paid  to 
several  individuals  for  compensation  for 
the  removal  of  the  Parliament  from 
Dublin,  £500,000.  To  give  some  idea 
of  the  persons  who  received  compensa- 
tion he  might  mention  that  the  rat- 
catcher to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  received 
a  certain  sum  of  money.  In  this  way 
was  constituted  the  Irish  National  Debt, 
which  he  estimated  at  £24,536,000 ;  but 
he  would  be  content  to  take  the  larger 
figure.  Now,  he  did  not  say  anything 
as  to  the  character  of  that  Debt.  They 
would  accept  it  as  an  accomplished  fact. 
The  Legislative  Union,  he  thought  it 
would  be  admitted,  originated  for  the 
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The  UNDEE  8E0EETAET  (Sir 
UoHTBED  Kay-Shtjttlbwobth)  :  The 
rule  was  first  adopted  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council  in  March,  1880,  and 
gazetted  in  India  in  June.  It  was  ex- 
tended to  the  graded  Educational  Ser- 
vice in  May,  1882.  No  instance  has 
occurred,  so  far  as  we  know,  in  Bengal, 
but  one  has  occurred  in  Madras,  in 
which  salary  on  promotion  was  less  than 
that  previously  received.  The  Qovem- 
ment  of  India  was  requested,  some  time 
ago,  to  consider  how  such  occurrences 
might  be  prevented.  But  there  are 
many  benefits  besides  increased  salary 
attendant  on  securing  a  place  in  the 
graded  list ;  and  no  officer  need  accept 
promotion  unless  he  considers  it  to  be 
to  his  advantage. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE- IMPORTS  OF 
BUTTER  AND  BUTTERINE. 

Oaftain  field  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  will 
consent  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Betum  showing  the  relative 
quantities  and  values  of  the  butter 
and  butterine,  or  other  substitutes  for 
butter,  imported  annually  into  this 
Country  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
(Mr.  Mi7in>EiiLA),  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  imports  of  butter  and  butterine  were 
shown  separately,  both  as  regards  quan- 
tities and  values,  in  the  monthly  ac- 
counts relating  to  trade  and  navigation 
which  were  presented  to  Parliament  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they  would  be 
BO  shown  in  the  forthcoming  annual 
statement  of  trade  for  1885. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— ELEMEN- 
TARY  SCHOOL— FREE- EDUCATION. 

Mb.  OOBB  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  in  the  present 
Session  any  measure  dealing  with  the 
question  of  free  education  in  elementary 
schools  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
Platfaib),  in  reply,  said,  that,  Her 
Majest3r's  Government  having  issued  a 
Royal  Commission  on  the  subject  of 
elementary  education  in  general,  it  was 
not  the  intention  to  deal  with  the  sepa- 
rate and  important  question  of  free 
education  until  they  knew  the  result  of 
the  labours  of  that  Commission. 


SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE— GREECE 
AND  TURKEY. 

Mb.  BERNARD  COLERIDGE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether,  seeing  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  thoaght  fit 
to  carry  on  Lord  Salisbury's  policy  of 
using  the  British  Fleet  as  a  menace  to 
Greece,  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemmenthave 
taken,  or  are  prepared  to  take,  any 
steps  to  satisfy  the  claims  of  Greece  to 
an  enlargement  of  her  territory  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
Bbtce)  :  No,  Sir;  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  not  of  opinion  that  this 
would  be  a  favourable  moment  to  ap- 
proach the  Sultan  with  a  view  to  ob- 
taining from  him  a  concession  of  terri- 
tory to  Greece. 

COMMITTEE    ON    INDIAN     ADMINIS- 
TRATION—THE COVENANTED  AND 
UNCOVEN ANTED  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Administra- 
tion will  be  authorised  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  abolishing  all  dis- 
tinctions between  covenanted  and  un- 
covenanted  servants  of  the  Crown  in 
India,  and  establishing  one  Civil  Ser- 
vice, with  a  uniform  system  of  promo- 
tion and  rates  of  pay  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Ughteed  Kay-Shttttlewobth)  :  Due 
Notice  will  be  given  of  the  terms  of 
reference  to  the  Committee,  and  it  would 
be  premature  to  give  answers  upon  par- 
ticmar  points  such  as  those  raised  in  the 
Question. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— DEPRECIATION 

OF  SILVER. 

Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any  recent 
Despatches  from  the  Government  of 
India  on  the  continued  fall  in  the  price 
of  silver,  and  its  effects  on  Indian  trade 
and  revenue  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Ughtbed  Kay-Shxjttlbwobth)  :  I  am 
not  at  present  able  to  say  whether 
Papers  can  be  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  I 
will  consider  it. 

ARMT  (AUXILIARY  F0RCE8>-THE 
VOLUNTEER  FORCE. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  Her 


lOdd  l^uhltc  Health  {Febbuaby  23,  1886} 


Act,  1875. 


1034 


Majesty's  Ooyernment  hare  decided  to 
recommend  an  increase  in  the  Capitation 
Grant  to  the  Volunteer  Force  of  Great 
Britain  ;  and,  if  provision  will  be  made 
for  the  same  in  tlus  year's  Estimates? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  had  time  to  give  that  full 
consideration  to  this  subject  which 
would  enable  him  to  come  to  any  con- 
clusion upon  it. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  would  give 
Notice  that  he  would,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  move  a  Resolution 
thereon. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— EXTRA 
POLICE  AT  CLONES  FAIR,  CO.  MONA- 
&HAN. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Is  it  the  fact  that,  on  2  Ist  January, 
a  force  of  fifty  extra  police  were  drafted 
into  Clones,  county  Monaghan,  to  attend 
the  market;  and,  was  this  in  conse- 
quence of  a  sworn  information  that  there 
was  likely  to  be  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
who  swore  this  information ;  who  will 
pay  for  the  extra  police ;  has  the  appre- 
hended disturbance  arisen  inconsequence 
of  the  refusal  of  Sir  Thomas  Leonard's 
agent,  Mr.  Wrench,  to  weigh  pork  for 
every  person  willing  to  pay  toll,  as  the 
Court  of  Appeal  declared  was  his  duty  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  I  am  informed  that  a  force 
of  50  men  was  drafted  into  Clones  on 
the  21st  ultimo,  in  consequence  of  infor- 
mation having  reached  the  Government 
that  a  disturbance  of  the  peace  was 
likely  to  take  place.  No  charge  will  be 
made  against  the  county  or  district  in 
consequence.  It  is  stated  that  Mr. 
Wrench  did  not  refuse  to  weigh  pork 
for  anyone. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)  — 
RIOT  AT  CLONES,  CO.  MONAGHAN. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Why  none  of  those  who  broke  the 
windows  of  the  clergyman  and  other 
Catholics  in  Clones,  county  Monaghan, 
on  the  1 8th  December,  have  been  appre- 
hended or  brought  to  justice;  and,  is 
the  sergeant  in  charge  of  the  police 


registered  as  a  Freemason  according  to 
law? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  give  me  Notice  of 
this  Question,  which  only  appeared  on 
the  Paper  to-day. 

STATE  OFIRELAND— CHARGE  AGAINST 
EMERGENCY  MEN  AT  CORNAFANE, 
CO.  CAVAN. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Constables 
Kelly  and  Clarkin,  on  protection  duty 
at  Comafane,  in  county  Cavan,  on  the 
land  of  Adam  Johnstone,  detected  two 
emergency  men  in  charge  of  the  emer- 
gency cattle  on  the  same  land  in  the  act 
of  setting  fire  to  the  house  on  the  night 
of  the  17th-18th  instant;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  emergency  men  have  been 
arrested  and  will  be  brought  to  trial  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  :  The  facts  are  substantially  as 
stated.  The  two  men  have  been  arrested, 
and  are  remanded  to  the  26th  instant. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT,  1876-REMOVAL 
OF  DEAD  BODIES. 

Mr.  J.  E.  JOHNSON-FERGUSON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  prosecution  by 
the  Atherton  Local  Board  before  the 
Leigh,  Lancashire,  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates, under  the  Public  Health  Act, 
1875  (38  and  39  Vic.  c.  55),  section  126, 
for  the  removal  in  a  public  conveyance 
of  the  dead  body  of  a  child  who  died 
from  an  infectious  disorder,  without 
previously  notifying  to  the  owner  or 
driver  that  it  had  died  from  such  a  dis- 
order ;  that  the  magistrates  decided  that 
the  offence  was  not  one  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Act ;  that  their  decision  has 
since  been  approved  in  The  Justtce  of  the 
Peace  of  January  30th  1886,  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms : — 

''Sub- section  2  imposes  a  penalty  on  any 
person  who  exposes  another  person  in  his 
charge,  while  the  latter  is  suffering  from  infec- 
tious disease.  But  a  dead  body  is  not  a  person 
so  suffering.  We  were  at  first  inclined  to 
think  that  sub-section  3  might  meet  the  case. 
But  we  are  of  opinion  that  a  dead  body  is  not  a 
thing  ejusdem  generis  with  bedding,  clothing, 
or  rags.  The  case  appears  to  disclose  an  omis- 
sion in  the  Act; " 

and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  have 
the  Act  amended  ? 
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The  president  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ohahberlain)  said,  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  prosecution  in  ques- 
tion, and  he  had  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  decision  of  the  magistrates  was 
right,  and  that  the  word  "person"  in 
the  Act  did  not  include  a  dead  bodj, 
and  that  a  dead  body  was  not  a  thing 
Bjuidem  generis  with  "  bedding,  clothing, 
or  rags."  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  was  evident  that  there  had  been  an 
omission  in  the  Act;  and  if  the  Act  came 
up  for  amendment  that  point  would  be 
noticed. 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  METROPOLIS- 
SOUTH  LONDON. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  lack 
of  employment  in  South  London,  there 
is  any  immediate  prospect  that  the  new 
road  from  Southwark  Bridge  Road  to 
St.  George's  Church,  for  which  it  ap- 
pears the  Board  of  Works  has  obtained 
powers,  will  be  taken  in  hand  and  com- 
pleted ? 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG,  in 
reply,  said,  the  property  required  for 
the  improvement  referred  to  had  been 
either  cleared  away  or  purchased  by  the 
Board ;  and  on  the  completion  of  one  or 
two  outstanding  cases  he  trusted  that 
in  a  few  weeks  from  that  date  the  Board 
would  be  in  a  position  to  remove  the 
remaining  buildings.  He  might,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  add  that  the  provi- 
sions introduced  into  the  Act  authorizing 
this  street,  as  to  re-housing  the  labour- 
ing classes,  created  a  great  and,  indeed, 
insuperable  di£Bcalty  to  the  progress  of 
the  street,  and  that  the  difficulty  was  in- 
creased by  the  grant  of  powers  to  the 
South-Eastem  Railway  Company  in 
1882  to  take  for  their  line  various  pro- 
perties which  could  otherwise  have  been 
appropriated  to  re-housing  the  labour- 
ing classes. 

SPAIN— DIFFERENTIAL  DUTIES. 
Mb.  FORWOOD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  answer  No.  276,  given  by 
Mr.  C.  M.  Kennedy,  O.B.,  head  of  the 
Commercial  Department  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Depression  of  Trade,  viz. — 

"That  all  United  States  eoods  .  .  .  now 
enter  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico  at  the  same  rate  of 


in 


duty,  whatever  may  be  the  flag  of  the 
which  they  are  brought,*' 

is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  date 
of  the  Treaty  or  agreement  under  which 
Spain  extended  to  British  ships  trading 
from  the  United  States  to  Caba  and 
Porto  Rico  the  same  privileges  aa  re- 
gards the  duties  on  merchandise  con- 
veyed by  them  as  were  obtained  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  for 
the  vessels  bearing  their  flag,  in  their 
Treaty  of  Reciprocity  with  Spain  signed 
in  1884? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
Bryoe)  :  Mr.  C.  M.  Kennedy,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Trade  Depression,  in  October,  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  Spanish  Gt>Tem- 
ment  had  accepted  the  interpretation 
placed  by  the  United  States  Govern* 
ment,  as  they  informed  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Washington,  on  Artide  I  of 
the  Commercial  Convention  of  1884 — 
namely,  that  it  applied  to  goods,  the 
products  of  and  proceeding  from  the 
United  States,  irrespective  of  the  flag 
under  which  they  might  be  carried.  No 
report  or  complaint  had  then  recently 
been  received,  and  none  has  been  since 
received  on  this  subject.  If  the  view 
above  expressed  is  incorrect,  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  request  parties  interested 
to  send  in  a  statement  showing  whether 
differential  rates  are  now  levied,  their 
representations  shall  receive  immediate 
attention. 

IRELAND— THE  CITY  OF  CORK  STEAK 
PACKET  COMPANY- '» BOYCOTTING.*' 

Lord  ERNEST  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Lreland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  attempt  of  the 
South  of  Ireland  Cattle  Trade  Associa- 
tion to  ruin,  by  systematised  boyoottiDg, 
the  City  of  Cork  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany, in  consequence  of  the  refiisal  of 
the  latter  to  commit  an  illegal  act ;  and, 
whether  the  discretionary  power  vhieh 
he  proposes  to  exercise  as  to  when  the 
Law  should  be  supported  applies  only  to 
agrarian  illegalities  f 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOE,  with  refer^ 
ence  to  the  same  subject,  asked,  Whether 
the  South  of  Ireland  Cattle  Trade  Asso- 
ciation were  not  exercising  their  legal 
right  in  sending  their  eatUe  and  goods 
by  other  lines  uian  those  establiaked  bj 
the  City  of  Cork  Steam  Paeket  06b- 
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pany;  whether  the  assooiation  having 
confined  their  operations  to  the  members 
of  their  own  body  and  not  haying  influ- 
enced or  intimidated  any  persons  outside 
that  body  could  be  said  to  have  infringed 
upon  the  rights  of  others  or  offended 
against  the  law  of  the  land ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  for  any  Minister  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  by  the  ex- 
ercise of  any  discretionary  or  other 
power  to  compel  people  to  do  what  they 
Lave  a  legal  right  not  to  do  ? 

The  chief  SECRETABY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  Notice  of  the  Question  put  to 
me  by  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  only  reached  me  since  I  came 
into  the  House,  and  it  involves  a  point 
of  some  legal  ni<9dty.  He  will,  therefore, 
excuse  my  answering  it  at  present.  As 
to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  have 
to  say  yes,  Sir ;  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  been  drawn  to  this  affair, 
and  orders  have  been  given  that  every 
possible  measure  should  be  adopted  to 
prevent  persons  being  molested,  hin- 
dered, or  intimidated  in  their  work.  As 
regards  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion, which  is  not  very  intelligible,  the 
noble  Lord  appears  to  be  under  a  mis- 
conception. I  did  not  propose  to  exer- 
cise any  discretion  as  to  when  the  law 
should  be  supported,  but  as  to  how 
it  should  be  supported  in  the  particular 
circumstances  to  which  I  referred. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  a  Eeturn 
might  be  laid  before  the  House  showing 
the  places  where  harbours  of  refuge 
have  been  either  commenced  or  com- 
pleted by  private  enterprise  since  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  in  the  year 
1859  recommending  the  outlay  of 
£400,000  on  such  National  works ;  and, 
whether  such  Beturn  can  be  presented 
to  the  House  before  the  Motion  of  which 
the  honourable  Member  for  East  Leeds 
has  given  notice  on  the  same  subject 
comes  on  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  :  If  the  hon.  Member  will  have 
the  goodness  to  refer  to  the  last 
Report  which  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House,  in  the  year  18S3,  on 
the  Motion  of  a  right  hon.  Friend  of 
mine  who  now  holds  Office  under  the 
Grown,  he  will  find  sufficient  for  his  pur- 
pose. If  it  is  not,  and  he  will  give  infor- 
mation to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 


Trade,  we  shall  see  what  can  be  done  as 
to  giving  further  information. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Household,  Whether  his 
acceptance  of  Office  precluded  him  from 
bringing  on  the  Notice  of  Motion  which 
stood  upon  the  Paper  in  his  name  with 
reference  to  harbours  of  refuge  ? 

The  O9MPTROLLER  (Mr.  Maejobi- 
BANEs),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  Resolution  which  stood  in  his 
name  on  harbour  accommodation,  and 
which  he  had  proposed  before  he  became 
Comptroller  of  the  Household  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House,  was  hardly  of  such  a 
nature  that  he  could  hope  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  it.  Therefore,  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  readily 
understand  that  he  did  not  wish  to  set  an 
example  of  insubordination,  and  to  ap- 
pear as  a  Teller  on  the  opposite  side  to 
his  hon.  Colleague  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  If,  however,  the  predictions 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  correct 
as  to  his  probable  tenure  of  Office,  his 
hands  would  shortly  be  free  again,  and 
he  would  then  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  the  Resolution.  He 
could  only  say  that  he  would  lose  no 
opportunity  in  his  power  of  pressing  a 
subject  which  had  been,  and  still  was, 
of  the  deepest  interest  to  him. 

BTJRMAH— THE  BRITISH  AUTHORITIES 
—MILITARY  EXECUTIONS— THE  PRO- 
VOST  MARSHAL. 

Db.  CAMERON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
further  information  as  to  Colonel  Hooper, 
the  Provost  Marshal  at  Mandalay  ? 

The  under  .  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Ughteed  Kay-Shuttle- 
wobth)  :  Since  my  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question  last  night,  I  may  tell 
him  that  a  further  communication  has 
reached  the  Secretary  of  State  from  the 
Viceroy.  I  am  now  able  to  state  that  the 
Viceroy's  original  instructions  to  Oeneral 
Prendergast  of  January  23  were,  after 
referring  to  the  facts,  as  follows : — 

'^I  cannot  believe  the  foregoing  statement 
true.  In  my  opinion,  if  there  is  any  primd 
facie  evidence  against  the  ofiScers  in  question, 
they  should  be  at  once  suspended,  and  if  guilty 
they  should  be  subject  to  the  severest  penalties 
at  your  disposal.  I  hope  you  will  understand 
the  gravity  of  the  drcumstances  to  which  I 
have  callea  your  attention.*' 

I  may  remind  the  House  that  theonly  con- 
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sequences  to  the  Proyost  Marshal  of  Sir 
Harry  Prendergast's  action  were  a  cen- 
sure and  the  loss  of  preferment  the 
Provost  Marshal  would  otherwise  have 
received.  Lord  Dufferin  shares  Lord 
Kimberley's  dissatisfaction  at  the  re- 
sults of  Sir  Harry  Prendergast's  in- 
quiries. After  considering  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Secretary  of  State  has 
telegraphed  to  the  Viceroy,  recommend- 
ing in  the  following  terms  a  court 
martial : — 

*•  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  your  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  advifleB  that  charges  can  he  framed 
against  Colonel  Hooper  steps  should  he  taken 
accordingly.** 

MOTIONS. 


IMPERIAL    REVENUE    (IRELAND   AND 

GREAT  BRITAIN). 

KESOLUTION. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M*KENNA,  in  rising 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
inequality  of  Imperial  Taxation  on  Ire- 
land ;  and  to  move  for  a — 

*'  Return  of  the  Gross  Imperial  Revenue  of 
Ireland  derived  from  taxation,  and  of  the  Popu- 
lation of  Ireland  for  the  years  1851,  1861.  1871, 
and  1881,  and  a  like  Return  for  Great  Britain 
for  the  same  years,  heing  in  both  cases  a  con- 
tinuation, in  Uke  form,  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  407,  of  Session  1874," 

said,  he  noticed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Sir  George  Campbell)  had  given 
Notice  to  insert  '* Scotland"  instead  of 
**  Ireland  ;  "  but  ho  begged  to  say  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  made  out  his  case 
for  Scotland  against  the  rest  of  Great 
Britain  that  would  only  strengthen  the 
Irish  case.  When  he  had  last  addressed 
the  House  on  the. subject  of  the  unequal 
incidence  of  Imperial  taxation  on  Ire- 
land as  compared  with  Great  Britain  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then,  as  now,  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  heard  what  he  had 
to  say  on  the  subject— or,  at  least,  heard 
all  he  had  said,  for  his  (Sir  Joseph 
M^Kenna's)  speech  was  not  concluded 
when  it  appeared  fit  to  the  officials  of 
the  Government  whose  duty  it  was  to 
**  keep  a  House  "  or  permit  *'  a  Count 
out,"  to  allow  the  latter  alternative  to 
be  availed  of.  There  was  not  so  much 
danger  of  a  similar  catastrophe  to-niffht ; 
and  yet  he  would  ask  hon.  Members 
for  English  and  Scotch  constituencies  to 
give  some  attention  to  the  case  he  was 
about  to  submit,  as  it  was  the  key  to 
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understanding  many  things  connected 
with  Ireland  which  at  first  sight  did  not 
appear  to  be  connected  with  Imperial 
taxation.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
accuse  any  particular  Party  or  States- 
man of  intentional  injustice  to  Ireland 
in  the  matter  of  Imperial  taxation.  He 
should  content  himself  by  exhibiting  the 
case  as  it  stood,  showing  by  Parlia- 
mentary Beturns  how  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  had  been  increased,  and  by  what 
proportions,  decade  by  decade,  sinoe 
1841,  in  the  face  of  a  waning  popula- 
tion ;  whilst  in  the  case  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, notwithstanding  a  vast  increase  of 
population  and  wealth,  and  the  natural 
and  consequent  increased  charge  for 
carrying  on  the  Business  of  the  State, 
the  taxation  of  Great  Britain  had  been 
so  regulated,  and  the  Bevenue  so  hus- 
banded in  her  favour,  that  the  pressure 
of  taxation  had  been  continuously 
lightened,  so  that  as  the  taxes  increased 
in  actual  amount  their  pressure — whe- 
ther measured  by  the  growing  wealth  of 
the  country  or  by  their  incidence  in  re- 
spect to  each  head  of  the  population — 
was  less  in  1871  than  in  1841,  1851,  or 
1861  ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
equally  shown  that  the  pressure  so  mea- 
sured was  still  less  in  1881  for  Great 
Britain.  Before  he  entered  on  the  de- 
tails of  this  comparison,  he  was  bound 
to  explain  wherein  consisted  the  injus- 
tice of  the  disparity  of  taxation.  Adam 
Smith  laid  down  in  his  Treatise  on  The 
Nature  and  Causes  of  the  Wealth  o/Natione 
(Book  Y.,  Chapter  2)  this  proposition, 
which  had  never  been  contested — 

"  The  subjects  of  every  State  oaght  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  support  of  the  Gfovemmeat, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  in  proportion  to  their 
respective  abilities— that  is,  in  proportion  to 
the  revenue  which  they  respectively  enjoy 
under  the  protection  of  the  State.  The  ex- 
pense of  government  to  the  individuals  of  a 
great  nation  is  like  the  expense  of  management 
to  the  joint  tenants  of  a  great  estate*  who  are  all 
obligea  to  contribute  in  proportion  to  tbeir 
respective  interests  in  the  State.  In  the  ob- 
servation or  neglect  of  this  maxim  consiats 
what  is  called  the  equality,  or  inequality,  of 
taxation." 

That  maxim  in  the  case  of  Ireland  had 
been  for  the  last  30  years  grievously 
violated.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  Par- 
liamentary Betumof  the  7th  of  August, 
1874,  which  gave  the  Hevenne  derived 
from  taxation  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land at  the  decennial  periods  1841,  1851, 
1861,  and  1871,  furnished  by  the  Tre*- 
sury,  by  Order  of  this  Honoei  on  liis 
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(Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna's)  Motion.  The 
year  1811  was  included  in  that  Betarn 
in  order  that  the  House  might  have,  in 
juxtaposition,  the  taxation  of  Ireland, 
before,  as  well  as  after,  the  Famine  of 
1846.  The  gross  Imperial  taxation  of 
Ireland  in  1841,  with  a  population  ex- 
ceeding 8,000,000,  was  £3,907,238.  The 
Irish  people  were  not  lightly  taxed, 
then,  but  heavily  taxed,  having  regard 
to  actual  ability.  Nevertheless,  41  years 
after  the  Union,  measured  by  popula- 
tion, the  taxation  was  9«.  Q^d,  per  head, 
and  no  more.  The  Imperial  taxation  of 
Ireland  in  1851  did  not  recede  as  com- 
pared to  1841,  although  the  population 
was  reduced  from  8, 175,124  to  6,552,385. 
The  taxation  of  Ireland  in  1851  was 
£4,006,711.  One  should  rather  have 
expected  a  reduction.  He  founded  no 
complaint  on  that,  however ;  he  merely 
asked  hon.  Members  to  bear  in  mind 
that  51  years  after  the  Union  the  Im- 
perial taxation  of  Ireland  stood  at 
£4,000,000  sterling.  Owing  to  the  de- 
crease of  population  over  which  this 
taxation  had  to  be  distributed,  the  in- 
cidence measured  per  head  rose  from 
9«.  eid.  in  1841  to  12«.  2id.  in  1851.  The 
next  decade  showed  more  astonishing 
figures.  Between  1851  and  1861  the 
Imperial  taxation  of  Ireland  was  raised 
from  £4,006,711  to  £6,420,378,  an  awful 
bound,  quite  60  per  cent  increase  of  the 
burden ;  but  a  still  greater  increase 
when  measured  by  each  head  of  the 
diminished  population  which  had  to 
bear  it,  for  it  showed  an  advance  from 
12«.  2id.  to  £1  2«.  Hd.  per  head,  being 
about  75  per  cent  in  the  decade.  Be- 
tween 1861  and  1871  the  Imperial 
taxation  of  Ireland  increased  from 
£6,420,000  to  £7,086,593,  which  showed 
an  increase  of  75  per  cent  as  compared 
to  the  amount  at  which  it  stood  20  years 
before ;  but  this  increase,  operating  on 
a  still  diminishing  population,  reused  the 
incidence  for  each  head  of  the  popula- 
tion from  129.  2id,  in  1851  to  £1  6$.  Id, 
in  1871,  an  increase  in  the  20  years  of 
120  per  cent.  And  he  ventured  to  say 
that  when  they  obtained  the  Betum 
which  he  now  looked  for,  it  would  be 
shown  that  owing  to  the  diminution  of 
the  population — even  though  the  gross 
taxation  had  ceased  to  ascend — that  the 
increase  of  taxation,  as  measured  per 
bead  of  the  population,  had  grown  still 
more  severe.  He  (Sir  Joseph  M *Kenna) 
bad  adverted  to  the  rule  laid  down  by 


Adam  Smith,  that  taxation  should,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  be  levied  on  the  sub- 
jects of  a  State  in  the  ratio  of  the  in- 
comes which  they  enjoyed  under  its 
protection.  That  principle  applied  in 
strongest  force  to  Empires  made  up  of 
several  Nationalities,  and  where  the 
possessions  of  an  entire  people  might  be 
measured  with  approximate  accuracy. 
How  that  principle  had  been  set  at 
nought  in  the  case  of  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  he  expected  to  make  very  clear. 
In  1851  the  Imperial  taxation  of  Ire- 
land was,  as  compared  with  that  of 
Great  Britain,  as  one  to  12.  In  1861, 
owing  to  the  disproportionately  increased 
levy  of  Imperial  taxation  in  Ireland,  the 
proportion  of  the  Irish  contribution  was 
raised  to  that  of  one  to  nine.  In  1871, 
owing  to  the  still  further  increase  of 
Imperial'  taxes  on  Ireland,  the  propor- 
tion was  raised  to  that  of  one  to  eight. 
Since  then,  so  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, there  had  not  been  a  vestige  of 
relief  or  amelioration  of  any  kind.  A 
Return  obtained  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stafford  (Mr.  M'Laren)  in  1884,  to 
which  he  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  should 
again  have  occasion  to  refer,  would  show 
that  for  the  year  ended  March,  1883,  the 
Imperial  taxation  levied  off  Ireland  only 
amounted  to  a  sum  equal  to  1-lOth  of 
Great  Britain ;  but  no  burden  had  been 
struck  off  Ireland  in  the  meantime. 
That  country  had  simply  broken  down, 
and  her  purchasing  powers  had  fallen 
away  in  the  ratio  of  the  diminution  of 
the  population  since  1871.  He  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  should  now  elucidate 
the  unfairness  of  the  increase  of  the 
taxation  in  Ireland  by  showing  what 
was  the  course^  of  things  in  Great  Bri- 
tain in  respect  to  Imperial  taxation 
within  the  period  1841  to  1871.  The 
taxation  of  Great  Britain,  measured  re- 
latively to  each  head  of  the  population, 
was— in  1841,  £2  9$.  9irf. ;  in  1851, 
£2  7«.  4irf.;  in  1861,  £2  9«.  9id;  in 
1871,  £2  48,  l^d, — showing  a  decrease 
of  1 1  per  cent  in  the  incidence,  as  mea- 
sured in  respect  to  each  head  of  the 
population,  between  1841  and  1871. 
When  the  like  test  was  applied  to  the 
taxation  of  the  population  of  Ireland,  it 
was  found  that  it  had  been  augmented 
from  9$.  6id,  per  head  in  1841  to 
£1  Gs.  2id.  in  1871,  an  increase  of  175 
per  cent,  mark,  during  the  yery  same 
period  when  the  pressure  of  taxation 
was  reduced  11  per  cent  in  respect  to 
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each  liead  of  the  population  of  Oreat 
Britain.     Bat,    then,    he   (Sir   Joseph 
M'Kenna)  had  been  told  that  the  taxa- 
tion for  each  head  of  the  population  of 
Qreat  Britain  still  greatly  exceeded  the 
taxation  in  respect  of  each  head  of  the 
population  of  Ireland.    Yes,  truly  ;  and 
the  taxation  in  respect  to  each  head  of 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  five  times 
as  great  as  the  taxation  in  respect  to 
each  head  of  the  population  of  India ; 
but  that  did  not  prove  that  the  Indian 
population  was  not  more  heavily  taxed 
than  the  Irish,  for  taxation  had  to  be 
estimated,  and  ought  to  be  levied,  in 
proportion  to  wealth,   and  not  in  the 
ratio    of   numbers.      He    (Sir   Joseph 
M'Kenna)  had  adduced  the  comparison 
of  the  taxation  in  respect  to  the  popula- 
tions   of    Oreat   Britain   and    Ireland 
simply  to  show  that  in  regard  to  Great 
Britain  it  had  demonstrated  progressive 
alleviation,  and  in  respect  to  Ireland  an 
extraordinarily  progressive  increase  of 
burden.     As  to  the  relative  powers  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  sustain 
taxation,  he  should    be  more  specific 
presently.      There  was  nothing  which 
he  then  adduced  that  had  not   been 
within  the  knowledge  of  Parliament  for 
more  than  10  years ;  but  the  legitimate 
arguments    based    thereon    had    been 
met  with  every  form  of  evasion.     One 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  now  adorned  the 
Upper  House,  had  the  temerity  to  say 
that  Ireland  was  not  taxed  at  all,  but 
individuals,  no  doubt,  were  taxed  who 
happened    to    reside  in  Ireland;    but 
their  taxation  must  have  been  just  and 
fair,  because  the  same  tarifiP  was  applied 
in  respect  to  the  same  articles,  whether 
consumed  in  Ireland  or  in  Great  Britain, 
and  so  he  disposed  of   all  grievance, 
ignoring,   or    affecting  to   ignore,   the 
fact  that  unless  the  habits  of  the  dif- 
ferent nations  constituting  the  United 
Kingdom  were  identical,  and  their  rela- 
tive wealth  equal,  the  fact  of  identity  of 
impost  or  duty  applying  to  the  articles 
they  all  more  or  less  consumed  afforded 
no  guarantee  whatever  for  the  equality 
of  their  taxation.     Another  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  also  been  trans- 
lated   to   the  same  convenient  haven, 
whilst  admitting  the  general  facts,  aud 
that  a  case  of  disparity  had  been  made 
out,  raised  this  phantom  of  an  argu- 
ment— ^that  he  doubted  whether  it  might 
not  be  shown  that  great  disparity  existed 
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in  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  one  dis- 
trict of  England  as  compared  to  another ; 
and  BO  he  generalized  that,  because  some 
disparity  might  exist  between  one  part 
of  England  and  another,  nothing  was  to 
be  done  to  mitigate  the  disparity  of 
taxation    between  Great  Britain  as  a 
whole    and  Ireland  as   a    whole — not 
even  a  Commission  of  Inquiry   or   a 
Select  Committee  was  necessary.    Not 
the  slightest  attempt  was  made  to  show 
why  the  taxation  of  Ireland  should  be 
increased    £3,000,000    a-year  contem- 
poraneously with  a  decrease  of  8,000,000 
of  the  population  of  the  nnfortonate 
country ;    and  so  things  had  gone  on 
from  bad  to  worse,  redress  appearing 
impossible.    All  that  time  there  had 
been  great  sympathy  in  England  with 
any  foreign  Nationality  or  State  which 
rebelled  against  its  Sovereign  or  Suxe- 
rain.    There  was  slight  heed  for  Ire- 
land calling  out  in  her  distress  whilst 
her  people  were  flying  from  her  shoves. 
But  the  House,  as  at  present  constitated, 
would  expect  him  (Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna 
on  this  occasion  not  merely  to  point  oat 
the  fiscal  results,  but  to  show  how  the 
injustice  of  which  he  complained  had 
been  carried  out,  and  particularly  to  show 
how  it  was  possible  that  a  common  tariff, 
applicable  with  similar  duties  to  Qreat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  should  favour  the 
former,  and  work  out  conspicuous  injus- 
tice to  Ireland.     He  would  explain  all 
this,  not  exhaustively,  but,  hehoped,saffi- 
ciently.   The  greatest  source  of  Bevenue 
in  the  United  Kingdom — of  the  many 
which  existed — was  'that  which   mii^l^ 
be  generalized  under  the  head  of ' '  Taxes 
on  Alcoholic  Beverages."    These  were 
not  regulated  according  to  any  scdeotifie 
principle.    If   it  were  so,  they  would, 
doubtless,  be  taxed  equally,  having  re- 
gard to  the  quantity  of  alcohol  contained 
in  each.     The  disparity  of  dutiee,  bow- 
ever,  in  respect  to  alcohol  was  not  of  re- 
cent origin ;  but  the  nature  of  the  dispa- 
rity had  been  in  our  own  times  altemi. 
and  this  alteration  had  been  made  so  as 
to  give  England  the  greatest  advantage, 
and  to  press  with  extreme  and  exhanstiTf 
severity  on  Ireland.     From  1840  up  to 
the  year  1880,  with  a  slight  interval,  the 
Malt  Duties — which  were,  in  fact,  the 
duties  on  brewers'  drinks,  ale,  porter. 
and  beer — had  been  levied  at  the  rate  of 
2t.  %\d.  a-bushel  on  the  dry  malt.   Tiisrt 
had  also  been  a  duty  on  hops»  ^''y?4^^ 
ingredient  of  beer;  bat  he  would  take 
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no  farther  notice  of  that  duty  at  present, 
but  content  himself  by  saying  that  the 
duty  was  in  its  result  equal  to  a  tax  of 
2«.  a-gallon  on  the  alcoholic  equivalent 
of  every  gallon  of  proof  spirits  contained 
in  the  beer.  Since  that  time,  in  1880, 
the  Malt  Duty  had  been  repealed,  and  for 
it  was  substituted  a  duty  on  the  brewed 
liquor  computed  according  to  its  alcoholic 
strength.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment  (Mr.  Gladstone)  carried  the 
measure  for  commutation  of  the  Malt 
I>uty  into  a  Liquor  Duty,  he  exposed 
the  fact  that  the  duty  on  the  English 
national  beverage  of  beer,  porter,  and 
ale  was  only  28,  in  respect  to  the  alco- 
holic equivalent  of  every  gallon  of  proof 
spirits  contained  in  the  brewed  drink. 
Everyone  would  agree  that  in  that  case 
there  had  been  an  enormous  disparity  in 
the  tax  on  alcohol  where  brewers'  drinks 
constituted  the  chief  popular  beverage, 
as  they  did  in  England,  contrasted  with 
the  duty  of  10«.  a-gallon  on  the  Irish 
popular  beverage,  to  which  it  had  been 
raised  from  28,  8<^.  a-gallon,  the  rate  of 
duty  in  1 853.  Now,  they  had  to  consider 
the  effect  of  the  increase  of  the  Spirit 
Duty  from  2«.  %d,  a-gallon  to  10«.  a- 
gallon  between  1853  and  1871.  The 
effect  of  the  increase  of  duty  would  be 
illustrated  by  the  following  fact,  shown 
by  the  Eeturn  in  his  hand,  if  carefully  ex- 
amined. From  a  population  reduced  by 
1,140,000  souls,  and  in  spite  of  a  re- 
duced consumption  of  1,700,000  gallons, 
there  was  extracted  £2,300,000  more 
tax  on  this  one  article  in  the  year  1871 
than  in  1851.  That  was  a  contempo- 
raneous relief  of  so  much  to  England. 
Every  additional  pound  levied  off  the 
people  of  Ireland  went  as  palpably  in 
relief  of  English  taxpayers,  or  in  reduc- 
tion of  the  National  Debt,  as  if  the 
amount  had  been  levied  off  Ireland  as  a 
rate  in  aid  or  a  war  ransom.  Some 
people  were  surprised,  or  affected  to  be 
surprised,  for  some  years  past  that 
things  had,  so  to  say,  broken  down  in 
Ireland,  and  that  there  had  been  an  up- 
rising against  rent.  He  (Sir  Joseph 
M*£enna)  was  certainly  not  surprised, 
except  that  all  that  had  not  occurred  in 
Ireland  many  years  before.  In  no  part 
of  Europe,  or  of  the  world,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  did  so  monstrous  a  system  of  fiscal 
injustice  prevail  as  the  fiscal  system  of 
the  United  Kingdom  in  its  bearing 
on  Ireland.    He  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna) 


attributed  no  malignant  design  to  any- 
one ;  he  left  it  for  those  who  were  curious 
on  such  matters  to  determine  whether 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Treasury 
in  former  years,  or  the  Statesmen  who 
held  Her  Majesty's  Seals  of  Office,  were, 
or  had  been,  the  real  authors  and  in- 
ventors of  the  system.  But  see  in  what 
it  had  eventuated.  In  extracting  an 
annual  amount  of  Imperial  taxation 
from  Ireland,  which,  measured  by  in- 
come, would  require  an  Income  Tax  of 
5t.  Zd,  in  the  pound  to  commute  it,  whilst 
to  commute  the  whole  Imperial  taxa- 
tion of  Great  Britain  into  an  Income 
Tax  would  only  require  a  radng  frac- 
tionally in  excess  of  2f.  Qd,  on  identical 
Schedules  to  those  of  Ireland — :he  could 
give  the  precise  computations,  but  that 
he  feared  to  weary  the  House,  whose 
indulgence  he  had  already  trespassed 
upon.  There  had  been  a  Beturn  ob- 
tained a  few  Sessions  before  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  McLaren), 
which  purported  to  give  the  actual  and 
relative  contributions  to  Eevenue  by 
taxation  of  each  of  the  three  countries 
constituting  the  United  Kingdom.  By 
that  Beturn  it  appeared  that  the  Be  venue 
raised  by  taxation  in  Ireland  equalled 
in  amount  1-1 0th  of  the  sum  raised 
by  taxation  in  Great  Britain  for  the 
year  ending  31st  March,  1883.  He  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  assumed  that  Beturn 
to  be  accurate.  But  what  did  it  show  ? 
That  Ireland  paid  Imperial  taxation 
equal  to  1-lOth  of  the  amount  paid  by 
weat  Britain,  when,  in  fact,  on  former 
statements  of  equal  authority,  her  fair 
proportion  would  have  been  1-1 8th  or 
l-20th;  and  when  that  very  Eeturn 
showed  that  for  the  year  it  dealt  with — 
to  31st  March,  1883— the  taxation  of 
Ireland,  measured  by  the  Income  Tax, 
should  have  been  only  the  1-2  2nd.  The 
proportion  of  the  relative  ability  of  Ire- 
land to  bear  taxation,  estimated  as 
l-20th  of  that  of  Great  Britain,  he 
might  shortly  state,  was  taken  from  a 
Treasury  Beturn  of  24th  April,  1882, 
which  showed  that  each  penny  Income 
Tax  for  Ireland  yielded  £95,000  only, 
whilst  that-  of  Great  Britain  was  set 
down  in  the  same  Treasury  Beturn  as 
£1,946,000  for  each  penny,  a  sum  20 
times  larger  than  the  penny  yielded  for 
Irelatd.  But  whilst  revolving  all  those 
computations  and  considerations  in  his 
mind,  after  a  series  of  denials  from 
several  Ohanoellors  of  the  Exchequer 
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land  is  touched  by  it.  Some  Gentlemen 
have  assumed,  not  like  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion,  that  absolutely  the  Income  Tax, 
be  what  it  may,  affords  a  just  test.  If 
the  Income  Tax  is  to  afford  the  test  of 
ability,  the  first  thing  you  must  do  in 
order  to  raise  the  presumption  is  to 
apply  it  to  all  incomes.  If  you  apply  it 
to  all  incomes— of  course,  that  is  impos- 
sible— it  would  be  obviously  necessary 
to  do  so  to  get  at  the  taxable  ability. 
There  is  another  subject  to  which  I  will 
refer — namely,  the  very  large  expendi- 
ture of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  the 
Civil  Service  of  Ireland.  It  has  been 
said  by  some  Gentlemen  representative 
of  Ireland  that  Ireland  derives  no  benefit 
from  that  expenditure.  I  will  not  say 
whether  Ireland  derives  benefit  or  not, 
or  how  far  it  ought  to  be  charged  against 
her  in  an  account  of  this  kind  ;  but  one 
thing  I  will  say,  in  connection  with  a 
long  experience  at  the  Treasury,  that  I 
have  always  observed  when  there  has 
been  a  question  of  diminishing  that 
expenditure  at  any  point,  or  in  any  par- 
ticular, such  proposals  have  not  been 
received  with  favour  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. I  recollect  one  particular  occa- 
sion in  which  it  was  proposed  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  for  effecting  a  large  and 
very  important,  and  evidenUy  necessary, 
economy  in  certain  classes  of  Irish 
establishments,  that  an  Irish  Member  of 
great  ability  gave  fair  Notice  to  the 
Government  that  he  would  oppose  the 
Bill,  not  because  the  reduction  was  not 
necessary,  but  unless  the  Government 
gave  a  pledge  that  the  money  to  be 
saved  by  it  should  be  expended  else- 
where in  Ireland  for  Irish  purposes.  I 
do  not  complain  of  that,  although  I 
think  it  was  pushing  things  rather 
far.  But  you  cannot,  at  the  same  time 
you  hold  that  language,  say  that  Ire- 
land derives  no  benefit  from  this  ex- 
penditure. If  she  has  no  interest  in 
it  why  show  so  considerable  anxiety 
that  it  should  not  be  diminished  ?  I  do 
not  give  any  positive  opinion  upon  the 
subject ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say,  not  from 
the  fault  of  Ireland,  but  through  the 
operation  of  complex  causes,  especially 
of  the  financial  administration  of  this 
country,  it  has  been  found  during  the 
whole  period  of  my  experience  very 
much  more  difficult  to  apply  principles 
of  sound  economy  to  the  details  of  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  than  in  England 
or  Scotland.    I  think  that  is  to  be  ao- 
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counted  for  by  large  considerations,  into 
which  I  will  not  enter,  and  I  am  not 
referring  to  it  as  a  matter  of  complaint 
I  make  this  concession  fully  to  the  Mover 
of  the  Motion  and  the  Iris&  Bepresenta- 
tives.  It  was  made  by  the  Committee 
of  1863-4.  They  did  not  make  it  in  ex- 
press terms,  but  I  cannot  have  any  doubt 
upon  the  subject.  The  Committee  of 
1 863-4  referred  to  various  consideratioiifl, 
and  said  these  considerations  nnqoes- 
tionably  pointed  towards  the  condusion 
that  the  proportion  fixed  under  the  Union 
arrangement — namely,  a  proportion  of  2 
to  15  in  the  expenditure  for  Ireland — 
was  too  high.  I  make  the  admission 
frankly;  I  think  it  is  too  high.  The 
Committee  went  on  to  say,  with  perfect 
truth,  that  Ireland  had  never  paid  that 
proportion.  That  I  believe  to  be  un- 
questionably true.  The  question  whe- 
ther Ireland  has  paid  too  much  or  not  is 
another  matter,  which  may  deserve  very 
careful  consideration.  I  think  the  ques- 
tion is  of  great  interest.  It  is  worth 
while  to  say  one  word  upon  the  chapter 
of  finance  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  referred  as 
exhibiting  a  probable  test  of  the  relative 
wealth  of  the  three  countries,  and  that 
is  the  amount  of  property  upon  which 
Legacy  and  Succession  Dutiesnave  been 
levied.  These  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duties  are  singularly  variable  from  year 
to  year.  I  have  often  been  surprised  in 
Treasury  administration  at  the  deg^ree  in 
which  they  vary  from  year  to  year,  even 
in  a  country  like  England,  where  the 
amounts  are  at  all  times  so  vast.  I  am 
inclined — I  will  not  dogmatize  upon  the 
subject — but  I  am  inclined  to  put  to  the 
House  that  upon  the  whole  the  amount 
of  property  over  a  sufficient  number  of 
years  chargeable  to  Legacy  and  Succes- 
sion Duties  is  perhaps  the  very  fairest 
test  that  we  could  get  of  relative  ability 
to  bear  taxation.  It  is  certainly  not  open 
to  the  same  objections  as  the  Income  Tax. 
Upon  the  other  hand,  there  are  no  doabt 
exemptions  in  the  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duties ;  but  these  exemptions,  especially 
as  they  have  recently  been  shaped,  bx9 
exemptions  entirely  applicable  to  the 
class  of  such  very  limited  means  that  no 
one  would  wish,  if  he  could  avoid  it,  to 
make  them  in  any  heavy  degree  suHeett 
of  taxation.  Now,  Sir,  uie  Betum  iniieh 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  had 
in  his  hand  does  not  give  us  the  ana 
total  of  these  Legtuoj  and  BnooM^n 
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Duties  for  a  large  number  of  years.  That 
is  to  saj,  the  sums  are  not  added  up,  and 
I  had  not  time  to  add  up  all  the  figures 
of  a  total  of  14  or  15  years.  But  I  have 
taken  the  three  last  of  these  years,  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  my  strong  im- 
pression is  that  that  is  not  at  all  a  mode 
of  proceeding  unfavourable  to  Ireland. 
But  I  am  bound  to  observe  that  in  the 
first  of  the  three  years — that  is,  1881-2 — 
tlie  amount  in  Ireland  was  extremely 
low,  and  lower  than  at  any  time  during 
the  14  years.  It  was  only  £7,142,000 ; 
-whereas  the  year  before  it  was£9, 000, 000 ; 
and  the  year  after  it  was  £9,525,000. 
The  next  lowest  year  is  1879,  when  it 
was  £7,532,000.  Ireland,  therefore,  in 
my  computation,  gets  the  benefit  of  that 
excessively  low  year.  Now,  Sir,  the 
result  of  my  comparison  is  this — I  take 
the  three  last  years ;  I  add  them  to- 
gether ;  I  find  that  the  property  charge- 
able to  Legacy  and  Succession  Duties  in 
Great  Britain  during  these  three  years 
was  £861,000,000 ;  I  find  that  during 
the  three  years  the  amount  chargeable 
in  Ireland  was  about  £28,000,000  ;  and 
dividing  the  sums  one  by  the  other  the 
result  is  that  the  wealth  of  Ireland  as 
tested  by  that  test  is  as  1  to  13.  My 
contention  is  that,  upon  the  whole,  the 
property  chargeable  to  these  Duties 
affords  the  fairest  test  that  we  can  get. 
I  give  this,  not  as  absolutely  accurate, 
but  as  very  near  the  mark.  I  will  only 
Bay,  further,  that  I  agree  with  Members 
who  have  said  this  subject  cannot  sleep 
very  long.  It  is  quite  evident  that  there 
are  other  relations  between  England  and 
Ireland  besides  those  of  direct  taxation 
which  ought  to  be  taken  into  view, 
which  have  been  very  important  in  for- 
mer times,  and  which  may  become  still 
more  important — I  mean  the  relations 
which  subsist  between  Ireland  as  a 
debtor  and  England  as  a  creditor.  I  am 
sure  Gentlemen  who  sit  opposite,  in  the 
spirit  of  candour  which  they  have  shown 
to-night,  will  admit  that  Ireland  has 
received  very  considerable  advantages 
from  the  use  of  the  Imperial  credit  in  the 
relation  to  which  I  have  just  referred. 
Well,  Sir,  it  may  be  that  circumstances, 
if  they  should  lead  to  further  and  more 
extended  attempts  to  deal  with  ques- 
tions profoundly  affecting  Ireland,  such 
as  the  question  of  Irish  land,  may  open 
up  the  whole  of  that  subject  upon  such 
a  scale  as  to  make  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary, not  only  that  the  Qovemment,  but 


likewise  the  House,  should  form  as  well 
as  it  may  a  conclusive  and  a  solid  judg- 
ment upon  the  proportion  of  the  relative 
taxability.  I  beg  Members  to  remember 
that  this  is  a  subject  that  does  not  bear 
being  handled  by  demonstrative  evi- 
dence. Debate  it  as  long  as  you  will, 
appoint  as  many  Committees  as  you  will, 
it  will  still  be  in  the  main  a  matter  of 
argument.  The  best  security  and  gua- 
rantee that  *we  can  have  for  arriving 
with  tolerable  facility  at  some  tolerably 
fair  conclusion  is  that  all  Oentlemen 
shall  endeavour  to  approach  the  question 
in  a  thoroughly  considerate  spirit  and 
with  an  abatement  of  all  extreme  opi- 
nions. If  they  do  that,  I  believe  the 
matter  is  perfectly  capable  of  a  practical 
solution ;  and  it  is  because  I  think  the 
temper  that  has  been  shown  to-night 
affords  considerable  promise  of  progress 
in  that  direction,  should  the  necessity 
arise,  that  I  congratulate  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  House  upon  the  spirit  in 
which  the  debate  has  been  conducted. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  they  must  all 
acknowledge  the  tone  and  spirit  in  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  approached  the 
consideration  of  the  subject,  and  the 
general  character  of  his  statement.  The 
Prime  Minister  appeared  to  consider  that 
ultimately  when  the  Betum  was  pro- 
cured it  would  at  least  tend  to  show  the 
relative  capacity  for  taxation  of  the  two 
countries.  He  looked  upon  the  Prime 
Minister  as  the  greatest  authority  on 
the  subject ;  but  in  this  instance  he  was 
not  only  judge  but  advocate,  and  in  his 
speech  he  possibly  selected  three  very 
good  years  for  his  argument.  Accepting, 
however,  the  figures  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  three  years,  it  was  evi- 
dent that  Ireland  was  taxed  20  per  cent 
more  thsm  England.  The  general  gist  of 
the  whole  statistics  on  the  subject  was  to 
put  the  capacity  of  Ireland  to  bear  taxa- 
tion at  between  1-1 6th  and  l-17th  of  the 
capacity  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  if 
that  proposition  was  correct,  it  followed 
very  naturally  that  Ireland  was  over- 
taxed. The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  stated  the  total  taxation  levied  from 
Ireland  at  about  £6,500,000 ;  but  they 
could  not  allow  the  figures  of  that  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  present  case  to  pass 
unchallenged.  According  to  the  House 
of  Commons  Heturn  of  1883,  the  taxa- 
tion levied  from  Ireland  he  took  to  be  a 
long  way  over  £7,000,000 ;  and,  there- 
fore, unless  there  had  been  a  great  fall- 
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ing  off  in  the  amount  since  then,  he 
thought  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  uuder- estimated  the  sum  paid  hy 
Ireland.  That  hon.  Gentleman  had 
reckoned  the  amount  of  Public  Expen- 
diture in  Ireland  at  £4,000,000;  but 
how  was  that  sum  made  up  ?  Nearly 
£1,000,000  was  paid  for  education,  and 
the  Civil  Service  absorbed  '  nearly 
£2,000,000  ;  so  that  in  order  to  get  his 
total  of  £4,000,000  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  must  include  the  item  for  the 
Constabulary.  Now,  the  Constabulary 
were  a  very  expensive,  although  a  very 
useful,  force ;  they  were  armed  men, 
and  could  in  a  very  short  time  be  con- 
verted into  soldiers;  and  the  total  of 
£4,000,000  of  local  expenditure  in  Ire- 
land reckoned  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  largely  turned  on  the  question 
of  the  Constabulary,  and  whether  they 
were  to  be  considered  as  a  Civil  or  as  a 
Military  force.  They  were  told  that 
half  the  cost  of  the  police  was  paid  for 
in  England  by  the  ratepayers.  He  had 
looked  into  the  matter,  and,  as  far  as 
he  could  make  out,  he  gathered  that  in 
England  some  counties  paid  only  Id.  in 
the  pound  and  others  2d,  for  the  police ; 
whereas  in  Ireland,  although  they  re- 
ceived all  that  money  for  the  Constabu- 
lary, they  had  to  pay  9d,  in  the  pound 
in  some  counties  for  extra  police  alone. 
In  fact,  they  paid  in  Ireland  as  much, 
or  nearly  as  much,  for  extra  police  as 
was  paid  in  England  by  the  ratepayers 
for  ordinary  police ;  and  therefore  it 
was  incorrect  to  say  that  they  got  their 
police  for  nothing.  The  argument  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  that 
the  difference  of  £2,500,000  between  the 
£6,500,000oftaxationand  the  £4,000,000 
of  local  expenditure  represented  Ire- 
land's contribution  towards  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  and  that  that  contribution 
was  only  l-20th  of  the  whole  taxation  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  could  not  be 
excessive.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
spoken  of  Ireland  as  being  1-1 8th  as 
rich  as  England  ;  but  he  rather  disputed 
the  accuracy  of  that  notion.  He  dis- 
puted the  contention  of  the  Secretanr  to 
the  Treasury  that  the  Constabulary 
Force  of  Ireland  was  a  Civil  force ;  his 
opinion  was  that  the  Constabulary  was' 
essentially  a  Military  force,  doing  police 
duty  occasionally.  As  to  the  contention 
that  Scotland  was  more  aggrieved  in  re- 
spect to  the  inequality  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion than  Ireland,  he    admitted    that 
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Scotland  contributed  a  far  larger  pro* 
portion  in  taxation  as  compared  with  the 
amount  returned  to  it  in  the  shape  of 
local  expenditure  than  Ireland ;  bat 
then  the  circumstances  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland  in  respect  to  local  expenditure 
were  totally  different.  There  were  no 
great  State  Military  and  Naval  Establish- 
ments maintained  in  Scotland  as  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  in  point  pf  fact,  Scotland  was, 
in  respect  to  local  expenditure,  as  much 
a  part  of  England  as  was  Yorkshire  or 
Lancashire.  Then  Scotland  was  com- 
ratively  a  rich  country  as  compared  with 
Ireland.  Comparing  the  average  indi- 
vidual wealth  of  the  three  countries, 
they  were  represented  by  the  figures 
260,  276,  and  110,  the  latter  representing 
the  average  individual  wealth  in  Ire- 
land. The  wealth  of  Scotland  formed 
1 1  per  cent  of  that  of  England,  and  its 
taxation  was  also  1 1  per  cent  of  the  taxa- 
tion of  England ;  so  that  Scotland  could 
not  complain  of  unfair  or  dispropor- 
tionate taxation  in  comparison  with  its 
national  wealth.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  case  for  Ireland  amounted  to  this — 
that  while  her  wealth  only  amounted  to 
6  per  cent,  she  paid  in  taxation  9^  per 
cent.  The  question  of  expenditure  in 
Ireland  was  not  the  Question  before  the 
House  that  evening ;  but  he  might  re- 
mark that  a  more  unproductive  expendi- 
ture could  not  be  imagined.  There  were 
£4,500,000  spent  in  Ireland  on  soldiers. 
Constabulary,  the  Navy,  and  naval  and 
military  pensions.  The  great  military 
countries  in  Europe,  weighed  down  as 
they  were  with  expenditure,  only  paid 
29  per  cent  of  their  gross  income  on 
military  establishments,  while  Ireland 
paid  at  least  50  per  cent.  What  the 
Irish  people  desired,  therefore,  was  to 
see  that  Ireland  paid  only  in  proportion 
to  her  wealth.  He  believed  the  more 
the  case  of  Ireland  was  sifted  the  more 
it  would  be  found  that  she  was  paying 
a  proportion  of  taxation  largely  in  excess 
of  her  capacity. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  {Edinhurgh)  said, 
from  the  length  of  time  to  which  this 
debate  had  extended  it  was  manifest 
that  hon.  Members  regarded  the  snbieot 
as  one  of  great  importance.  His  object 
in  rising  was  to  make  a  suggestion  so  as 
to  render  the  Eetum  as  valuable  as  pos* 
sible.  The  Motion  proposed  that  the 
Eetum  should  apply  to  Ireland  only ; 
but  it  would  be  of  comparatively  small 
value  unless  they  had  similar  Betums 
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from  England  and  Scotland*  so  that  a 
fair  comparison  might  be  made  of  the 
Hevenues  of  the  respective  countries;  and 
that  was  what  he  fancied  wasprimarilj 
aimed  at  by  the  Motion.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  words  ''  Great  Britain  " 
be  deleted,  and  that  the  words  ''Eng- 
land and  Scotland  "  be  introduced.  He 
thought  it  was  also  desirable  that  thej 
should  have  information  down  to  the 
latest  date ;  and,  as  he  believed  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  was  ready  to  give 
the  figures  down  to  1885,  he  would  sug- 
gest that  this  Motion  should  be  altered 
accordingly.  During  the  discussion  fre- 
quent reierence  was  made  to  the  large 
amount  of  money  repaid  to  Ireland  for 
expenditure  for  local  purposes.  It  was 
very  important  to  have  the  amounts  re- 
paid in  a  similar  manner  to  England  and 
Scotland  respectively,  and  he  would 
suggest  that  the  Resolution  be  amended 
with  that  object.  He  had  all  the  more 
reason  for  pressing  that,  seeing  the 
amount  repaid  or  expended  in  that 
manner  in  Scotland  was  comparatively 
small. 
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^  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  J.  WILSON,  resuming,  moved 
to  amend  the  Motion  by  substituting 
the  words  '* England  and  Scotland" 
for  *'  Great  Britain,"  and  extending 
its  scope  so  as  to  bring  the  figures 
down  to  the  latest  date,  and  so  as  to  in- 
clude the  amounts  expended  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  in  aid  of  local 
purposes. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  made,  in  lines  3  and  4, 
by  leaving  out  the  words  *'  Great  Bri- 
tain," and  inserting  the  words  ''Eng- 
land and  Scotland,"  instead  thereof. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  alteration. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Return  of  the  Gross  Imperial  Reyenue  of  Ire- 
land deriycd  from  taxation,  and  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  for  the  years  1851,  1861,  1871, 
and  1881,  and  a  like  Return  for  England  and 
Sootland  for  the  same  years,  being  in  both  cases 
a  oonlinuation,  in  like  form,  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  Ko.  407,  of  Session  1874. 


APPOINTMENTS  UNDER  THE  CROWN. 
MOTION  FOB  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  disparity  in  the 
salaries  and  duties  of  persons  holding 
public  offices  under  the  Crown  ana 
otherwise  appointed ;  and  to  move  for  a 
Select  Committee 

"  To  inquire  into  the  method  of  appointment 
and  apportionment  of  salaries  and  duties  under 
the  Crown,*' 

said,  the  object  which  he  had  in  view 
was  to  see  whether  he  could  be  instru- 
mental, in  however  small  a  way,  in  the 
reduction  of  the  public  burdens.  That 
there  was  room  for  reduction  was  evi- 
dent from  the  fact  that  the  Civil  Ex- 
penditure had  now  reached  nearly 
£18,000,000,  and  he  thought  very  large 
reductions  could  be  made  in  that  sum 
without  any  injury  to  the  Public  Service. 
It  was  admitted  on  both  sides  that  the 
country  stood  in  need  of  economy.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  acknowledged  that 
taxation  was  too  high,  and  he  hoped  he 
should  have  their  assistance  in  reducing 
it.  On  all  hands  we  heard  of  the  serious 
depression  under  which  trade  and  com- 
merce were  suffering.  He  begged  the 
House  to  recollect  the  enormous  rate  at 
which  the  Civil  Expenditure  had  been 
growing,  and  as  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  an  industrial  community 
(Bristol)  which  suffered  greatly  from 
the  depression  of  trade  he  felt  bound 
to  try  to  do  something  to  lighten  the 
burdens  of  the  people.  The  point  he 
had  especially  to  establish  was  that  the 
salaries  paid  were  out  of  proportion  to 
the  work  done.  He  did  not  aim  at  any 
reduction  in  the  salaries  of  the  smaller 
class  of  public  servants;  they  were 
underpaid.  The  class  at  whom  he  aimed 
were  high  up  in  the  scale,  and  received 
very  large  salaries  for  little  work.  The 
higher  they  went  in  the  scale  the  higher 
the  salaries  w  ere  for  little  work.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  received  £10,000  a-year — 
a  sum  equal  to  the  salary  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  the  duty  devolving  on  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  much  less  than  that 
devolving  upon  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  yet  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor not  only  received  £10,000  a-year 
while  in  Office  but  £5,000  a- year  after 
quitting  Office.  He  did  not  so  much 
complain  of  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor while  in  Office  as  he  did  of  his 
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pension.  Not  only  did  we  pay  one  Lord 
Chancellor  in  Office,  but  at  the  present 
moment  we  paid  two  ex-Lord  Chan- 
cellors, the  late  Lord  Chancellor  having 
earned  a  pension  of  £5,000  a-year  by  a 
service  of  only  seven  months.  Was 
there  any  other  country  in  the  world 
that  would  suffer  this  ?  There  was  no 
country  in  the  world  with  so  many  highly 
paid  servants  out  of  office,  and  that  fact 
alone  would  justify  him  in  asking  for  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  this 
state  of  things,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  to  assist  him  with  a  Motion, 
which  if  carried  out  would,  he  believed, 
result  in  a  considerable  reduction  in  the 
public  burdens,  without  any  loss  of  effi- 
ciency. He  had  referred  to  the  salary 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He  would  now 
pass  on  to  the  salaries  in  the  Post  Office, 
the  Savings  Banks,  and  the  Telegraph 
Department.  He  found  there  that  the 
Controller  of  the  Savings  Banks  had  a 
salary  of  £900  a-year,  while  the  men 
who  did  the  work  had  salaries  of  £150. 
In  the  Post  Office  £108,000  was  voted 
for  superannuation  salaries  alone.  The 
engineer  of  the  telegraphs  had  £1,100 
salary,  while  his  assistant  had  £850,  and 
the  men  who  did  the  work  only  £150. 
Did  there  not  need  to  be  some  adjust- 
ment there  ?  He  was  exceedingly  sur- 
prised to  find  that  the  King  of  Greece 
got  £4,000  from  this  country,  in  addition 
to  £20,000  from  his  own  country — as  if 
money  was  no  object.  Then  in  the 
Education  Department  the  Chief  Inspec- 
tors got  £900  a-year  salary,  and  the 
Sub-Inspectors  £500  each,  and  so  on 
with  the  whole  army  of  Inspectors — an 
amount  of  remuneration  out  of  all  pro- 
portion to  the  work  they  did.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  entering  at 
any  greater  length  into  the  details  of 
this  very  important  subject.  It  was 
wholly  unnecessary  for  him  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  by  doing  so,  be- 
cause in  order  to  lay  the  foundation  for 
his  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  it  was 
quite  sufficient  that  he  should  make  out 
a  primd  facie  case,  and  that,  he  must 
submit  to  the  House,  he  had  already 
done.  He  was  aware  that  the  question 
of  public  economy  was  in  the  most  com- 
petent hands  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  borough  of  Burnley 
(Mr.  Eylands),  and  he  need  hardly  say 
that  he  had  not  the  slightest  wish  to 
interfere  with  his  hon.  Friend's  conduct 
of  a  case  of  which  he  was  so  great  a 
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master,  and  with  which  he  was  so  tho- 
roughly able  to  deal.  He  was  aware 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  on  the  Notice 
Paper  a  Motion  somewhat  to  the  same 
effect  as  that  which  he  was  now  sub- 
mitting to  the  House;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  the  two  Motions  would  inter- 
fere with  each  other.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  inclined  to  think  that  it  would 
strengthen  the  position  of  his  hon. 
Friend  if  the  House  would  be  good 
enough  to  accede  to  the  Motion  which 
he  (Mr.  Handel  Cossham)  was  then 
making.  He  sincerely  hoped  that  the 
House  would  be  good  enough  to  take 
that  course.  If  they  did  he  was  in  a 
position  to  pledge  himself  to  lay  before 
a  Select  Committee  an  abundant  array 
of  facts  in  support  of  his  Motion,  and  of 
the  case  he  was  then  endeavouring  to 
lay  before  the  House.  He  had,  on  that 
occasion,  taken  the  course  of  moving  for 
a  Select  Committee,  by  whom  the  subject 
might  be  carefully  investigated,  because 
that  was,  he  believed,  the  only  Constitu- 
tional manner  in  which  they  could  reach 
the  object — the  promotion  of  economy 
— which  he  and  those  who  thought  with 
him  on  this  subject  had  in  view.  He 
had  not  made  a  direct  Motion  in  the 
sense  of  the  opinions  he  had  expressed^ 
because  he  thought  that  it  would  in  the 
long  run  save  the  time  of  the  House  if 
he  were  to  submit  the  facts  in  his  pos- 
session to  a  Select  Committee  instead  of 
laying  them  in  the  first  instance  before 
the  House.  If  they  were  laid  before  the 
House  they  would  rest,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, upon  his  statement ;  whereas  they 
could  be  sifted  and  placed  beyond  dis- 
pute by  a  Select  Committee.  He  would, 
therefore,  not  trouble  the  House  by 
entering  further  into  the  details  of  the 
subject,  but  would  conclude  that  short 
speech  by  making  the  Motion  which  he 
had  already  submitted  to  the  House. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. He  spoke  in  the  interests  of  the 
working  classes,  and  protested  against 
the  constant  diminution  of  ^the  's^ariea 
of  lower  class  officials  who  worked  very 
hard,  and  the  constant  increase  in  those 
of  those  more  highly  placed.  It  was 
the  latter,  and  not  the  poor  letter- 
carriers,  in  whose  remuneration  a  saving 
ought  to  be  effected.  In  the  Tel^raph 
Department,  for  instance,  the  Controlkr 
in  London  received  seven  times  the 
salary  of  a  first-daas  telemiplust« 
whereas  in  Smtzerland   the   Direotor 
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General  of  the  whole  of  the  telegraphs 
only  received  twice  as  much  as  a  first- 
class  telegraphist.  In  Switzerland  the 
telegraphs  were  so  well  managed  that 
with  a  rate  of  IQd,  for  20  words  thej 
had  been  able  to  repay  the  whole  of 
the  original  capital  outlay  lor  construc- 
tion ;  and  at  present,  on  a  rate  of  5i. 
per  20  words,  the  profit  provided  the 
expense  of  the  necessary  apparatus  in 
constructing  telephones,  whereas  a  1«. 
rate  in  this  country  had  not  been  remu- 
nerative. In  Switzerland  the  Prime 
Minister  received  only  £700  a-year,  and 
the  other  Ministers  £500  a-year,  which 
was  in  striking  contrast  to  English  offi- 
cial salaries.  It  was  admitted  that  the 
Swiss  Ministry  was  composed  of  very 
able  men.  In  the  United  States  the 
same  example  of  economy  was  seen. 
The  Oontroller  of  the  National  Bank, 
who  had  great  powers  over  the  whole 
banking  system  of  the  country  —  the 
finest  system  in  the  world — only  received 
£1,000  a-year.  The  rate  of  the  higher 
salaries  ought  to  be  diminished,  aud  that 
of  the  lower  raised ;  and  he  had,  there- 
fore, great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  method  of  appointment  and 
apportionment  of  salaries  and  auties  under  the 
Crown." — (ifr.  Cottham.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTTEB  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  said, 
he  could  assure  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
brought  forward  this  Motion  that  pro- 
posals in  favour  of  public  economy  would 
meet  with  no  opposition  from  him.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  undesirable  that 
there  should  be  any  misapprehension 
among  the  public  with  reference  to  the 
subject  of  expenditure  on  the  Civil  ad- 
ministration of  the  country.  There  was 
a  widespread  belief  that  that  expenditure 
was  largely  and  unduly  increasing.  In 
reality  it  was  not  doing  so.  Although 
the  work  of  all  the  Civil  Departments 
had  increased  enormously  in  the  last 
80  years,  the  expenditure  had  not  in- 
creased. It  was  true  that  the  ordinary 
Parliamentary  Estimate  showed  an  in- 
crease in  the  expenditure ;  but  that  was 
owing  to  the  inclusion  of  a  number  of 
items,  such  as  increased  educational 
g^rants  and  grants  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion which  were  not  strictly  covered  by 
the  phrase,  the  Civil  admmistration  of 


the  country.  From  a  Return  (No.  338) 
presented  to  Parliament,  it  appeared 
that  in  the  years  1857-8  the  charges  for 
Civil  administration  properly  so  called 
were£5,931,000,andinl880£5,930,000, 
or  £1,000  less.  That  was  a  fact  which 
reflected  credit  on  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  public  economy.  Speak- 
ing from  his  own  experience,  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  no  longer  ago 
than  1859  the  work  of  the  Home  Office 
was  only  one- fifth  of  its  work  now. 
Armies  of  Inspectors  had  been  created 
in  the  last  30  years,  and  the  number  of 
Judges  had  been  largely  increased,  and 
yet  so  great  had  been  the  care  taken  in 
connection  with  the  Civil  Expenditure  of 
the  country  that,  as  he  had  shown,  there 
had  been  in  1880  an  actual  diminution. 
In  1884-5  the  sum  of  the  expenditure 
was  £6,233,000,  an  increase  of  £300,000 
as  compared  with  the  year  1 857.  There- 
fore, in  a  period  of  30  years  there  had 
been  no  substantial  increase  of  expendi- 
ture, although  four  times  as  much  work 
was  done.  The  increase  of  £300,000  in 
1884-5  was  due  to  the  acceleration  of 
the  Ordnance  Survey,  which  accounted 
for  £100,000  ;  to  the  institution  of  the 
Irish  Land  Commission,  which  accounted 
for  £110,000;  to  the  purchase  of  the 
Blenheim  pictures,  which  accounted  for 
£65,000  ;  to  the  determination  of  the 
House  to  establish  a  Memorial  to  Gene- 
neral  Gordon;  and  to  grants  for  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  and  the  Bri- 
tish Museum,  which  should  rightly  be 
placed  under  the  head  of  education. 
These  sums  put  together  amounted  to 
nearly  £500,000,  so  that  if  they  deducted 
these  exceptional  charges  they  found 
that  in  1884-5  the  general  charges  of 
the  Civil  administration  of  the  country 
were  less  than  they  were  30  years  a^o. 
He  warned  the  House  not  to  be  led 
away  by  illustrations  taken  from  coun- 
tries whose  circumstances  were  very  dif- 
ferent from  those  of  the  United  King* 
dom.  The  standard  of  public  salaries 
or  even  ordinary  wages  in  Switzerland 
was  not  applicable  to  this  country. 
There  were  many  occupations  in  Switzer- 
land which  the  working  men  of  England 
would  not  undertake  on  similar  terms. 
The  Government  of  the  United  States, 
he  was  assured,  made  a  great  mistake 
by  giving  low  salaries  to  public  officials. 
It  was  almost  impossible  m  that  country 
to  induce  competent  men  to  accept  judi- 
cial posts,  as  the  acceptance  of  them  in- 
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Tolred  a  great  saorifioe  of  income.  There 
were  many  men  who  even  refused  judi- 
cial appointments  in  the  Supreme  Court. 
He  trusted  that  the  public  would  not  be- 
lieve that  the  subject  of  the  Civil  Ex- 
penditure of  the  country  had  been  care- 
lessly treated.  A  private  individ  ual  who 
could  say  that  his  expenditure  in  30 
years  had  not  increased  although  the 
work  conducted  by  him  had  increased 
four-fold  would  certainly  be  held  to  be 
a  good  manager.  Now,  with  reference 
to  inquiry  into  this  matter,  it  was  not 
only  necessary  that  things  should  be  put 
right,  but  that  everybody  should  know 
the  real  state  of  the  facts.  The  question 
of  appointing  a  Committee  had  been 
discussed  for  a  year  or  two.  There  was 
a  general  opinion  that  the  House  should 
take  some  more  careful  cognizance  of 
these  matters  than  could  be  done  in  the 
haphazard  condition  of  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  himself  in' the  Office  that 
he  held  felt  very  strongly;  and  he  might 
say  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  proposals  of  that 
kind.  He  was  not  at  liberty  to  antici- 
pate what  might  be  done  with  reference 
to  the  Procedure  of  the  House  ;  but  the 
Government  did  desire  that  the  Esti- 
mates should  be  in  some  form  or  other 
more  fully,  more  satisfactorily,  and  more 
completely  discussed.  He  thought  he 
might,  without  imprudence,  say  that 
they  were  prepared  to  embody  proposals 
with  that  object  in  the  new  scheme  of 
Parliamentary  Procedure.  He  hoped 
that  the  Proposer  of  the  Besolution 
would  be  satisfied  with  that  assurance, 
and  would  refrain  from  pressing  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  until,  at 
any  rate,  the  suggestions  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  been  laid  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  said,  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
ORDER  OF  THE  DA  T. 


EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  ACT  (1880) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  60.] 

(Mr.  Arthur  C  Connor ^  Lr.  Commint^  Mr, 

Sexton,  Mr.  Jetng  Colling t,) 

SECOIO)    BEADING. 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 
^♦>  WiUiam  Sarcaurt 


Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  proposals  em- 
bodied in  his  Bill  were  simple  and  un- 
pretending. The  first  of  the  objects  of 
the  Bill  was  to  secure  for  workmen  that 
protection  which  Parliament,  by  the  Act 
of  1880,  desired  to  give  them,  but  which 
many  employers  had  managed  by  legal 
chicanery  to  deprive  them  of.  The  fact 
was  that  many  thousands  of  workmen 
had  been  deprived  of  the  benefits  of  the 
Act  by  being  virtually  compelled  to  con- 
tract themselves  out  of  it.  The  first 
provision  of  the  Bill,  then,  was  to  render 
null  and  void  any  such  contracts.  The 
next  provision  was  to  secure  that  the 
employis  should  not  be  deprived  of  their 
right  of  action  by  reason  merely  of  the 
fact  that  as  between  them  and  the  chief 
employer  there  was  introduced  another 
contractor  or  sub-contractor,  with  whom 
there  might  be  privity  of  contract  with 
the  workman,  but  who  being  introduced 
as  an  intermediary  between  the  chief 
employer  and  the  workman,  prevented 
the  latter  from  bringing  an  action  for 
injury  sustained  bv  reason  of  the  defec- 
tive condition  of  the  plant  or  anything 
else  as  to  the  condition  of  which  the 
head  employer  was  morally  responsible. 
Another  provision  was  that  in  those 
cases  in  which  notice  had  in  effect  been 
given,  or  in  those  cases  in  which  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  notice  of  a  formal 
kind  was  not  necessary,  it  should  not  be 
incumbent  upon  the  injured  party  to 
furnish  such  a  formal  notice  as  was  re- 
quired by  the  Act  of  1880.  Further, 
that  it  might  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Court  to  allow  an  action  to  proceed, 
even  though  there  might  be  in  the 
notice  ffiven  to  the  employer  some 
technical  defect  which,  in  the  strict  con- 
struction of  law,  might  be  hdd  to  vitiate 
it.  He  was  anxious  also  that  a  veiy 
great  injustice  which  had  been  almost 
unavoidable  under  the  earlier  Act  in 
respect  of  the  amount  of  compensation 
recoverable  by  an  injured  workman 
should  be  removed.  In  the  Act  of  1880 
the  amount  of  compensation  payable  was 
limited  to  the  very  trifling  sum  of  three 
years'  wages  of  a  person  employed  in 
that  particular  capacity — a  provision 
which  operated  hardly  on  a  youth  on 
the  eve  of  entering  into  receipt  of  a 
man's  wages,  and  to  remedy  Uiat  in- 
justice in  such  oases;  but  he  pro- 
posed   to    limit   the    amount    wnich 
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could  be  awarded  in  certain  cases  to 
£150,  unless  that  amount  was  dearly 
inadequate.  He  further  proposed  that 
actions  brought  by  workmen  for  injury 
sustained  should  not  be  removable  to 
Superior  Oourts  unless  the  amount  of 
compensation  claimed  exceeded  the  sum 
of  £200.  The  next  section  of  his  Bill 
defined  the  word  "workman"  and 
made  it  include  seamen.  He  under- 
stood that  the  representatives  of  the 
shipping  interest  were  arraying  them- 
selves against  the  proposal,  and  he  had 
tried  to  find  out  why  this  organized 
opposition  was  threatened.  He  was 
assured  that  the  shipowners  were  hostile 
to  the  proposal  not  so  much  because  of 
the  compensation  they  might  have  to 
pay  on  account  of  injuries  to  their  men 
in  the  United  Kingdom  as  on  account  of 
the  uncertain  liability  they  might  incur 
with  regard  to  the  sailors  in  their 
vessels  in  foreign  parts.  If  that  were 
the  case  he  would  accept  an  Amend- 
ment exempting  shipowners  from  liabi- 
lity under  circumstances  in  which  it 
could  be  shown  that  their  liability  was 
unreasonable  in  respect  of  injuries  sus- 
tained abroad ;  though  before  doing  so 
he  should  like  to  ascertain  the  sense  of 
the  House  on  this  subject.  The  Bill 
also  altered  the  definition  of  the  term 
''person  having  superintendence  in- 
trusted to  him/'  as  at  present,  if  a 
superintendent  were  engaged  more  or 
less  in  manual  labour  a  wih-employi 
was  debarred  from  obtaining  any  com- 
pensation from  the  chief  employer  for 
injuries  sustained.  This  was  in  his 
judgment  a  grievous  blot  in  the  Act  of 
1880.  Finally,  the  BUI  provided  for 
the  continuance  of  the  Act  of  1880  as 
amended,  and  repealed  the  section  which 
said  that  the  Statute  should  last  only  to 
the  end  of  the  year  1 887.  In  conclusion, 
the  hon.  Member  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.** — {Mr,  Arthur  O*  Connor,) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Ohablbs  Bussell)  said,  he  would  indi- 
cate what  the  Government  suggested 
for  consideration  by  the  House  as  the 
proper  course  to  adopt  in  reference 
to  this  measure.  In  the  first  place,  he 
might  remark  that  the  Government  had 
complete  spmpathy  with  the  main  object 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view.  In 
saying   that,   however,  he  wished  to 


guard  himself  against  being  supposed 
to  commit  the  Government  on  several 
important  points.  There  was  also  a  Bill 
standing  for  a  second  reading  under  the 
charge  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt),  which  dealt 
with  the  same  subject-matter  as  the  pre- 
sent measure.  It  was  much  shorter 
and  not  so  far-reaching  as  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite.  The  Act  of 
1880  was  a  new  departure  in  legislation, 
and  to  a  great  extent  a  tentative  mea- 
sure, and  its  principle  was  at  the  time 
much  debated  in  that  House.  He  did 
not  mean  to  suggest  that  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  withdraw  from  the 
principle  embodied  in  the  Act,  far  from 
it ;  but  the  fact  that  it  was  then  treated 
as  a  new  departure  in  legislation  and 
as  a  tentative  measure  suggested  that 
probably  the  time  had  been  reached 
when  it  would  be  very  convenient  that 
the  whole  subject  shoidd  be  referred  to 
the  consideration  of  a  Select  Oommittee 
of  the  House.  The  Government  sug- 
gested, therefore,  that  the  subject-matter 
of  this  Bill  and  of  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth,  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Oommittee.  With  regard  to 
a  large  class  of  employh,  he  thought 
there  would  be  a  disposition  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  make  it  impossible  for 
them  to  contract  themselves  out  of  the 
Act ;  but  he  said  that  in  relation  to  the 
narrower  definition  of  the  Act  of  1880, 
and  not  to  the  wider  clause  of  this  Bill, 
which  would  include  clerks  and  managers 
of  businesses,  or  persons  engaged  in 
superviBion.  This  might  be  right ;  but 
it  was  necessary  to  consider  the  matter 
before  making  so  great  a  change.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that  sea- 
men were  entitled  to  full  protection ;  but 
it  was  clear  that  difiPerent  considerations 
applied  to  that  subject-matter  than 
those  which  were  applicable  to  the  oases 
meant  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Act  of 
1880.  It  was  obvious  that  to  fix  liability 
on  an  employer  for  the  result  of  accident 
when  he  could  not  by  any  exercise  of 
his  control  or  discretion  prevent  the  acci- 
dent presented  a  very  different  case  from 
that  when  an  employer  was  or  might 
be  on  the  spot.  While  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  desired  to  see  the  fullest  prac- 
ticable protection  for  so  important  a  class 
as  seamen,  it  might  be  necessary  in  their 
case  to  have  special  provisions  as  to 
notice  to  employers  and  so  forth. 
He  wished  to  guard  the  Gt)vemment 
against  any  announcement  of  a  positive 
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opinion  on  any  of  the  topics  lie  had  re- 
ferred to ;  but  the  course  which  the  Go- 
yemment  suggested  was  that  this  de- 
bate should  be  adjourned,  and  that  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  should 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report 
upon  the  subject-matter  of  the  two  Bills 
in  question. 

Sm  E.  A8SHET0N  CEOSS  said,  he 
did  not  understand  exactly  what  course 
the  Government  recommended — whether 
it  was  that  they  should  assent  to  the 
second  reading  and  then  refer  the  Bill 
as  proposed,  or  whether  it  was  that  they 
should  adjourn  the  debate  on  this  Bill, 
as  well  as  upon  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth,  for  the  purpose 
of  having  the  principle  involved  dis- 
cussed fully  and  fairly  before  a  Select 
Committee.  [The  Attobnby  Genebal 
assented.]  The  latter  would  certainly 
be  the  more  convenient  course.  He 
must,  however,  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  in  the  Act  of 
1880  there  was  a  clause  providing  that 
it  should  only  be  tentative  and  remain 
in  force  until  the  year  1887,  in  order 
that  the  country  might  see  how  its  pro- 
visions worked.  Having  a  great  deal 
to  do  with  employers  and  employed  in 
the  great  manufacturing  constituency 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
he  was  quite  certain  that  the  great 
object  of  the  House  ought  to' be  to  pro- 
mote good  feeling  between  employers 
and  employed.  Great  objection  had 
been  taken  to  the  Act  of  1880,  because 
some  employers  had  contracted  them- 
selves out  of  it,  and  therefore  that  the 
employed  did  not  get  the  full  benefit  of 
the  Act.  On  the  other  hand,  there  were 
other  questions  to  be  considered,  such 
as  the  habit  of  employers  in  Northern 
counties  insuring  themselves  against 
accident.  He  would  not,  however,  now 
discuss  the  question  at  length,  for  he 
thought  the  Government,  if  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
rightly,  had  taken  a  very  proper  course. 
Before  the  Act  of  1880  was  made  per- 
petual or  an  addition  made  to  it,  he 
thought  that  both  employers  and  em- 
ployed had  a  right  to  have  the  question 
fully  discussed,  in  order  to  see  how  the 
Act  had  worked,  and  how  the  proposed 
extension  of  it  would  be  likely  to  work. 
As  he  understood  it,  the  proposal  of  the 
Qovemment  was  that  the  whole  subject 
of  the  Act  of  1880  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  and  that  the  debate 

Mr.  Charhi  JRuieeU 


on  this  Bill  and  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth  should  be  ad- 
journed until  that  Committee  had  re- 
ported. As  the  Session  was  still  so 
young,  there  would  be  ample  time  to 
discuss  these  Bills  at  a  later  period  with- 
out running  the  risk  of  not  coming  to  a 
conclusion  upon  them. 

Mb.  LOCKWOOD  said,  he  thought 
that  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  dis- 
tinctly showed  that  he  did  not  mean  any- 
thing like  the  same  as  the  Attorney 
General,  because,  as  he  understood  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he  pro- 
posed that  the  question  of  these  two 
Bills  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
informed  the  House  that  nothing  was 
further  from  his  purpose  than  to  sow 
dissension  between-  employers  and  em- 

Eloyed;  but  in  reality  he  inferred  that 
e  was  not  in  favour  of  referring  these 
two  Bills  to  a  Committee,  but  of  refer- 
ring the  general  principle  involved  in 
the  abortive  Act  they  were  endeavouring 
to  amend.  That,  he  hoped,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  do  all  in  their  power  to  pre- 
vent. The  Bill  which  it  was  songht  to 
amend  had  seen  perilous  times  in  the 
House,  and  what  was  the  result?  It 
was  a  result  of  which,  speaking  as  a 
lawyer,  perhaps,  he  ought  not  to  com- 
plain, because  he  shoiUd  think  it  had 
created  more  litigation  than  any  Act 
passed  for  many  years  past.  But  he 
thought  that  was  ^e  very  thing  which 
hon.  Members  who  sought  to  amend 
the  Bill  wished  to  prevent.  The  object 
was  to  simplify  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  of  1880,  and  to  do  away  with  liti- 
gation.  The  Attorney  General  had 
alluded  to  another  Bill,  likely  shortly  to 
come  before  the  House,  which  was  in 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mor- 
peth ;  but  he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  was  not 
aware  that  that  Bill  was  a  better  one 
than  the  Bill  introduced  that  night.  He 
believed  it  agreed  in  the  main  with  the 
present  Bill.  He  took  it  that  those  who 
were  interested  in  amending  the  Act  of 
1880  wished,  if  they  could,  to  prevent 
the  employer  from  contracting  himself 
out  of  the  Act.  That  was  the  first  great 
principle  to  be  fouffht  for  in  the  amended 
Bill.  It  was  said  oy  those  who  oppoeed 
that  Bill  that  this  principle  woald  inter- 
fere with  freedom  of  contract.  That 
was  not  the  first  time  they  had  hoard 
about  this  bogey  of  ''freedom  of  oon- 
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traot."  It  was  all  yeiy  wdl  to  talk 
about  freedom  of  contract ;  but  he  knew 
something  about  these  matters,  and  he 
would  adi  what  was  the  fireedem  of 
contract  in  the  well-known  case  of  the 
Earl  of  Dudley  ?  It  was  held  that  the 
placing  of  placards  up  in  a  colliery 
bound  the  workpeople  to  the  contract 
contained  in  those  placards.  He  con- 
tended that  when  working  men  came  to 
the  House  and  said  they  wanted  pro- 
tection, the  House  was  bound  to  protect 
them.  There  were  many  cases  in  which, 
with  regard  to  the  testing  of  machinery 
and  the  limitation  of  the  hours  of  labour, 
freedom  of  contract  was  already  inter- 
fered with,  and  if  the  working  men  ex- 
pressed a  wish  to  be  protected  there 
could  be  no  further  discussion  of  the 

Erinciple  of  the  Bill,  and  the  law  must 
e  amended  in  that  respect.  Another 
question  of  principle  was  inyolved  in  the 
proyieion  with  respect  to  notice  of  action. 
In  ordinary  cases  persons  were  not  en- 
titled to  notice  of  action ;  but  only  cer- 
tain corporations  and  official  persons 
like  magistrates  were  entitled  by  Statute 
to  notice  of  action.  He  could  see  no 
reason  why  employers  should  have 
notice  of  action  given  to  them  in  respect 
of  injuries  sustained  by  their  workmen, 
which  in  99  cases  out  of  100  occurred 
on  the  masters'  own  premises.  Then 
with  regard  to  leaving  the  matter  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Court.  He  spoke  with 
all  due  respect  of  the  Court  and  its  dis- 
cretion ;  but  he  contended  that  all  words 
with  reference  to  discretion  bad  better 
be  left  out  of  the  Bill,  for  discretion 
really  implied  litigation.  For  his  own 
part,  he  believed  Siat  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  be  quite  willing  at  once  to 
go  to  a  division  on  the  principle  involved 
in  this  Bill  and  the  Bill  introduced  by 
thehon.  Member  for  Morpeth,  and  that 
if  they  did  so  they  would  be  in  a  better 
position  than  if  they  referred  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

The  SEOEETAEY  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DEBs)  said,  that  he  had  been  invited  to 
state  explicitly  the  views  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbvemment  as  to  the  course  to 
be  taken  in  respect  to  this  Bill.  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  thought  that  the 
subject-matter  of  the  Act  of  1880  and 
the  subject-matter  of  this  Bill  and  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Mr.  Burt)  should  be  referred  to  one 
Select  Committee.    For  that  purpose  he 


should  suggest  that  this  Bill  should  be 
adjourned  for  a  reasonable  time,  until 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
could  be  brought  forward  and  read  a 
second  time.  In  that  way  all  questions 
would  be  placed  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee for  their  consideration.  It  was 
not  possible  to  refer  both  Bills  to  a  Select 
Committee  at  once;  that  course  could 
only  be  taken  when  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth  had  been  read  a 
second  time.  It  would  be  much  better, 
therefore,  to  refer  all  questions  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which,  it  was  pro- 
bable,  might  be  appointed  within  the 
next  month  or  six  weeks,  by  which  time 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mor- 
peth  might  be  reached.  He  might  say 
that  he  made  this  proposal  in  no  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  present  Bill ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee ought  to  have  the  whole  subject 
before  it.  If  it  was  necessary  now  to 
decide  the  question,  he  should  express 
himself  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
this  Bill.  The  Act  of  1880  required 
amendment  in  several  matters,  including 
the  power  to  contract  out  of  it  and  as 
to  ue  limitation  of  the  amount  which 
employers  might  be  compelled  to  pay. 
He  would,  therefore,  ask  the  House  to 
allow  an  inquiry  to  be  instituted  into 
the  whole  subset,  with  the  assurance  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  they  agreed  with  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  before  the  end  of  this 
Session  a  Bill  ought  to  be  passed  dealing 
with  the  Act  of  1880,  and  it  would  be 
better  for  the  Select  (jommittee  to  have 
the  whole  matter  before  them  than  a 
Bill  dealing  with  only  one  part  of  the 
question.  Before  1887  an  Act  must  be 
passed  renewing  or  continuing  or  other- 
wise dealing  with  the  Act  of  1880 ;  and 
it  would  be  much  more  convenient, 
therefore,  that  the  Select  Committee 
should  deal  with  all  questions.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  adopt  the 
plan  proposed  by  the  Attorney  Gl^neral, 
with  the  assurance  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  appoint  a  Clonunittee  to 
deal  with  the  whole  subject. 

Mb.  THOEOLD  BOGERS  rose  to  a 
point  of  Order.  He  wished  to  know 
whether,  if  this  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time,  it  would  be  possible  immediately 
afterwards  to  read  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth,  on  the  ground 
that  die  smaller  would  be  included  in 
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the  less  f  [Loud  laughter, '\  He  meant 
that  the  less  would  be  included  in  the 
great.  He  also  wished  to  know  whether 
it  would  be  possible  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  a  guarantee  to  the 
House  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  before  it  had 
passed  the  second  reading  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  second 
question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  one  for  him  to  decide.  With 
respect  to  his  first  question,  he  could 
only  state  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  anticipate  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth. 

Me.  F.  S.  PO  w:ELL  :  This  is  a  ques- 
tion which,  beyond  any  other,  ought  to 
be  discussed  in  a  spirit  of  good  temper 
and  moderation  by  both  sides  of  the 
House.  There  is  one  important  class — 
namely,  the  colliers  employed  in  our 
ooal  mines,  whom  we  are  bound  to  take 
into  our  consideration.  No  class  of  men 
is  more  worthy  of  consideration  than  the 
working  collier  who  pursues  his  calling, 
day  after  day,  contending  with  the 
forces  of  nature  and  mechanical  science 
under  circumstances  of  the  utmost 
danger  and  difficulty.  It  must  be  re- 
membered, in  discussing  questions  of 
this  kind,  that  it  is  essential  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  working  man  that  the  capi- 
talist should  be  secure  of  the  capital  he 
advances,  and  that  he  should  be  en- 
couraged to  invest  his  fortune  in  dan- 
gerous occupations  rather  than  invest 
it  in  Consols  and  Bailway  Debentures. 
[<<  Question ! '']  This  is  the  Question ; 
and  I  beg  to  tell  those  hon.  Members 
who  cry  <*  Question !  "  that  the  sooner 
they  devote  themselves  to  the  subject 
before  the  House  the  better.  In  the 
constituency  which  I  represent  (Wigan) 
there  exists  a  large  insurance  fund, 
consisting  of  contributions  both  from  the 
masters  and  men.  In  consequence  of  the 
existence  of  this  fund  the  men  are  able 
to  contract  themselves  out  of  the  Act, 
and  the  masters  are  not  forced  to  come 
under  its  provisions.  The  contract  con- 
sists in  this — that  the  masters  contribute 
25  per  cent  of  the  fund ;  and  the  advan- 
tages which  the  collier  gains  under  this 
condition  of  things  is,  that  when  an  ac- 
cident happens,  involving  loss  of  life  or 
injury,  there  is  no  uncertainty,  delay, 
or  legal  cost  involved,  but  the  injured 
man,  or,  in  the  case  of  a  death,  his  re- 
presentatives, come  upon  the  insurance 
fund  the  very  next  day.     There  is  a 
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certainty  that  advanta^^  may  be  taken 
of  the  fund  without  any  deduction  what- 
ever for  the  heavy  cost  which  always 
attends  the  initiation  of  legal  proceed- 
ings.   I  appear  here  to-day  on  behalf 
of  the  colliery  proprietors ;  and  I  wish 
to  remind  the  House  that  in  many  cases 
when  an  accident  happens  in  a  colliery 
all  evidence  of  carelessness  or  negligence 
is  swept  away  by  the  accident  itself.    I 
believe  it  would  be  found  in  many  cases 
that  if  this  insurance  fund  were  alto- 
gether done  away  with,  and  if  the  sole 
reliance  of  the  working  collier  was  to  be 
upon  this  Act,  when  a  grievous  misfor- 
tune happened,  he  would  by  the  act  of 
this  House  in  passing  the  present  Bill 
be  entirely  deprived  of  all  remedy  in  the 
hour  of  his  greatest  misfortune  and  his 
deepest  need.     We  ought  not  to  allow 
ourselves  to  be  carried  away  by  fervid 
appeals  to  our  sympathy;  but  we  are 
bound  to  have  regard  to  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  to  bear  in  mind 
that  the  working  collier  himself  gains 
great  and  signal  advantage  by  being 
able  to  contract  himself  out  of  the  Act 
as  now  allowed  by  law.    Not  only  is  he 
allowed  to  do  so,  but  he  is  almost  en- 
couraged to  enter  into  a  contract.    As 
regards  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor),  I  do  not 
wish  to  discuss  it  at  any  length.     I  was 
certainly  surprised  to  hear  the  openiog 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill.    He  said  at  the  begin- 
ning of  his  speech,  if  I  rightly  under- 
stood him,  that  the  subject  had  not  been 
well  discussed  hitherto ;  and  towards  the 
end  of  his  observations  he  informed  ns 
that  the  matter  was  thoroughly  debated 
in  1880,  and  that  little  more  was  to  be 
said  upon  it  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  fact  is,  that  although  the  period  of 
the  Session  was  somewhat  advaooed  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  occupied  a 
considerable  time,  and  the  Bill  was  de- 
bated carefully  clause  by  clause,  nav, 
almost  word  by  word.     There  are  only 
one  or  two  points  which  I  think  it  is 
necesssary  I  should  mention  before  I  sit 
down.     The  first  is  a  matter  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member — namely,  that  most 
difficult  question  of  responsibility.    It  is 
clearly  out  of  the  question  that  every  em- 
ployer should  be  rendered  liable  under 
this  Act  for  the  misconduct  of  every  one 
of  his  work-j>eople.  I  know  no  subject  of 
greater  difficulty,  or  one  more  worthy 
of  being  investigated  by  a  Select  Oom- 
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mittee.    Then  oomae  a  Taxed  oneetiaii, 
which  the  bon.  Member  has  also  men- 
tioned — namely,  the  extension  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  to  other  ^dassee,  in- 
cluding sailors.    That  is  a  subject  of 
large  dimensions ;  and  not  only  is  it  a 
large,  but  it  is  also  a  Texy  difficult  sub- 
ject to  handle,  and  will  require  careful 
searching  out.     I  am  unable  to  say  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  behind  me,  the 
Member  [for  Ormskirk  (Mr.  Forwood), 
wishes  sailors  to  be  included  in  the  Bill ; 
but  he  wiU  probably  address  the  House 
upon  that  part  of  the  question,  as  I  have 
no  title  to  speak  on  their  behalf.    I  do 
hope  that,  whatever  change  may  be  made 
in  the  law,  the  Statute  will  be  such 
that  it  will  not,  and  cannot,  break  down 
in  practice.    I  trust  that  it  will  be  so 
dear  in   its  terms  that  no  intelligent 
working  man  in  this  country  will  have 
the  slightest  difficulty  in    ascertaining 
the  meaning  of  the  Statute  under  which 
he  pursues  his  calling.     Theu,  again, 
supposing  the  law,  after  our  delibera- 
tions are  concluded,  leaves  any  freedom 
in  the  matter,  I  trust  that  it  will  be  a 
real  and  true  freedom,  so  that  if  any 
man  contracts  himself  out  of  the  Act  he 
will  do  so  of  his  own  free  will  for  his  own 
liberty.    [**  No  ! "]   I  do  not  understand 
these  interruptions  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.    I  am  speaking  in  favour 
of  the  freedom  of  the  working  man  ;  and 
if  hon.  Members  challenge  my  observa- 
tions I  would  ask  what  is  the  kind  of 
liberty  they  desire  to  give  to  the  work- 
ing man  ?    Another  point  is  that  the 
notice,  if  notice  is  to  be  given,  should 
be  of  a  simple  character,  and  not  fenced 
about  by  technicalities  or  the  institution 
of  artificial  machinery;   nor  should   it 
contain  any  of  those  snares  which  are  so 
prejudicial  in  daily  practice  to  the  artizan 
class  of  our  population.   I  was  reluctant 
to  rise  ;  but  i  felt  it  my  duty  to  take 
part  in  the  debate,  and  I  certainly  do 
nope  that  a  temperate  discussion,  which 
I  have  no  doubt  will  take  place  upon 
tbis  Bill  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  will  result  in  placing  the  law 
in  a  satisfactory  position— that  the  capi- 
talist may  be  encouraged  to  invest  his 
capital,  and  that  the  working  man  may 
feel  secure  from  loss  in  pursuit  of  a 
hazardous  and  dangerous  occupation. 

ThbCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  William  Habcouet)  :  I 
wish  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  House 
whicb  I  think  would  meet  the  views  of 
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boUi  sides  of  this  auestioii.  I  think 
that  all  agree  with  Uie  observations  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary that  it  is  desirable,  in  some  form  or 
other,  that  the  whole  Act  of  1880,  and 
not  merely  the  part  of  the  sulject  in* 
eluded  in  this  Bill,  should  be  renorted 
upon  by  the  Committee.  It  would  be  a 
most  convenient  course  that  the  Oom- 
mittee  should  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject.  On  the  other  hand,  Qentlemen 
who  are  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  being,  as 
I  think,  a  large  migority  of  the  House, 
desire  that  the  course  may  be  taken  in 
this  case  which  is  sometimes  taken  by 
the  House — ^namely,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time ;  and  then,  since 
it  is  only^Jshort  time  before  the  Bill  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mor« 
peth  (Mr.  Burt)  will  come  up  for  discus* 
sion,  and,  as  I  think,  no  one  would  de* 
sire  that  a  Bill  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  should  be  excluded  from  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee,  it  would 
only  delay  the  decision  of  the  Commit* 
tee  a  short  time  if  we  were  to  wait  until 
we  read  that  Bill  also  a  second  time,  and 
referred  it  as  well  to  the  Select  Commit- 
tee. I  would  suggest,  further,  that  it 
should  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Commit- 
tee that  they  have  power  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  whole  of  the  Act  of 
1880,  and  thus  enlarge  the  power  of  the 
Committee,  so  that  they  may  be  able  to 
deal  with  the  whole  subject,  as  well  as 
with  both  Bills.  I  think  that  would  be 
a  satisfactory  way  of  bringing  the  whole 
topic  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. If  this  course  is  acceptable  to 
the  House,  I  think  we  should  read  this 
Bill  a  second  ^time,  on' the  understanding 
that  within  a  short  time  the  whole  sub- 
ject will  be  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  BURT :  I  have  for  many  years 
taken  a  very  keen  interest  in  the  subject 
now  under  discussion,  both  before  I  be- 
came a  Member  and  since  I  became  a 
Member  of  the  House.  Together  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  late  Mr.  Maodonald, 
I  took  an  active  part  in  advocating  the 
measure  which  is  now  the  Act  of  1880. 
I  believe  that  that  Act  has  produced 
great  benefits  to  the  working  people. 
Those  who  advocated  it  did  so  not 
merely  as  a  means  of  getting  com- 
pensation for  widows  and  orphans,  but 
generally  for  securing  the  safety  of  the 
workmen  themselves ;  and  the  universal 
testimony  of  Inspectors  of  Factoriee,  la- 
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speotors  of  Mines,  and  those  wlio  are  con- 
nected with  Benefit  Societies  and  Trade 
Unions  among  the  workpeople,  is  that 
the  Act  has  been  invaluable  as  a  means 
of  protecting  life  and  limb  in  connection 
with  industrial  occupations.  Well,  Sir, 
the  main  difficulty  or  cause  of  dissatis- 
faction which  has  arisen  in  connection 
with  the  Act  is  that  a  certain  number  of 
employers  have  compelled  their  workmen 
to  contract  themselves  out  of  the  benefits 
of  the  Act.  As  a  body,  the  employers  have 
accepted  the  Act  loyally,  and  those  who 
have  contracted  themselyes  out  of  it  are 
quite  the  exception.  As  far  as  the  working 
men  and  the  Trade  Unions  are  concerned, 
their  desire  is  to  have  the  Act  made  com- 
pulsory. As  the  House  knows,  in  the 
last  Parliament  as  well  as  in  this  I  in- 
troduced a  measure  to  deal  with  the 
subject.  It  went  to  a  division  in  the  late 
Parliament,  and  I  was  defeated  by  a  very 
large  majority.  With  regard  to  the  Bill 
which  is  now  before  the  House,  and 
which  has  been  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor), 
I  may  say  that  I  entirely  approve  of  it, 
and  I  can  say  that  with  the  less  hesita- 
tion, because  the  hon.  Member  has  really 
appropriated  the  provisions  of  my  Bill 
and  embodied  them  in  his,  although  his 
Bill  deals  also  with  some  other  matters 
which,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  desirable  to 
deal  with,  but  which  I  had  omitted.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  accept  the  proposal  which  has  been 
made  by  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
— namely,  to  read  this  Bill  a  second 
time,  because  it  is  very  important  that 
we  should  affirm  the  principle  of  the 
measure  by  assenting  to  the  second  read- 
ing. With  regard,  however,  to  my  own 
Bui,  I  must  make  an  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment. I  beg  to  thank  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  spoken  approvingly  of 
the  provisions  of  that  Bill ;  but  I  would 
point  out  to  them  that  the  position  in 
which  the  measure  now  stands  is  not  a 
very  advantageous  one,  and  therefore 
I  hope  the  Government  will  afford  me 
facilities  for  having  it  read  a  second  time. 
I  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary  to 
press  the  matter  at  any  length;  but  I 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will 
endeavour — and  I  think  they  can  do  it  if 
they  like— to  give  facilities  for  having 
the  Bill  read  a  second  time,  after  which 
I  think  it  would  be  of  advantage  to  the 
complete  and  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the   whole  question   that  the   subject 
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should  be  remitted,  as  has  been  sug- 
gested, to  the  Select  Committee  that  will 
sit  upon  the  present  Bill. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL:  I  have 
listened  with  gp'eat  pleasure  to  the  re- 
marks which  have  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpetih  (Mr.  Bart),  and  I 
think  it  would  be  most  satisfactotj  that 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  should  also 
be  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Select  Committee,  because  at  the  last 
Election  it  was  that  Bill  which  was  be- 
fore the  constituencies,  and  to  which  the 
attention  of  candidates  was  directed. 
Indeed,  I  am  sorry  to  find  that  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  has 
been  postponed  for  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) ; 
but  I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  does  not  object  to  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal, 
and  that  it  practically  coincides  with  the 

E revisions  of  his  own  measure.  That 
eing  so,  I  freely  accept  what  has  fallen 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer ; 
and  I  hope  that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  suggested,  the  two  Bills  will  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that 
the  same  Committee  may  deal  with  them, 
and  with  the  Act  of  1880,  and  present  a 
Report  to  the  House  on  the  whole  subject. 
I  have  always  been  averse  to  power 
being  eiven  to  any  persons  to  contract 
themselves  out  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
If  we  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  we  pass 
it  for  the  whole  of  the  Eealm,  and  not  as 
a  voluntary  or  permissive  Aot  for  any 
persons  to  contract  themselves  out  of. 
That  was  the  view  which  I  took  in  re- 
gard to  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act, 
and  other  measures  of  a  similar  nature. 
At  the  same  time,  I  should  be  extremely 
sorry  to  put  unadvisedly  any  compulnoii 
on  those  masters  who,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  has  joat 
pointed  out,  have  acted  so  well  towards 
their  workmen  in  the  contracts  they  have 
made  with  them,  and  from  whom  the  work- 
men  have  got  more  than  they  could  have 
obtained  under  the  Act.  I  refer  to  each 
cases  as  that  of  the  London  and  North* 
Western  Railway  Company  and  oertaia 
large  brewers,  who  have  provided  for 
their  workmen  in  a  much  better  way 
than  they  are  provided  for  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  We  must  take  eare 
that,  in  preventing  workmen  and  maaters 
from  contracting  themselves  out  of  tlie 
Act,  we  do  not  put  an  end  to  those  aafai* 
tary  contracts  which  now  ejdst,  in  many 
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casesi  between  masters  and  workmen.  It 
is  on  this  ground  that  I  think  the  Bill 
should  he  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
Like  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  (Mr.  F. 
S.  Powell),  I  may  saj  that  many  of  my 
constituents  are  affected  by  the  Bill ;  and 
it  is  one  of  those  matters  to  which 
my  attention  was  frequently  called 
during  the  General  Election.  Questions 
were  put  to  me  in  reference  to  the 
propriety  of  amending  the  Act  in  the 
direction  proposed  by  the  Bill  introduced 
last  year  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mor- 
peth (Mr.  Burt).  There  is  one  other 
point  to  which  allusion  was  made  by  my 
non.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  Lockwood) — namely,  the 
question  of  notice.  I  agree  with,  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  there  is 
no  reason  why,  in  actions  of  this  sort, 
there  should  be  notice  any  more  than 
in  any  other  action.  The  notice  should 
be  the  same  as  is  required  under  Lord 
Campbell's  Act  in  the  case  of  com- 
pensation, and  there  should  be  no  further 
limitation  than  there  is  in  actions  gene- 
rally. With  regard  to  the  other  details 
of  the  Bill,  it  is  not  necessary  that  I 
should  detain  the  House  by  any  criti- 
cism ;  because,  as  the  whole  matter  is 
going  before  a  Select  Committee — ^not 
only  this  Bill,  but  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth — together  with 
the  Act  of  1880,  there  is  every  hope  that 
there  may  be  produced  by  that  Com- 
mittee and  laid  before  the  House  a 
measure  which  will  place  the  whole 
question  upon  a  satisfactory  basis. 

Mb.  STU AET- WOETLEY  :  I  must 
oonfess  that  in  this  matter  Her  Majesty's 
Government  appear  to  have  no  very  de- 
finite idea  of  the  course  which  should  be 
adopted.  Ten  minutes  ago  the  promise 
made  on  their  behalf  in  regard  to  this 
Bill  and  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  was  that  they  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
that  pending  that  reference  there  should 
be  an  adjournment  of  the  present  debate. 
But,  for  some  reason  which  is  still  con- 
cealed by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  that 
proposal  to  adjourn  the  debate  has  now 
been  abandoned ;  and  we  understand 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
unable  to  divest  himself  of  the  instincts 
which  possessed  him  when  at  the  Home 
Ofiice,  now  intervenes  and  overrides  the 
decision  of  his  Colleague  the  Home  Se- 
cretary ;  and  we  are  told  that  the  Bill 
9houla   noiv  be  read    a   second  time^ 
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"  No !  "]  I  am  in  the  recollection  of 
lie  House ;  and  I  am  prepared  to  main- 
tain, in  the  presence  of  hon.  Members 
who  heard  what  passed,  that  there  was 
a  distinct  understanding  come  to,  at  the 
instance  of  the  Home  Secretary,  that 
there  should  be  an  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  But,  howerer  that  may  be,  the 
effect  will  be  slight  so  far  as  the  merits 
of  the  Bill  itself  are  concerned.  Those 
who  arefriendly  to  theprincipleof  theEm- 
ployers'  Liability  Act,  and  those  who  de- 
sire an  extension  of  the  provisions  of  that 
Act,  know  that  the  time  must  shortly  ar- 
rive when  it  will  be  necessary  to  decide 
whether  that  Act  shall  be  made  perpetual 
orbeallowed  to  lapse;  and  along  with  this 
consideration  will  have  to  be  considered 
the  question  of  its  extension,  or  whether 
it  shall  be  made  more  restrictive  in  its 
character.  Whether  the  Bill  is  now  read 
a  second  time  or  not,  the  object  of  those 
on  behalf  of  whom  the  late  Home  Secre- 
tary has  spoken  is  that  the  Committee  to 
whom  it  is  referred  should  get  to  work 
at  once,  and  that  hereafter  the  BiU  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt), 
who  is,  I  should  say,  the  real  patentee 
and  person  with  a  true  right  to  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  subject,  should 
also  be  referred  to  the  same  Committee. 
The  Select  Committee  will  then  be  in  a 
position  to  consider  and  take  evidence  on 
the  whole  subject,  including  the  ques- 
tion of  the  actual  operation  of  the  Act  of 
1880,  which  has  now  been  working  for 
five  years.  There  seems  to  me  to  be 
really  very  little  difference  between  the 
two  proposals;  and  I  do  not  see  why 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  have 
had  so  much  difficulty  in  making  up 
their  minds  in  the  matter.  We  are  per- 
fectly willing  that  the  Bill  should  be  now 
read  a  second  time  on  the  understanding 
that  hereafter  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth,  which  stands  on  the 
Paper,  but  not  in  a  very  favourable  posi- 
tion, for  to-morrow  fortnight,  should  be 
referred  to  the  same  Committee. 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Chjxdebs)  :  I  can  only  say  a  few  words 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House ;  but 
if  hon.  Members  will  allow  me  I  will 
explain  how  the  matter  stands.  We 
propose  that  the  present  Bill  should  be 
deferred  after  it  has  been  read  a  second 
time— [**  No!  "J — ^that  in  the  meanwhile 
a  Select  Committee  shall  be  appointed, 
and  that  the  two  Bills— the  one  po\f 
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before  the  Hoase,  and  that  of  my  hon. 
Fiiend  the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr. 
Burt) — be  referred  to  the  Committee. 
There  can  be  very  little  difference  in 
reading  this  Bill  a  second  time  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
Friend  is  also  read  a  second  time,  and 
that,  in  the  meantime,  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  consider  both  Bills. 
When  the  Bill  shall  have  been  read  a 
second  time,  I  shall  move  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  that  it  be  an  In- 
struction to  the  Committee  that  they 
have  power  to  call  witnesses,  and  to  in- 
quire not  only  into  the  two  Bills  sub- 
mitted to  them,  but  also  into  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act.  The  Committee 
will  be  at  once  appointed,  and  when  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Mr.  Burt)  has  been  read  a  second 
time  I  shall  move  to  refer  that  Bill  also 
to  the  same  Committee. 

Viscount  CEANBORNE  :  This  being 
the  first  occasion  on  which  I  have  had 
the  honour  to  address  the  House,  I  desire 
to  make  only  a  few  remarks,  the  more 
especially  because  several  hon.  Members 
who  sit  near  me  on  this  side  of  the 
House  do  not  approve  of  the  course 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Notwithstanding  the  explanation  which 
has  been  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary,  there  cannot 
be  a  doubt  that  the  Government  have 
executed  a  serious  change  of  front  as  to 
the  course  to  be  taken  on  this  Bill.  They 
began  by  agreeing  to  the  suggestion  that 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned  for  the 
purpose  of  having  both  measures  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  That,  I  think,  was 
a  proposal  which  was  made  by  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government — namely,  by  the 
Attorney  General  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary.  At  that 
moment  in  comes  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  then  we  find  that  the 
whole  thing  is  to  be  reversed.  It  is  very 
hard  for  us  to  know  what  the  reason  of 
this  change  of  front  is.  I  can  only  con- 
ceive that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment must  have  used  his  influence  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now,  in 
the  absence  of  the  Prime  Minister,  occu- 
pying the  position  of  Leader  of  the 
House,  in  order  to  induce  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  that  change  of  front. 
But  if  we  cannot  approve  of  the  action 
of  the  (Government,  neither  can  we— and 
I  say  it  with  due  humility — approve  of 
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the  course  taken  by  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition.  We  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  proposal  to  adjourn  the  debate 
was  welcomed  by  the  Front  Bench 
below.  It  was  our  desire  that  the 
difficult  questions  involved  in  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  I  approved  of 
the  suggestion  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee ;  but  I  did  not  approve 
of  the  proposal  to  first  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time,  for  that  would  pledge  the 
House  to  its  principle,  of  which  I  and 
others  on  these  Benches  disapprove. 
That  principle  involves  the  very  com- 
mon Badical  nostrum  of  compulsion. 
Compulsion,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  princi- 
ple which  is  noxious,  except  where  it  is 
unnecessary.  Let  me  remind  the  House 
that  in  speaking  on  the  question  of  com- 
pulsion the  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
the  Bill  spoke  of  the  Ground  Gtime  Act, 
passed  in  the  last  Parliament.  The 
reason  why  that  Act  is  not  more  noxious 
than  it  has  been  is  because  it  was  en- 
tirely unnecessary,  the  condition  of  agri- 
culture having  been  such  that  tenants 
could  exact  what  terms  they  liked  from 
landlords  without  the  intervention  of 
the  Act.  With  regard  to  the  present  Bill, 
it  is  by  no  means  in  the  interest  of  the 
employers  that  I  am  speaking.  I  be- 
lieve that  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
would  b^  directly  against  the  interests 
of  the  workmen.  I  was  talking  the 
other  day  to  a  colliery  owner  in  Lanca- 
shire, and  he  told  me  that  when  the 
Employers'  Liability  Act  was  passed,  in 
the  last  Parliament,  he  called  his  men 
together,  and  said  to  them — **  I  do  not 
wish  in  any  way  to  defraud  you,  and 
therefore  I  would  suggest  that  we 
should  try  this  Act."  And,  conse- 
quently, they  tried  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament for  a  year,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  year  the  men  all  went  to  my  friend 
and  asked  him  to  be  allowed  to  contract 
themselves  out  of  the  Act.  [^  im^L] 
Hon.  Members  may  laugh — ^in  fact,  thsy 
do  laugh — but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
a  very  reasonable  ground  on  which  the 
men  objected  to  the  Employers'  Liability 
Act.  The  point  is  this — idthough,  on  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  I  speak  with  the 
greatest  humility — on  the  occurrenoe  of 
an  accident  to  one  of  the  men  he  is  obliged, 
in  nearly  every  case,  to  bring  an  action 
at  law  in  order  to  recover  the  compensa- 
tion  due  to  him  under  the  Act.  If  he 
cannot  prove  negligence — ^whiob  I 
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told  it  is  very  difficult  tbing  indeed  to 
do — lie  has  not  only  to  bear  all  the  in- 
jury  which  the  accident  may  have  in- 
dicted on  him,  but  to  pay  the  costs  as 
well.  Consequently,  the  man  thinks 
twice,  or  even  thrice,  before  he  goes  into 
a  Court  of  Law  to  exact  compensation. 
The  men  prefer  very  much  the  voluntary 
method  of  getting  compensation  for  an 
accident  through  the  action  of  a  mutual 
Insurance  Company.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen seem  to  think  they  may  have  the 
benefit  of  both  systems.  But  they  ought 
to  remember  that  an  Act  of  a  compulsory 
kind  is  very  unpopular  indeed  with  the 
masters,  and  that  the  tendency  of  it  will 
be  to  prevent  the  masters  from  giving 
the  assistance  they  now  give  to  the  in- 
surance funds.  If  that  is  the  case  the 
men  would  have  to  fall  back  on  the 
Compulsory  Act,  and,  if  so,  I  wish  them 
joy  of  it.  I  think  I  have  said  enough  to 
show  that  there  are  very  good  reasons 
why  many  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  should  object  to  the  passing  of 
this  Bill.  But  I  think  that  is  a  question 
which  may  justly  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  provided  the  House  does 
not  bind  itself  to  the  principle  of  the 
measure  before  the  Committee  has  sat ; 
and,  therefore,  I  have  the  honour  to 
move  that  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Viscount  Cranhorne.) 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
think  that  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment 
places  us  in  a  very  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  regard  to  this  matter.  I  am 
unfortunate  enough  not  to  have  been 
present  in  the  House  in  the  early  stage  of 
the  debate,  so  that  I  did  not  hear  what 
fell  from  the  Attorney  General,  and  I 
only  heard  part  of  what  fell  from  the  Home 
Secretary  ;  but  I  understand  that  what 
passed  was  this — The  original  policy  of 
the  Government  was  precisely  that 
which  has  just  been  suggested  by  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me — namely,  that 
the  whole  policy  of  the  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Act  should  be  considered  formally 
and  completely  by  a  Select  Committee, 
and  for  that  reason  they  proposed  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  on  this 
Bill,  and  further  proposed  that,  at  a 
later  stage,  the  Bill  and  the  Bill  of 
the    hon.  Member  for   Morpeth   (Mr. 


Burt)  should  be  referred  to  the  con- 
sideration of  that  Select  Committee. 
That  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was,  I  understand,  accepted  as  a 
fair  and  proper  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  question.  Subsequently,  howevery 
it  was  objected  to  by  some  Members 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  also  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  StafiPordshire  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill).  It  was  objected  to  first 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  Lockwood),  who  spoke  with 
considerable  force  against  the  principle 
of  freedom  of  contract,  although  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  support  interference  with 
freedom  of  contract  if  applied  to  his  own 
Profession.  It  was  also  objected  to  by 
other  hon.  Members  who  addressed 
themselves  to  the  subject.  The  result 
of  that  was  that  the  Home  Secretary 
said  he  approved  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  approved  of  an 
adjournment.  That  was  a  certain  step 
in  advance.  There  was  further  debate, 
and  then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer rose  and  said  he  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  led  him  to 
support  the  second  reading  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  thereby  entirely  departing 
from  the  understanding  arrived  at  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  confess  that  I 
was  not  a  little  puzzled  by  what  had 
passed  up  to  that  stage ;  but  I  was  still 
more  puzzled  when  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  accepted  that  proposition  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It 
does  appear  to  me  that,  by  agreeing 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  the 
House  commits  itself  to  the  principle  of 
that  Bill— that  being  an  old  and  well 
understood  rule.  Now,  what  are  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  ?  I  must  not  debate 
them  on  this  Motion ;  but  they  are 
principles  which,  to  my  mind,  are  of 
vital  importance  in  the  settlement  of  the 
question  ;  they  are  principles  which,  if 
carried  into  effect,  would  fatally  interfere 
with  those  advantages  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Staf- 
fordshire (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  has  told  the 
House  have  been  given  to  the  employed 
by  many  employers  of  labour,  and 
which  he  expressed  his  great  desire  to 
maintain.  If  that  be  so,  the  House  is 
asked  this  evening  to  assent  to  a  prin- 
ciple of  no  little  importance  when  it  ao* 
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oepts  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  real  neces- 
sity that  this  question  should  be  tho- 
roughly sifted  and  investigated.  Next 
year  it  must  be  dealt  with  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  is  so  difficult  a  matter 
that  no  inquiry  can  be  too  thorough 
or  too  searching — I  was  almost  going 
to  say  top  long--['*  No  !  "] — if  you  can 
secure  its  final  and  satisfactory  settle- 
ment. But  if  that  inquiry  is  to  be  under- 
taken, surely  it  should  be  approached, 
so  to  speak,  with  an  open  mind.  Surely 
it  should  be  approached  without  the 
preliminary  acceptance  of  any  principle 
as  to  a  change  in  the  law,  especially  a 
change  of  such  great  importance  as 
would  be  effected  by  the  Bill  which  is 
now  before  the  House.  I  must  say,  for 
myself,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  the 
suggestion  of  a  Select  Committee  is  a 
very  proper  and  necessary  suggestion ; 
but  that  the  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed without  reference  to  this  or  any 
other  Bill  —  in  point  of  fact,  that  it 
should  go  into  the  inquiry 

Me.  SPEAKEE:  The  right  hop. 
Gentleman  is  now  discussing  the  Main 
Question,  which  is  irregular  upon  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
beg  pardon.  I  will  only  say,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  it  appears  to  me,  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  having  been  at  first 
suggested  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, as  the  mode  in  which  they  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  subject,  it  would 
be  wise  for  the  House  to  adhere  to  that 
proposition.  By  doing  so  they  would 
leave  the  whole  question  open,  as  it 
ought  to  be  lef  fc  open,  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Harcoukt)  :  The 
Government  do  not  •  defend  the  literal 
consistency  of  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  either  on  this  or  that  Bench.  If 
it  were  desirable — which  I  have  no  wish 
to  do — to  enter  into  recrimination  on  this 
subject,  I  should  say  that  the  late  Home 
Secretary  f  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  took 
one  view,  that  the  late  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  took  another,  and  that 
then  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks*  Beach)  reverted  to  the 
old  position.  With  regard  to  the  Go- 
yemment,  there  is  no  doubt  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend    suggested  that  the 
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whole  subject  should  be  referred  to  a 
Committee.  As  the  debate  went  on  our 
views  underwent  a  modification.  I  am 
not  in  the  least  ashamed  to  confess  it, 
and  it  is  frequently  the  case  in  debates 
in  this  House  that  as  they  go  on  opi- 
nions become  modified.  What  is  tne 
use  of  debate  in  this  House  unless  it  is 
to  modify  views?  The  Government,  how- 
ever, stand  in  a  very  different  position 
with  reference  to  the  substance  of  this 
question  from  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Sie- 
oretary  of  State  has  affirmed  that  we 
agree  with  the  principle  of  the  BilL 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  doea 
not  agree  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
at  all  events,  he  has  not  yet  made  up  his 
mind.  As  regards  the  Ghovemmenty  the 
only  question  affecting  them  is  one  of 
procedure  with  reference  to  a  matter 
upon  which  we  are  agreed  in  principle. 
I  quite  admit  that  it  would  be  a  different 
question  if  we  were  agreed  upon  the 
principle.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  suggested  that  it  would 
be  consistent  with  the  opinions  of  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  and  the  Bill  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mor- 
peth (Mr.  Burt)  that  a  particular  course 
should  be  taken.  The  supporters  of  the 
principle  of  the  present  Bill  demurred 
to  that  course  being  taken.  I  think  it 
was  perfectly  reasonable  that  we  sHoold 
consider  that  objection,  seeing  that  we 
agree  with  them  in  the  main  substance 
of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  some  of  his  Friends,  in* 
eluding  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  ha 
Darwen  (Viscount  Cranbome),  whom 
we  heard  with  satisfaction,  expressed 
opinions  that  were  altogether  different, 
and  opinions  with  which  we  do  not 
concur.  But  there  are  further  stages  of 
the  Bill  after  it  leaves  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  which  it  will  be  posiible  to 
raise  any  question  as  to  principle ;  and, 
indeed,  in  the  Select  Committee  itself  it 
will  be  quite  possible  to  do  so.  There- 
fore, hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  not 
precluded  by  any  means  from  forth^ 
opposition  to  the  principle  of  the  BiQ. 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  aftcc 
the  concurrence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Stnart- 
Wortley),  the  late  Under  Seoretaiy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  I  do 
not  think  that  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  that  side  of  the  House  have  an j  right 
to  complain  of  the  ooorse  we  hare  ' 
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Mj  right  hon.  Friend  said  the  dLfference 
between  ns  was  so  infinitesimal  that  it 
was  not  worth  discussing.  There  is  no  in- 
tention of  acting  in  any  way  unfairly  to 
lion.  Gentlemen  opposite,  or  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  who  demur  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  seeing  that  they  will 
be  able  to  discuss  that  principle  here- 
after. And  therefore  I  hope,  on  the 
whole,  that  without  any  warmth  of  feel- 
ing on  the  subject  the  course  which  I 
have  suggested  will  he  adopted. 

Sm  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  does  not  often  succeed  in  throw- 
ing oil  upon  the  troubled  waters,  and 
be  has  certainly  not  succeeded  in  doing 
80  to-night.  He  has  not  only  thrown 
overboard  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  but  he  has  also 
thrown  over  a  former  Colleague  of  his — 
XiOrd  Monk  Bretton — because,  when  Mr. 
Dodson  (now  Lord  Monk  Bretton) 
bad  charge  of  the  Employers'  Liability 
Bill  in  1880,  he  brought  it  forward  as  a 
tentative  measure,  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  having  it  reconsidered  after  it 
had  been  in  operation  for  a  few  years. 
The  object  which  I  had  in  view  in 
assenting  to  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, and  the  object  of  the  adjournment 
itself,  was  to  pronde  that  the  inquiry 
of  the  Oommittee  should  be  deferred 
until  it  could  have  the  opportunity  of 
considering  that  which  Lord  Monk 
Bretton  said  in  1880  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered— namely,  how  far  the  Act  had 
answered  its  purpose  before  it  was  made 
final,  or  its  provisions  extended.  The 
whole  object  of  the  adjournment,  which 
is  the  Question  upon  which  I  am  at  the 
present  moment  speaking,  was  in  order 
to  afford  a  proper  opportunity  for  having 
the  whole  matter  discussed.  I  sug- 
gested that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed for  the  puroose  of  securing  the 
appoiiitment  of  a  Committee,  and  that 
the  Committee  should  sit  without  the 
principle  of  this  measure  having  been 
affirmed  by  the  House  in  the  first  in- 
stance. [*»  Order !  "]  If  I  am  out  of 
Order  the  Speaker  will  correct  me.  I 
say  that  the  object  with  which  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  was  suggested 
in  the  early  part  of  the  evening  was 
this — that  before  we  assented  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  by  reading  it  a 
second  time  we  might  have  the  expe- 
rience of  the  Select  Committee,  together 
with  the  evidence  adduced  before  them. 


and  the  conclusion  they  may  arrive  at, 
whether  the  principle  of  the  Employers' 
Liability  Act  ought  to  be  extended  or 
not.  That  was  the  sole  object  I  had  in 
proposing  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate ;  it  is  the  reason  why  1  shall  sup- 
port it  now ;  and  it  was  the  reason  why 
the  suggestion  was  accepted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  It  is  simply 
because  other  hon.  Members  have  made 
other  suggestions  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  proposed  a  different 
course,  although  he  did  not  hear  a  word 
of  what  was  stated  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  discussion. 

TheCHANCELLOE  op  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  William  Habcouet)  :  I  beg 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  He 
is  mistaken.  I  have  been  present 
throughout  the  debate,  and  I  heard  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS :  I  am 
glad  that  I  was  mistaken.  I  am  only 
sorry  that  my  remarks  had  no  effect 
upon  him,  and  I  am  still  more  sorry 
that  the  arrangement  proposed  by  the 
present  Home  Secretary  had  so  little 
effect  upon  him  that  he  was  induced  to 
get  up  half-an-hour  afterwards  and 
make  a  different  proposal  altogether. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL:  As  a  new 
Member  addressing  the  House  for  the 
first  time,  I  would  claim  its  indulgence. 
As  an  employer  of  labour  who  has 
loyally  accepted  the  Act,  I  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  my  convic- 
tion that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the 
working  man  himself  that  he  should 
have  the  power  of  contracting  himself 
out  of  the  Employers'  Liability  Act. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  is  not  addressing  himself 
to  the  Question  before  the  House,  which 
is  that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned, 
and  not  the  Main  Question. 

Sir  HENEYHAVELOCK- ALLAN : 
I  have  listened  with  the  greatest  atten- 
tion to  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir 
E.  Assheton  Cross)  ;  but  I  am  boirnd  to 
say  that  they  failed  to  carry  any  con- 
viction to  my  mind.  I  understand  him 
to  say  that  there  is  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion between  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Front  Bench,  and  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  thrown 
overboard  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  that,  so  far  as  I  caught  the  remarks 
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of  both  of  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
I  cannot  find  the  smallest  possible  dif- 
ference in  their  action.  The  question 
dealt  with  by  the  Bill  has  the  greatest 
interest  for  many  of  the  constituents  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Order!  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  is  travelling 
from  the  Question. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL:  Under  the 
Employers'  Liability  Act,  as  it  now 
stands,  the  workmen  are  able  to  contract 
themselves  out  of  it.  Now,  I  think  that 
that  is  a  very  proper  thing ;  and  the  sys- 
tem of  insurance  which  has  been  estab- 
lished, and  to  which  the  employers  con- 
tribute, is  of  the  utmost  advantage  to  the 
workman.  It  provides  for  him  when  he 
is  sick,  and  also  for  his  widow  and 
orphans  if  he  has  the  misfortune  to  be 
killed.  I  see  no  objection  to  a  provision 
in  the  Act  rendering  it  illegal  to  make 
it  a  condition  of  employment  that  a  work- 
man should  contract  himself  out  of  the 
Act,  provided  he  may  do  so  if  he  thinks 
it  his  interest ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
in  dangerous  occupations,  such  as  that  of 
coal-mining,  the  injuries  inflicted  upon 
the  workmen  which  can  by  any  pos- 
sibility be  imputed  to  the  negligence  of 
the  employer  are  infinitesimal — pro- 
bably not  more  than  5  or  10  per  cent. 
But  many  accidents  occur  in  which  the 
injured  workmen  suppose  that  negligence 
can  be  so  imputed,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  there  is  an  enormous  amount  of 
litigation.  So  much  is  that  the  case 
that  in  1 884  the  claims  made  were  four 
times  as  great  as  the  compensation  ob- 
tained by  the  workmen.  Therefore,  it 
is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  upon 
the  Select  Committee  which  will  have  to 
consider  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  this 
vital  question  should  be  carefully  sifted 
to  the  bottom,  because  I  do  not  disguise 
from  myself  that  many  workmen  sup- 
pose that  the  question  of  safety  is  in- 
volved. But  in  dangerous  occupations 
like  coal-mining  there  are  Acts  of  Par- 
liament passed,  like  the  Mines  Eegula- 
tion  Act,  which  are  intended  to  protect 
the  workmen ;  and  if  they  fail  to  give 
them  protection  they  should  at  once  be 
amended.  I  have  dwelt  strictly  upon 
this  single  point,  because  I  feel  that  it 
is  the  very  essence  of  the  Bill  now  before 
us. 

8ir  Henry  Havehch-Allan 


Captain  VERNEY  :  I  have  only  one 
remark  to  address  to  the  House.  I  am 
anxious  to  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  a 
class  of  workmen  who  are  entirely  un- 
represented in  this  House — the  class  of 
seamen.  I  understand  that  when  the 
Bill  passes  a  second  reading  it  is  under- 
stood that  the  principle  of  it  has  been 
thereby  affirmed ;  and  I  hope  that,  in 
this  case,  it  will  be  also  understood  that 
part  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
we  are  about  to  affirm  to-night  is  that 
seamen  shall  be  brought  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  measure. 

Mb.  foe  wood  :  I  hope  the  House 
will  extend  to  me  the  indulgence  which 
is  usually  afforded  to  a  Member  who 
rises  to  address  it  for  the  first  time.  I 
may  say  that  I  appear  here  in  a  dual 
capacity,  seeing  that  I  have  the  hononr 
to  represent  a  large  body  of  men  who 
are  engaged  in  co^-mining,  and  that  I 
have  also  the  further  privilege  of  repre- 
senting another  large  body  of  men  who 
are  interested  in  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill— I  mean  the  shipping  interest 
With  regard  to  the  colliers,!  must  admit 
that  I  originally  took  the  view  that  they 
were  better  off  by  entering  into  an 
arrangement  with  the  mine  owners  by 
which  an  insurance  fund  was  provided, 
under  which  a  collier,  in  the  case  of  an  ac- 
cident which,  whether  it  came  within  the 
Employers'  Liability  Act  or  not,  would 
receive  compensation.  But  upon  discuss- 
ing the  matter  with  the  workmen  them- 
selves I  found — and  I  honour  them  for 
it— that  they  put  in  the  forefront  their 
anxiety  to  make  compulsory  the  neoea- 
sity  of  protecting  Hfe  and  limb,  and  that 
it  is  not  with  them  a  mere  question  of 
compensation.  They  desire  to  come 
under  the  Act  in  order  that  they  may 
best  protect  the  mines  in  which  they 
work  and  their  own  lives  from  accident. 
Therefore,  I  feel  that  as  regards  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  as  far  as  it  applies 
to  that  class  of  workmen,  it  is  desirable 
that  it  should  be  affirmed,  and  distinctly 
affirmed.  But  there  is  another  point  in 
the  Bill  which  is  quite  novel,  and  which 
has  not  been  considered,  I  believe,  in 
this  House  before — namely,  the  refer- 
ence to  seamen.  Now,  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  House  that  the  positioa 
of  the  seamen  and  that  of  other  work- 
men are  not  analogous.  As  regards 
workmen  employed  in  general  trade, 
their  work  in  mines  or  buildings  is 
carried  on  under  the  eye  and  under  the 
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inspection  of  their  own  master  or  a  fore- 
man.   But  with  regard  to  a  ship,  the 
vessel  is  sent  to  sea  with  all  that  is 
necessary  to  equip  her  and  render  her 
seaworthy.    The  owner  provides  the  best 
officer  and  master  he  can  command  to 
control  that  ship ;  but  once  it  has  left  the 
port  and  g^ne  away  from  his  sight,  he 
has  no  further  opportunity  of  exercising 
that  vigilance  and  constant  control  over 
her  which  the  owner  of  a  factory  or  of  a 
coal  mine  has,  whose  works  are  conducted 
under   his  own   immediate  inspection. 
As  the  great  national  shipping  industry 
has  not  been  alluded  to  to-night,  per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  for  a  moment  or 
two  to  place  before  the  House  the  exact 
position  of  the  shipowner,  and  the  dif- 
ference which  exists  between  his  posi- 
tion   and    that    of   the    manufacturer 
and  colliery  proprietor.     The  manufac- 
turer   proceeds  with    his   work    under 
little,  if  any,  inspection ;  but  the  case  is 
vastly    different    with    the    shipowner. 
The  law  recognizes  that  there  are  great 
dangers  attending  the  voyages  of  a  ship ; 
and  from  the  day  that  a  man  makes 
up  his  mind  that  he  will  build  a  ship 
until    the    day    that    ship  leaves    her 
port    the  shipowner    positively    hands 
himself  over  body  ana  soul  to  the  in- 
spectorship of  the  Board  of  Trade.     He 
draws  his  plans  and  makes  out  his  speci- 
fications, and  he  has  to  submit  those  plans 
and  specifications  for  the  approval  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.    I  am  speaking  now  of 
the  steam  shipowner.    Then  he  has  to 
obtain  from  a  GU>vernment  Department 
a  certificate  that  the  vessel  has  been 
built,    prepared,  and    equipped    in    a 
manner  sufficiently  strong  to  insure  her 
safe  navigation.    Even  then  the  ship- 
owner has  not  a  free  choice  as  to  whom 
he   shall  employ  in  the   conduct  and 
navigation  oi  the  ship ;  but  he  is  bound 
to  employ  a  master  or  engineer  officer, 
who  must  have  submitted  himself  to  an 
examination  by  an  inspecting  officer  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  received  a  cer- 
tificate as  to  his  qualification.     A  ship 
sent  to  sea  is  thus,  from  first  to  last, 
under  the  control  of  a  Government  De- 
partment.   When  the  vessel  g^es  to  sea 
tinder  the  direction  of  a  duly  certificated 
master,  she  passes  absolutely  away  from 
the  control  of  the  owner ;  but  if  this 
Bill  passes,  in  the  shape  in  which  it  is 
now  before  the  House,  the  owner  will 
become  responsible  for  every  act  and 
deed  of  the  officers  he  employs  which 


may  be  construed  to  have  been  in  any 
degree  an  act  arising  from  negligence  on 
the  part  of  the  master  or  other  certi- 
ficated officer  so  approved  by  the  Board 
of  Trade.     Now,  Sir,  it  is  very  difficult 
to   determine  what  is  negligence  and 
what  is  an  error  of  judgment  on  the 
part  of  the  master  or  officer  navigating 
the  ship.    We  have  hundreds  of  cases 
investigated  year  by  year  before  the 
Wreck  Commissioners,  whose  duty  it  is 
to   ascertain  whether   the  master  has 
navigated  his  ship  in  a  seamanlike  man- 
ner,   or  whether  the  accident  or  loss 
arose  from  some  cause  not  under  the 
control  of   the  owner,    or  master,   or 
officers.     It  is  one  of   the  most  dif- 
ficult points  the  Wreck  Commissioners 
has  to  decide  where  comes  in  the  question 
whether  the  master  was  guilty  of  neg- 
ligence in  navigation,  or  whether  he  was 
only  guilty  of  an  error  of  j  udgment.    In 
order  to  show  the  House  how  difficult 
and  how  intricate  that  question  is,  I  may 
say  that  it  may  turn  upon  a  point  whe- 
ther the  master  has  cast  his  lead  every 
hour  or  every  two  hours,  or  upon  other 
matters  perfectly  out  of  the  control  and 
altogether  beyond  the  cognizance  of  the 
owner.      If  the  Court  holds  that  the 
master  ought  to  have  taken  a  oast  of  his 
lead  every  hour,  and  that  he  only  did  it 
every  two  hours,  he  is  held  to  have  been 
guilty  of  negligence ;  and  it  is  proposed, 
under  this  Bill,  even  if  the  ship  may 
have  gone  to  the  bottom,  that  for  such 
an  act  of  technical  negligence  the  owner 
of  the  ship  shall  be  liable  for  three 
years'  wages  in  the  case  of  every  man 
who  was  on  board  that  vessel.     That 
means,  in  the  case  of  some  of  our  large 
Atlantic  liners,  something  like  £30,000. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  the  House  will 
consider  that  it  is  a  subject   of  deep 
importance  and  great  moment,  and  one 
that  is  not  to   be   decided   hastily  or 
without  careful  consideration.     There  is 
another  point  in  the  Bill  to  which  I  must 
also  call  attention.    It  makes  the  owner 
responsible,  under  Section  S,  for  the  neg- 
ligence of  every  person  who  may  have 
been  entrusted  by  him  with  the  duty  of 
seeing  that  the  ways,   means,  works, 
machinery,  and  plant  are  in  a  proper 
condition.    Now,  large  employment  is 
foimd  by  the  owners  of  vessels — and  I 
may  say  at  once  it  is  the  only  pro- 
fitable emplovment  for  owners  at  the 
present  day,  m  trading  abroad,  visiting 
the    home   port   seldomi   but  making 
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voyages  inter-colonial,  or  from  port 
to  port  abroad.  Under  this  Bill  the 
master  abroad  will  select  probably 
the  best  engineer  and  the  best  work- 
people he  can  find  to  effect  any  repairs 
that  may  have  to  be  done  in  a  foreign 
country,  but  of  whom  the  owner  at 
home  has  never  heard  before.  If  such 
workpeople  do  their  work  negligently 
or  inefficiently,  under  this  Bill  the 
owner  at  home  is  made  responsible  for 
acts  over  which  it  is  impossible  that 
he  can  exercise  any  control  whatever. 
Now,  Sir,  the  Employers'  Liability  Act, 
to  which  this  is  to  be  a  supplement, 
clearly  and  distinctly  sets  out  that  by 
reason  of  the  negligence  of  any  person 
in  the  service  of  the  owner  certain 
penalties  shall  be  incurred.  One  effect 
of  this  drastic  legislation  will  be  to  in- 
crease what,  I  think,  is  a  very  unwhole- 
some practice  for  the  purpose  of  defeat- 
ing the  Act,  and  I  will  point  it  tout  to 
the  House  in  this  way.  The  Limited 
Liability  Act  is  frequently  adopted  in 
regard  to  the  ownership  of  a  vessel. 
The  owners  of  a  vessel  constitute  them- 
selves into  a  single  Company  with  fully 
paid-up  shares.  If  that  vessel  goes  to 
the  bottom  the  whole  of  the  capital  com- 
prised in  the  shares  goes  with  it,  and 
there  is  nothing  left  to  represent  any- 
body against  whom  a  claim  for  compen- 
sation under  the  Act  can  be  made.  The 
effect  will  be  to  do  away  with  the  private 
ownership  of  vessels,  which  still  very 
largely  prevails  in  this  country,  and  to 
force  every  owner  to  take  advantage  of 
the  unwholesome  provisions  of  the 
Limited  Liability  Act  in  regard  to  the 
ownership  of  vessels.  The  result  would 
be  that  instead  of  giving  protection  to 
the  sailors  the  owners  would  absolutely 
escape  soot-free,  owing  to  the  desire 
which  would  sprins^  up  to  evade  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  have  pointed 
out  these  practical  points — I  hope  the 
House  will  consider  them  practical  points 
— for  the  pu^ose  of  directing  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee,  which  I 
hope  will  be  appointed  to  consider  this 
measure,  to  the  important  fact  that  it  in- 
volves a  new  departure  as  regards  the 
question  of  seamen,  and  requires  very 
careful  attention  at  the  hands  of  any 
Committee  which  may  be  appointed. 
In  regard  to  the  general  principles  of 
the  Employers'  Liability  Act,  so  m  as  it 
affects  the  pocket  interest,  in  forcing 
manufaoturers  and  others  who  employ 

Mr»'Fofwood 


labour  to  provide  good  machinery  and 
appliances,  I  cordially  sjrmpathize  with 
the  object  of  the  Bill.  All  I  hope  is,  that 
the  House  will  not  allow  their  sentiment 
to  run  away  with  their  reason,  and  in- 
duce them  to  strain  a  point  against  the 
general  interests  of  the  country. 

Mb.  MacINNES  :  The  hon.  Mom- 
ber  opposite  has  called  attention  to  the 
case  of  seamen.  May  I,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  say  a  few  words 
in  regard  to  another  class  who  have  not 
been  referred  to  to-night — I  mean  the 
railway  employ  is,  because  no  body  of 
workmen  will  be  more  largely  affected 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  than  thoae 
with  whom  I  happen  to  be  connected — 
I  mean  the  London  and  North- Western 
Railway  Company.  I  desire  to  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  position  of  the  men 
under  that  Company,  and  under  private 
firms  who  have  made  similar  arrange- 
ments. I  came  down  to  this  House  en- 
tirely prepared  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  Like  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  I  found,  on  faoing  my 
constituents,  that  there  was  no  question 
regarded  by  them  as  of  more  general 
interest.  Over  and  over  again  my  at- 
tention was  called  to  the  principles  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Mr.  Burt) ;  and  I  have  always  claimed 
to  myself  the  right  in  Committee,  after 
the  Bill  should  have  passed  a  second 
reading,  to  bring  forward  the  case  of 
the  railway  servants,  with  re^rd  to 
which  I  have  special  knowledge.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor), 
who  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  said  that  practically  the  railway 
servants  in  this  country  were  morally 
compelled  to  contract  themselves  out  of 
the  Employers'  Liability  Act.  Now.  I 
wish  to  tell  the  House  that  in  regaid  to 
the  very  large  body  of  men  employed 
by  the  London  and  Isorth- Western  Hail- 
way  that  accusation  does  not  hold  good. 

Mr.  AKTHUR  0»CONNOE:  The 
hon.  Member  must  excuse  me.  I  do 
not  think  I  committed  myself  to  the 
statement  that  the  great  body  of  railway 
servants  were  compelled  to  contract 
themselves  out  of  the  Act ;  but  what  I 
said  was  that  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
workmen  in  the  country  were  compelled 
to  contract  themselves  out  of  it. 

Mb.  MaoINNES  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's pardon  if  I  have  misrepresented 
him.  I  was  quite  aware  that  he  had 
not  alluded  specially  to  railway 
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men  ;  but  as  they  are  a  large  body,  and 
will  undoubtedly  be  affected,  I  con- 
cluded that  his  observations  applied  to 
them.  Now,  the  position  of  the  railway 
serrants,  with  whom  I  have  the  honour 
to  be  connected,  is  this.  When  the  Act 
of  1880  became  law,  the  London  and 
North-Western  Railway  Company  called 
their  men  together  by  delegates  from  all 
parts  of  the  country,  and  placed  a 
scheme  before  them  for  their  considera- 
tion. They  were  not  asked  to  adopt  it 
hastily.  On  the  contrary,  they  were  re- 
quested to  go  back  to  the  country  and 
consider  it  carefully  through  their  dele- 
gates. Some  weeks  were  spent  by  the 
men  in  so  considering  the  scheme.  At 
the  end  of  that  time  they  returned,  and 
accepted  the  proposition  placed  before 
them  by  an  enormous  majority  of  no  less 
than  32,000  in  favour  of  accepting  it, 
against  59  individuals  who  were  unwill- 
ing or  indisposed  to  accept  the  terms 
of  the  Company.  The  proposal  was  by 
no  means  framed  with  any  idea  that  the 
Company  would  benefit  their  pockets.  On 
the  contrary,  in  the  proposals  made  by 
the  Company  the  shareholders  were  re- 
quired to  make  a  larcfe  grant  from  their 
resources.  Indeed,  tne  proposal  was  of 
such  a  character  that  instead  of  spend- 
ing a  matter  of  some  £3,000  a-year, 
which  was  the  utmost  that  could  have 
been  possibly  claimed  under  the  Act,  a 
very  much  larger  sum  was  voluntarily 
contributed  by  the  shareholders  of  the 
Company.  Although  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  and  think 
that  we  ought  not  in  this  House  to  pass 
permissive  Acts — ^that  if  an  Ast  of  Par- 
liament is  good  we  ought  to  pass  it,  and 
if  it  is  bad  that  we  ought  to  repeal  it, 
but  that  we  ought  not  to  allow  permis- 
sive legislation — I  think  that  the  inte- 
rests of  men  who  in  large  numbers  have 
accepted  the  terms  offered  to  them,  both 
in  this  and  in  similar  cases,  should  be 
fairly  considered  when  the  Bill  goes 
before  the  Conamittee.  A  suggestion 
has  been  made  in  some  quarters  which 
seems  to  me  to  be  worthy  of  conside- 
ration— namely,  that  in  cases  where  in- 
surance funds  exist  the  firms  which 
have  created  such  insurance  funds  should 
have  public  inspection  applied  to  them. 
Freedom  to  contract  themselves  out  of 
the  Act  should  only  be  conceded  when 
a  satisfactory  certificate  was  obtained  to 
prove  that  no  compulsion  was  being 
used  towards  the  workpeople.    It  may 


be  said  that  such  a  proposal  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  compromise ;  but  I  would 
point  out  that  it  is  offered  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  men  themselves,  who,  in  the 
case  of  the  servants  of  the  London  and 
North- Western  Eailway  Company,  in 
such  a  large  proportion  as  32,000 
against  69,  after  full  consideration,  ex- 
pressed themselves  satisfied  with  the  ar- 
rangement proposed  for  their  acceptance. 
It  appears  to  me  that  in  affirming  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  we  ought  to  reserve 
to  ourselves  the  right  in  Committee  to 
consider  and  deal  with  this  point  in  the 
way  I  have  suggested.  Even  if  the 
clause  were  introduced,  I  have  said  that 
the  arrangement  made  by  the  London 
and  North- Western  Bailway  Company 
is  such  that  the  shareholders  contribute 
under  it  a  larger  sum  than  they  can  be 
called  upon  to  pay  under  the  Act.  The 
arrangement  has  been  in  existence  for 
five  years,  and  with  that  experience  the 
Directors  are  ready  to  refer  to  their 
books  and  accounts,  which  will  estab- 
lish the  correctness  of  what  I  have 
stated 

Sir  JOHN  COMMERELL :  If  it  were 
not  for  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ormskirk  (Mr.  For  wood)  I  should 
not  have  risen  to  address  the  House  on 
this  subject;  but  having  some  expe- 
rience as  a  sailor  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed 
to  occupy  a  few  minutes  in  stating  my 
views  upon  the  question  of  bringing 
seamen  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  If 
I  believed  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  seamen  themselves  that  they 
should  be  brought  under  the  Act  I 
should  at  once  agree  to  the  principle; 
but  I  believe,  having  regard  to  the 
vicissitudes  of  a  sailor's  life,  that  it 
would  not  be  so.  What  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ormskirk  said  is  perfectly  true  ;  I 
quite  agree  with  him  that  it  is  manifestly 
impossible  for  a  shipowner  in  Eng- 
land to  have  any  knowledge  of  what 
is  going  on  in  connection  with  his  ship 
in  a  foreign  part.  Supposing,  for  in- 
stance, the  engineer  is  invalided,  or 
dies,  the  captain  of  the  ship  gets  the 
best  engineer  who  can  be  found  in  the 
port  to  do  the  work ;  but  bad  may  be 
the  best.  Instances  may  occur  of  a  man 
losing  his  arm  or  his  leg ;  but  is  it  right 
that  the  shipowner  should  be  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  three  years'  pay  for  an  accident 
over  which  he  has  no  control  ?  It  is  just 
the  same  in  the  case  of  sailing  ships. 
Upon  the  ocean,  thousands  of  miles  away 
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from  England,  with  only  one  officer  on 
deck  in  charge  of  the  vessel,  what  may  not 
happen.  How  can  the  owners  tell,  if  a 
man  falls  off  a  yard,  whether  it  is  caused 
by  a  rotten  brace  or  by  a  shift  of  wind  ? 
I  can  assure  the  House  that  these  matters 
are  not  easily  dealt  with  at  sea,  nor  can 
they  be  easily  judged  of  afterwards. 
Sailors  are,  as  a  class,  not  partial  to 
lawyers.  There  is,  I  believe,  a  good 
understanding  between  owners  and  sea- 
men at  the  present  time,  and  I  trust 
that  the  harmony  which  exists  between 
them  may  not  be  disturbed ;  but  I  believe 
thai*  the  result  of  bringing  shipowners 
under  this  law  would  be  that  this  har- 
mony would  be  very  much  interfered 
with.  Sir,  there  are  many  of  my  bro- 
ther officers  here,  more  than  ever  there 
were  before ;  and  I  say  that  we  arrogate 
to  ourselves,  notwithstanding  the  remark 
of  one  hon.  Member  who  has  spoken, 
that  we  represent  in  this  House  sailors 
just  as  much  as  officers  and  shipowners, 
and  as  long  as  we  remain  here  we  shall 
continue  to  do  so.  For  these  reasons  I 
object  to  shipowners  being  brought 
under  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST :  Sir,  I  can  assure 
my  hon.  Friends  below  the  Gangway 
that  my  speech  shall  be  very  short.  I 
apologize  for  my  temerity  in  speaking 
on  this  subject,  and  as  one  of  a  class 
said  by  the  gallant  Admiral  wbo  has 
just  spoken  to  be  peculiarly  obnoxious 
to  sailors.  I  venture  to  make  some  ob- 
servations to  the  House  on  behalf  of 
seamen.  I  should  not  do  so  if  I  were 
sure  that  the  gallant  Admiral  the  Mem- 
ber for  Southampton  (Sir  John  Com- 
merell)  was  an  adequate  Eepresentative 
of  seamen.  I  have  an  idea  that  there  is 
a  difference  with  regard  to  this  matter 
in  the  Navy  as  compared  with  the  Mer- 
chant Service,  and  that  ordinary  seamen 
do  not  look  at  it  in  the  same  light  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  I  have 
been  a  supporter  of  the  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Act  since  the  time  when  it  was 
first  brought  into  this  House ;  and  I  re- 
member, when  I  had  the  honour  of  a 
seat  below  the  Gangway  on  the  opposite 
side,  that  it  was  supported  at  the  time 
by  some  Gentlemen  opposite  who  are 
now  most  eloquent  in  tne  denunciation 
of  its  principles.  I  should  also  like  to 
say  that  those  who  have  been  ardent 
and  consistent  supporters  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  have  never  been 
able  to  understand  why  seamen  have 
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been  excluded  from  its  provisions.  Ar- 
guments have  been  adduced  by  the 
Attorney  General  (Mr.  Charles  Kussell), 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Orms- 
kirk,  and  the  gallant  Admiral  who  has 
just  sat  down,  against  the  Bill,  which 
are  just  as  applicable  to  the  case  of 
miners  who  worked  below  ground  as  to 
seamen.  In  answer  to  the  Attorney 
General's  statement,  I  should  like  to  ask 
what  control  the  representative  of  a 
Mining  Company  in  London  has  over 
miners  working  underground  in  North- 
umberland ?  If  a  shareholder  in  a  mine 
is  to  be  made  liable  for  the  negligence 
of  managers  and  overlookers  under  these 
circumstances,  I  say  that  you  should 
apply  the  same  principle  as  you  apply 
to  him  to  owners  of  ships.  If  the  law  ia 
good  in  one  case  it  is  good  in  the  other. 
But,  Sir,  I  happen  to  know  that  the  ex- 
clusion of  seamen  from  the  benefit  of 
the  Act  of  1 880,  which  astonished  us  so 
much  at  the  time  it  was  originally  pro- 
posed by  a  Liberal  Government,  was  no 
matter  of  principle  at  all.  I  know  how 
it  came  about,  and  I  will  tell  the  Hou^e 
how  it  came  about.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  at  that  time 
was  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain),  had  two 
Bills  before  the  House — one  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill,  and  the  other  a 
Bill  making  certain  regulations  with 
reference  to  thp  shipment  of  grain 
cargoes  for  the  better  preservation  of 
life  at  sea.  The  Grain  Cargoes  Bill, 
which  passed  into  law  in  1880,  was 
opposed  by  a  large  number  of  ship- 
owners,  who  represent  always  an  import- 
ant interest  in  this  House ;  and  it  was 
desired  to  buy  off  those  shipowners,  if  it 
could  be  done,  that  seamen  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  Employers'  Liability  Act. 
They  said — "  If  you  exclude  us  from 
the  Employers'  Liability  Bill  we  will 
withdraw  our  opposition  to  the  Qratn. 
Cargoes  Bill."  Well,  Sir,  the  bargain 
was  made,  and  the  opposition  of  the 
shipowners  to  the  Gram  Cargoes  Bill 
was  withdrawn,  and  a  clause  was  intro- 
duced into  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill 
that  it  should  not  apply  to  seamen. 
That  is  the  reason  why  that  extra- 
ordinary anomaly  was  introduced.  I 
should  be  glad  if  this  Bill  were  to  do 
away  with  that  anomaly,  for  which,  in 
my  opinion,  no  justification  can  be  found. 
I  trust  the  House  will  excuse  me  for 
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having  stood  for  a  few  minutes  between 
them  and  a  division;  but  after  the 
speeches  made  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  whom  I  have  referred  I  think  it 
right  to  say  that  there  are  some  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  who  are 
not  in  favour  of  continuing  this  ano- 

Me.  8T0KY-MASKELYNE:  I  have 
listened  attentively  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  these  Benches  representing  a 
•very  important  body  in  this  country — 
— namely,  the  Kailway  Directors,  and 
through  them  the  railway  shareholders. 
He  has  expressed  the  opinion  that 
Sail  way  Directors  hold  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  beg,  Sir,  to  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  another  body  of 
men  who  are  connected  with  the  railway 
industry  of  the  country,  neither  Direc- 
tors nor  shareholders  —  I  mean  the 
employ dt,  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent a  very  large  number  of  that  class  of 
persons ;  and  I  venture  to  think  that, 
when  inquiry  is  made  amongst  them  and 
if  they  are  represented  on  the  proposed 
Oommittee,  it  will  be  found  that  there  is 
another  side  of  the  question  than  that 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Maclnnes)  has 
put  forward.  I  know  that  what  I  am 
saying  will  find  its  echo  when  that  Oom- 
mittee is  called  together ;  and  therefore 
I  ask  that  when  that  takes  place  the 
Committee  will  be  so  carefully  consti- 
tuted as  to  include  not  only  those  who 
represent  capital  and  Railway  Directors, 
but  that  there  will  be  upon  it  persons 
who  can  speak  the  voice,  language,  and 
feelings  of  persons  employed  in  mines,  as 
well  as  that  very  important  class,  the 
Twlw&y  employis,  in  whom  this  House  will 
recognize  some  of  the  most  valuable  and 
reliable  of  those  who  administer  to  the 
wants  of  the  public. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  I  thought,  for  reasons  I  ventured  to 
submit  to  the  House,  that  the  wisest  and 
safest  course  which  the  House  could 
adopt  with  reference  to  this  question 
was  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  as 
originally  suggested  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  But  when  I  found  that 
the  strong  opinion  of  the  House  was 
against  that  proposal,  I  recommended 
my  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division  ;  and,  Sir,  although  I  still 
hold  strongly  the  opinion  that  it  would 
be  better,  in  the  interest  of  a  fair  and 
adequate  solution  of  this  great  ques- 


tion, that  we  should  not  pledge  our- 
selves to  anything  before  the  inquiry 
of  the  Committee  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  undertaken  to  ap- 
point, and,  therefore,  am  still  opposed 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  yet 
I  shall  content  myself,  as  I  trust  my 
hon.  Friends  behind  me  will  also  con- 
tent themselves,  by  saying  *'  No  "  to 
the  Question,  without  putting  the  House 
to  the  trouble  of  dividmg. 

Mr.  W.  F.  LAWEENOE  :  Sir,  repre- 
senting, as  I  do,  a  nautical  as  well  as  a 
shipowning  community,  I  desire  to  say 
why  I  intend  to  abstain  from  voting  to- 
night on  this  question.  I  shall  abstain 
from  doing  so  because  of  the  proposed 
inclusion  of  seamen  in  the  Bill  for  which 
a  second  reading  is  asked.  I  will  yield 
to  none  in  my  anxiety  to  promote  the 
welfare  of  seamen,  no  less  than  of  ship- 
owners ;  and,  therefore,  I  intend  'co 
withhold  my  judgment  until  the  Bill 
is  considered  in  Committee.  In  the 
meantime,  I  protest,  Sir,  against  the 
inclusion  of  seamen  within  the  scope  of 
the  Bill,  after  the  very  short  debate 
which  we  have  had  upon  the  question 
to-night. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  that  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  '  The  Employers' 
liabUity  Act,  1880.'  " 

Mr.  AETHXJR  O'CONNOR :  Sir,  I 
have  no  objection  to  urge  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to  con- 
sider this  Bill,  because  I  am  more  than 
gratified  by  the  support  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  which  I  have  obtained  from 
Her  Majesty's  G-overnment.  But  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  it  is  further  proposed 
to  refer  to  the  Select  Committee  not 
merely  the  Act  of  1880  and  the  Bill 
which  has  just  been  read  a  second  time, 
but  also  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt).  We  should  re- 
member that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth  cannot  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  until  it  has  been 
read  a  second  time,  and  that  there  is  no 
reasonable  prospect  of  its  being  so  read 
on  the  day  for  which  it  is  put  down. 
It  is,  therefore,  clear  that  a  second  read- 
ing cannot  be  secured  for  it  at  any  very 
early  date ;  and  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
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hon.  Q^ntleman  the  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Ohilders)  whether  he  proposes  that 
the  Select  Committee  should,  so  to  speak, 
rest  upon  its  oars,  practically  doing 
nothing,  until  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth  has  been  read  a  second 
time,  or  proceed  to  business  as  soon  as 
possible  ?  I  should  also  be  glad  to  hear 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be 
prepared,  if  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Morpeth  is  not  read  a  second  time 
on  the  10th  of  March,  to  afford  some 
facility  for  its  early  reading,  so  that 
there  may  be  no  delay. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  Sir,  with,  regard  to  the  last 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal,  I  could  not  undertake 
to  give  any  facilities  respecting  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr. 
Burt).  It  is  proposed  to  refer  the  Act 
of  1880,  as  well  as  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Morpeth  when 
it  has  passed  the  second  reading, 
to  the  Select  Committee ;  but  I  do  not 
propose  that  there  should  be  any  delay 
in  the  matter  whatever. 


UtteraneM. 


iiie 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday y  2ith  February^  1886. 


Their    Lordships    met    for   Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  before 

Twelve  o'dook,  till  To-monow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


W^0^^*0^0^0^0^0*^*^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wedneeday^  2ith  February,  1886. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  "  The  Employers*  Liability 
Aot,  1880  :*' — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 


MINES  BATINO  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warmington,  Bill  to 
render  owners  of  Mining  Boyalties  and  Dues 
liable  to  Local  Bates,  and  to  amend  the  Bating 
Act,  1874,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Warmington,  Mr.  Fletcher,  and  Mr.  Cobb. 

FUBLIO  A00OX7NTS  OOMMITTEB. 

The  Select  Committee  on  Public  Accounts 
was  nominated  of, — Sir  Waltbb  Barttblot, 
Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlbb,  Sir  John  Gorst,  Mr. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Lanb,  Sir  John  Lubboox,  Mr. 
Maoniac,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Bitchib, 
Mr.  Btlands,  and  Mr.  Sbbly. — {Mr,  Henry  B, 
Fowler.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


Jfr,  Arthur  0^  Connor 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issxjbd— Jbr  the 
Battersea  JDivirion  of  the  Borough  of  Bal- 
tersea  and  Clapham,  v.  Octavias  Yaugfaaa 
Morgan,  esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Beading  — 
Married  Women  (Maintenance  in  Case  <^ 
Desertion)*  \l\\.']\  Payment  of  Monbera* 
[1121;  Land  Tax  CommisslonerB*  Names* 
[113]  ;  School  Fees  of  Non-Paupers*  [114] ; 
Income  Tax  Administration  Ammidment* 
[115] ;  Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amend- 
ment* [116]. 

Firtt  Reading-— ^Hmw  Bating*  [110]. 

Second  Reading  — Co^hold  Rnfr<infthiM«mof^t 
[26] ;  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works;  (Water 
Supply,  &c.)  [34],  debate  a^foumed ;  limmcj 
(Vacating  of  Seats)*  [86]. 

Withdrawn  —  Metropohtan  Board  of  Wortt 
(Keeping  of  Firewood)  *  I  81];  Tenoie  of 
Town  Houses  (Ireland)  fllj. 

MB.   OOTAYIUS  YATJOHAir  HOROAV. 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  [19th  Febniarj^ 
appointing  a  Select  Committee  to  consider  whe- 
ther Mr.  Ootavius  Yauffhan  Morgan  is  dis- 
qualified from  sitting  ana  voting  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  be  read  and  d^hmrged,'^(Sir 
John  Zubboek,) 

QUF8TI0N. 


EXTBA  PABLIAMENTABT  UTTEE- 
AN  CES— SPEECH  OF  LOBD  BAN. 
DOLPH  CHUBOHILL  AT  BELFAST. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Ohief  Secre* 
tarj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irdaad, 
with  reference  to  the  reply  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  to  his  (Mr.  Sex* 
ton's)  Question  on  Friday  last,  Whether 
the  Goyernment  have  prorided  theot* 
selves  with  an  offioial  report  of  the 
speech  deliyered  at  Belfast  on  Mondaj 
night  by  Lord  Bandolph  Ohnrdulir 
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The  OHIBF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Morlet)  :  I  gave  the  suggestion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  consideration 
i^liioh  I  thought  it  deserved.  The  re- 
sult was  that,  on  the  whole,  we  might 
trust  to  the  importanoe  of  any  utter- 
ances of  the  noole  Lord  in  Belfast  to 
justify  us  in  heing  confident  that  they 
would  be  reported  in  the  ordinary  way. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 

TENURE  OF  TOWN  HOUSES  (IBELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  11.] 

( Jfr.  (7rt//y,  Mr,  Small,  Mr.  T.  D.  SuiHvan,  Mr, 

PetiT  M'Donaldf  Sir  Thomas  EtmontU.) 

SECOND  BBADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  CRILLY,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  he  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
would  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  yery  brief  period,  while  he  tried  to 
explain,  as  well  as  he  could,  the  proTi- 
Bions  and  principles  of  the  yery  simple 
measure,  the  second  reading  of  which 
he  asked  the  House  to  pass.  It  was  a 
measure  that  affected  the  well-being  and 
the  prosperity  of  a  large  section  of  the 
oommumty  of  Ireland.  There  was  no 
doubt  existing  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  had  followed  the  deyelopment  of 
eyents  in  Ireland  that  there  had  grown 
up,  and  was  growing  up  still  in  that 
country,  a  firm  belief  that  the  law 
affecting  and  regidating  the  tenure  of 
houses  in  towns  required  alterations  of 
a  radical  and  sweeping  character.  A 
few  years  ago  the  demand  was  put  for- 
ward with  not  yery  much  strength,  nor 
in  a  yery  earnest  manner ;  but  that  day 
the  demand  for  reform  in  the  law  re- 
lating to  house  property  in  towns  in  Ire- 
land was  made  by  a  very  large  number 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  by  a  very 
large  number  of  powerful  organizations 
in  many  of  the  chief  towns  of  that  coun- 
try. This  was  not,  howeyer,  exclusively 
an  Irish  question,  (ft  an  Irish  grievance, 
as  was  proved  by  the  fact  that,  almost 
in  every  Session  during  the  last  four  or 
five  years,  a  Bill,  dealing  in  one  way  or 
another  with  the  question  of  house 
tenure,  in  so  far  as  it  affected  England, 
had  been  introduced  into  the  House 
either  bythe  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  at 

f  resent  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Eome  Department  (Mr.  Broadhurst),  or 
by  the  noble  liord  who,  a  short  time  ago. 


was  rather  favourably  known  as  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  but  who  was 
now  less  favourably  known  as  the  Chief 
Apostle  of  Light  and  Leading  to  the 
ditch-liners  of  Ulster  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill).  The  hon.  Gentleman  tlie 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  being  now  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  they  might  trust  that  the 
interests  of  the  urban  population  in 
England  would  be  adequately  looked 
after  and  served.  Therefore,  the  Irish 
Party  need  only  turn  their  attention  to 
Ireland.  This  question  included  several 
matters  in  connection  with  the  subject 
which  a  very  great  many  people  in  Ire- 
land would  like  to  see  grappled  with. 
They  only  asked  the  House,  however, 
to  affirm  the  principle  that  tenants  of 
houses  in  towns  should,  like  tenants  in 
agricultural  holdings  in  Ireland,  be  en- 
titled to  compensation  for  any  improve- 
ment that  they  might  make.  If  they 
desired  to  go  outside  the  question 
affected  by  the  measure  before  the 
House,  they  might  deal  with  very  great 
and  pressing  questions  relating  to  the 
tenancy  and  rentals  in  towns ;  because 
it  was  quite  clear  to  those  who  were 
familiar  with  the  social  life  of  the  Irish 
people  that  the  same  causes  which  had 
been  operating  in  Ireland  amongst  the 
agricultural  classes  to  make  them  com- 
plain of  the  burden  put  upon  them  in  the 
shape  of  excessive  rents  had  also  been 
operating,  to  a  large  extent,  amongst  the 
urban  population.  The  depression  of 
trade,  the  absence  of  emplojrment,  want 
of  capital,  and  the  insistance  of  large 
landlords  in  obtaining  excessive  and  op- 
pressive rents  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  had  induced  in  Ireland  a  strong 
feeline  that,  on  this  question,  a  very 
radical  change  should  be  effected.  The 
Party  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be- 
long did  not  desire,  in  dealing  with  this 
question  of  house  tenure,  to  prevent  a 
legitimate  return  for  honest  outlay.  If 
a  man  thought  well  of  sinkinK  his 
capital  in  house  property  they  had  cer- 
tainly no  objection  to  his  getting  a  re- 
turn, in  the  shape  of  fair  interest,  on 
his  invested  capital ;  but  what  they 
maintained  was  this — that  calculating 
and  heartless  speculators  in  house  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  should  be  compelled  to 
seek  for  their  coveted  profits  and  exces- 
sive gains  in  directions  other  than  in  the 
tills  of  struggling  shopkeepers,  or  the 
pockets  of  he^-pressedartizans.  In  deal- 
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inff  with  this  question  ;  they  might  also 
refer  to  the  question  of  leaseholders,  and 
it  seemed  to  them  to  be  a  monster  injus- 
tice that  in  many  of  the  towns  in  Ireland, 
as  in  many  of  the  towns  in  England,  a 
man  might  own  plots  of  land  in  certain 
localities,  and  by  letting  them  for  terms 
of  50,  or,  perhaps,  90  years,  should  be 
entitled,  after  the  lapse  of  that  term,  to 
absolute    possession    of   the    property 
which  had  been  erected  on  those  plots 
of  land  by  the  industry  and  labour  of 
another  man,  and  that  he  should  thus 
acquire  an  interest  in  a  property  to  the 
maJcing  of  which  he  had  contributed  no- 
thing at  all  himself.    They  might  also 
deal  with  the  question  of  taxation  of 
vacant  houses  ;  but  they  did  not  in  that 
Bill  desire  to  touch  on  these  large  re- 
forms.   They  did  not  seek  to  deal  with 
these  important  phases  of  that  very  im- 
portant question  ;  but  he  asked  them  to 
accept  this  small  and  trifling  measure, 
whidi,  however  small  and  trifling,  had 
as  its  bases  right  and  justice.    They 
were  convinced,  in  introducing  the  mea- 
sure and  in  supporting  it,  that  imtil  the 
duties  of  those  landlords  were  defined 
by  some  legislative  means  or  another — 
because  they  believed  that  household 
property,   as  well  as  landed  property, 
had  its  duties  as  well  as  its  rights — that 
they  could    not  deal  satisfactorily    or 
finally  with  the  great  problem  of  the 
housing  of  the  poor,  or  of  the  providing 
of  better  accommodation  for  the  labour- 
ing and  artizan  classes.    Therefore,  he 
submitted  this  measure,  the  second  read- 
ing of  which  he  now  asked  the  House  to 
pass,  with  the  hope  that  the   Qovern- 
ment  would  see  their  way  to  accept  it 
from  his  hands.     As  he  had  said,  it  was 
only  a  small  measure.  They  simply  asked 
that  they  might  assure  the  tenants  in 
towns  in  Ireland  who  had  made  improve- 
ments that  they  should  be  entitled,  at 
the  expiration   of    their  tenancies,   to 
compensation  for  their  improvements. 
The  House  had   already  affirmed  the 
principle  of    the  Bill    over  and   over 
again ;   and  they  now  only  asked  to 
have  extended  to  houses  in  towns   in 
Ireland    the    same    principle   and   the 
same  rule  which  haa  already  been  re- 
cognized  by  the    Irish   Land    Act  of 
1870.     There  was  no  reason  why  the 
breathing  of  a  rural  atmosphere  should 
confer   privileges  not   enjoyed   by   an 
nrban'population.    They  asked  to  solve 
the  question  by  the  simple  method  of 

Mr.  CriUy 


extending  to  the  houses  in  towns  in 
Ireland  the  Compensation  Clausefl  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  and  of  every  Act 
amending  or  affecting  it  that  had  been 
passed  since  1870.  The  feeling  in  Ijre- 
land  was  very  strong  upon  the  matter. 
They  all  knew  of  the  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  dilapidated  dwellings  in 
towns  that  were  to  be  seen  by  anyone 
who  took  sufficient  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject to  investigate  their  condition.  They 
also  knew  that  that  state  of  things  was 
due,  in  a  gpreat  measure,  to  the  fact  that 
the  landlords  of  these  houses  and  of  these 
towns — who  were  very  frequently  ab- 
sentee landlords — ^would  not  effect  any 
improvements  in  these  residences  of  the 
tenants;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
knew  very  well  that  the  tenants  them- 
selves would  not — nay,  dare  not — effect 
any  improvements,  for  the  simple  and 
wise  reason  that  if  they  effected  any  im* 
provement  in  their  houses,  the  landlords* 
with  the  rapacity  for  which  Irish  land- 
lords were  notorious — ["  No,  no !  '*] — 
to  those  who  said  *'  Nor'  the  records  of 
the  Land  Commission  amply  proved  the 
accuracy  of  his  statement — the  land- 
lords, with  that  rapacity  for  which  they 
were  notorious,  would  at  once  step  in 
and  confiscate  those  improvements  which 
had  been  made  by  the  tenants.  The 
Land  Act  of  1870  provided  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  as  well  as  improTs- 
ments ;  but  that  Bill  only  sought  oom- 
pensation  for  improvements.  He  thon^it 
that  was  a  moderate  and  fair  propoacu — 
some  might  think  too  moderate.  In  the 
unreformed  Parliament,  the  Bill,  'when 
in  the  charge  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Nolan),  was  defeated 
by  only  eight  votes,  and  a  Motion  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  subject 
was  lost  last  year  by  only  one  vote.  He 
trusted  that  reformed  House  woidd  re- 
cognize the  fact  that  all  that  was  sought 
for  by  the  shopkeepers  and  artizans  and 
labourers  in  towns  in  Ireland,  who 
laboured  that  day  under  so  many  diMui- 
vantages,  was  a  simple  act  of  Justioe,  and 
that  it  would  not  go  forth  to  Ireland  thai 
this  measure  of  justice  was  refused.  It 
was  an  historical  fact  that  when  the  Liand 
Question  was  first  introduced,  many  jears 
ago,  the  only  principle  affirmed  in  that 
introductory  measure  was  that  of  oom- 
pensation  for  disturbance.  The  measore 
was,  like  other  beneficial  measures  for 
Ireland,  rejected  in  the  Upper  House ; 
and  they  had  to  wait  untu  the  rin^ 
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ing  of  the  oh&pel  bell  compelled  them  to 
pass  the  Act  of  1881,  and  thereby  give  a 
measure  of  justice  to  the  long-suffering 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland.  Therefore, 
he  trusted  he  would  not,  in  submitting 
this  measure  to  the  House,  meet  with  a 
refusal.  He  submitted  it  to  the  House 
with  confidence  that  the  principles  of 
justice  it  contained  would  commend 
themselyes  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
and  he  trusted  that  it  would  be  told  in 
the  records  of  that  House  that  when  the 
second  reading  of  this  just  measure  was 
moved  it  was  accepted  willingly  by  the 
Government,  and  passed  by  a  majority 
of  the  House.  He  would  conclude  by 
moving  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  PETEE  MCDONALD,  in  second- 
ing  the  Motion,  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
a  short  and  simple  one,  and  dealt  with 
only  one  of  the  items  which  it  might 
embody — ^namely,  that  the  tenant  and 
leaseholder  should  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation for  any  improvements  effected 
by  him ;  but  he,  for  one,  wished  it  had 
been  made  fuller  and  more  comprehen- 
sive.   The  condition  of  town  leaseholders 
in  Ireland  was  one  that  called  for  re- 
dress.    It  was  a  question  second  only  to 
the  great  agrarian  question.     He  had 
a  pretty  extensive  knowledge  of  Ireland, 
and  had  been  in  almost  every  town  in 
that  country.    Consequently,  he  spoke 
with  full  knowledge  and  authority  of 
the  condition  of  all  these  towns.     He 
could,  to  begin,   speak  with  a  special 
knowledge  as  to  Kingstown,  the  place 
where  he  resided,  which  was  known  to 
some  people  as  the  Brighton  of  Ireland. 
It  was  oriffinaliy  but  an  unimportant 
fishing  village.    Few  speculative  gen- 
tlemen  thought  it  would  be  a    good 
place  to  build  upon  with  a  view  of  profit. 
Subsequently,  the  lords  of  the  soil,  when 
the  importance  of  the  place  developed, 
exacted  exorbitant   ground  rents,  and 
enforced  hard  terms  from  those  who 
built  on  the  plots.     As  the  leases  fell  in 
the  property  and  capital  of  the  builders 
which  had  been  invested  would  be  con- 
fiscated by  the  lords  of  the  soil — Lord 
De    Yesci    and    Lord    Longford.     He 
hoped  Lord  De  Yesci  would  send  an- 
other communication  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, setting  out  the  state  of  things  on 
his   own  property  in   Elingstown.    He 
had   reason  to  believe  that  Lord  De 
Yesci  and  Lord  Longford  were  not  likely 
to  deal  very  liberally  with  matters  that 
appertained  to  themselves.     He  knew 
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one  case  in  which  a  professional  man,  a 
solicitor,  living  close  to  himself  in  Gla- 
rind  a  Park,  who  spent  £1,000  on  a 
house,  and  who  had,  15  years  before  the 
expiry  of  his  lease,  applied  for  a  renewal, 
and  was  told,  in  reply,  that  he  would  get 
his  renewal,  but  on  very  different  terms 
from  those  under  which  he  then  held — 
that  he  would  have  to  pay  an  increased 
rent  for  the  remaining  15  years,  and 
at  the  expiration  of  the  lease  would 
have  to  pay  a  further  increase  of  rent, 
so  that  a  premium  was  put  upon  the 
man's  expenditure  by  the  landlord.  He 
could  say  something  about  Queenstown 
as  well  as  Kingstown;  but  he  would 
leave  that  town  to  be  dealt  with  by  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Fox),  who  was  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  It.  He  would 
refer,  however,  to  some  other  cases. 
Take  Killarney,  for  instance.  Killarney 
was  famed  all  the  world  over  for  its 
magnificent,  its  unequalled  scenery ;  but 
what  appearance  did  the  town  itself  pre- 
sent— the  centre  of  this  fairyland  ?  It 
presented  an  appearance  of  dilapidation, 
squalor,  and  misery.  Why  was  that? 
Simply  because  the  lord  of  the  soil 
would  not  give  renewals  of  leases  to  the 
present  holders  except  on  such  terms  as 
Lord  De  Yesci  exacted ;  and  the  holders, 
therefore,  were  not  foolish  enough  to 
expend  money  on  improvements  which 
might  afterwards  be  confiscated  by  the 
landlord.  They,  therefore,  abstained 
from  expending  money  in  the  improve- 
ment of  the  premises,  or  in  keeping 
them  in  a  tolerable  state  of  repair, 
through  fear  of  being  evicted.  The  pro- 
prietor of  the  town  was  Lord  Kenmare, 
who  held  a  position  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government — a  model  of  what  an  Irish 
landlord  was.  He  (Mr.  McDonald)  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  state  of 
things  in  Killarney  was  a  discredit  and 
a  disgrace  to  Irish  landlordism,  and  it 
was  only  typical  of  the  state  of  things 
in  Ireland  all  over.  When  a  member 
of  the  Local  Board  in  Kingstown,  he 
initiated  a  movement  for  the  purpose  of 
gathering  information  in  reference  to 
this  question  of  town  leases.  A  series  of 
printed  questions  were  sent  to  the  Town 
Clerks,  the  Clerks  of  Unions,  and  the 
Clerks  of  Petty  Sessions  in  Ireland, 
and  such  men  as  would  be  likely 
to  give  correct  information,  and  seve- 
ral hundred  replies  were  received. 
He  did  not  think  that  this  question 
would  come  on  so  sooui  and,  therefore, 
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course,  afraid  to  improre  their  hoosee  lest  their 
rent  should  be  raisM." 
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he  did  not  prepare  an  analysis  of  these 
replies ;  but  he  applied  to  the  Town 
Clerk  of  Kingstown  for  that  informa- 
tion, and  this  morning  he  received  a 
reply  from  him.  He  would  now  read 
that  reply  to  the  House,  and  some  of 
the  extracts  from  his  analysis.  He 
would  take  first  a  case  in  which  there 
was  perfect  security  for  house  tenants, 
and  show  the  effect  of  that  security  upon 
the  town.  Take  the  case  of  Lisbum. 
The  reply  was — 

"  Dbab  Mr.  McDonald— I  send  you  a  few 
extracts  which  I  have  selected  at  random  from 
the  repHes  sent  me  some  time  ap^o  by  different 
Town  Clerks  and  Clerks  of  Unions  regarding 
the  tenure  of  property  in  towns.  You  will  be 
able  to  perceive  tnat,  in  the  very  few  cases  in 
which  the  tenants  are  sure  of  being  allowed  to 
enjoy  the  ft-uits  of  their  outlay,  the  towns  are 
in  a  flourishing  condition,  as,  for  instance,  the 
town  of  Lurgan.  On  the  other  hand,  those 
towns  in  which  the  tenants  have  no  such  secu- 
rity  are  in  almost  all  cases  in  a  state  of  dilapi- 
dation. In  the  town  of  Lisbum  the  usual  tenure 
of  building  leases  is  fee-farm  grants.  Renewals 
are  granted  on  reasonable  terms.  The  conse- 
quence is  that  the  town  is  in  a  prosperous  con- 
dition." 

Now,  he  desired  to  say  that  the  town  of 
Lisburn  was  solely  owned  by  Sir 
Bichard  Wallace;  and  he  should  say 
that  where  honesty  and  justice,  as  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant,  had  come 
under  his  notice  it  was  mainly  confined 
to  the  North  of  Ireland.  He  was  only  too 
happy  to  bear  testimony  to  that  fact. 
Now,  take  another  instance — the  case  ol 
Wioklow.    The  reply  was — 

"In  the  town  of  Wicklow  the  leases  yary 
from  31  to  99  years.  Renewals  of  leases  are  not 
granted ;  the  property  being  brought  into  the 
market  and  given  to  the  highest  bidder  on  the 
expiry  of  the  original  lease.  The  result  is  that 
the  tenants  abstain  from  making  any  improve- 
ments except  such  as  are  absolutely  indispen- 
sable to  their  present  requirements,  the  property 
is  deteriorated,  and  the  town  in  a  state  of  ruin 
and  decay ;  or,  at  least,  all  progress  is  effectu- 
ally prevented,  the  natural  effect  of  which  is  a 
stagnation  of  business." 

He  would  take  now  a  Western  town ; 
and,  considering  the  state  of  that  town, 
he  was  not  surprised  that  the  hon.  and 
ffallant  Member  for  the  Division  (Colonel 
Nolan)  in  which  it  was  situated  took 
Buoh  an  interest  in  this  subject.  The 
reply  was — 

"  In  the  town  of  Tuam  no  leases  are  granted, 
and  consequently  no  renewals.  The  result  is 
dilapidated  houses,  lack  of  trade,  want  of  com- 
fort, the  rain  coming  down  in  some  shops  owing 
to  the  neglect  of  the  landlords  to  keep  the  roof 
in  repair.     Persons  having  no  leases  are,  of 
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The  reply  from  Dalkey 

"  In  the  town  of  Dalkey  the  leasee  are  tar  99 
years.  Renewals  are  granted  on  the  f oQowiiig 
conditions  :  —  The  landlord  (Earl  Oaryafoit) 
sends  his  own  v^uator,  who  values  the  premises. 
He  deducts  one-third  of  the  valuation,  and  the 
remaining  two-thirds  are  then  settled  as  head 
rent,  to  be  paid  by  the  tenant  for  99  years." 

He  would  now  take  the  town  of  Bally- 
mena ;  and  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
Bally mena  was  not  in  as  good  a  condi- 
tion as  the  other  Northern  town  to  which 
he  referred.    The  reply  was — 

"  In  the  town  of  Ballymena — Lord  Waveney, 
landlord — the  leases  are  for  91  years,  and  re- 
newals for  61  years.  The  landlord  when  mak- 
ing renewals  makes  the  terms,  having  no  fixed 
rule,  but  decides  each  case,  with  the  asaistaziee 
of  tiie  agent,  to  his  own  advantage.  The  ten- 
ant is  always  obliged  to  surrender  his  right  and 
title.  The  result  is  that  in  a  great  number  of 
cases  the  tenants  are  allowing  the  houses  to 
wear  their  leases  out  by  mouldering  into  min ; 
and  some  of  the  best  business  thoroughfares 
disgpraoed  by  old  thatched  ruins  of  hooses 
ning  out  of  leases,  which  would  have  been. 
built  long  since  if  the  tenants  had  not  considered 
the  liuidlord*s  demands  exorbitant.'* 

He  would  only  trouble  the  Hooae  witk 
one  or  two  further  illustraUons.  Another 
reply  was — 

<*  In  the  towns  of  Ballyconnell,  Bawnboj«  «nd 
Ballinmore,  in  the  Bawnboy  Union,  the  leneoi 
are  from  60  to  99  years.  In  the  town  of  Nev- 
towngore,  in  the  same  Union,  there  are  nooe 
but  yearly  tenancies.  Ko  renewals  are  granted ; 
and  the  result  is  most  injurious  to  the  inter sete 
of  the  tenants.*' 

He  could  bear  personal  testimony  to  the 
facts  regarding  the  Southern  towxiy  in 
which  he  was  born,  that  no  leases  were 
granted,  and  that  in  oonsequenoe  eoit- 
able  houses  were  not  built,  as  the  tenants 
could  only  hold  them  from  year  to  year. 
Such  a  state  of  things,  he  maintained, 
was  a  disgrace  to  civilization,  and  a  dis- 
grace  to  Irish  landlordism.  Take  an* 
other  Northern  town,  the  reply  from 
which  was — 

*^  In  the  town  of  Belturbet,  in  the  coanij  cf 
Cayan,  the  leases  are  generally  21  yeaim.  Re- 
newals are  granted  in  very  few  cases,  th«  resoH 
being  that,  in  many  cases,  the  property  ^oo*  te 
ruin,  the  tenant  leayes,  and  the  bnsineai  inte. 
rests  of  the  town  are  damaged." 


Another  reply 

"  In  the  town  of  Mallow  the  leases  are 
20  to  100  years.    No  renewals  of  leftsi 
granted.    The  result  is  that   the  tenaat 
all  that  he  and  his  predecenors  in  title  hsv* 
spent  on  the  premises,  and  that  lor 
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yean  before  the  expiration  of  the  lease  the 
tenant  allows  the  premises  to  fall  into  decay, 
expending  only  so  much  on  them  as  will  keep 
them  together.  The  town  wears,  in  conse- 
quence, a  roinous  appearance,  caused  by  the 
tenements  not  being  repaired.  Tradesmen  are 
not  employed." 

Take,  now,  the  case  of  Lnrgan,  and  be 
was  happy  again  to  bear  testimony  to 
the  justice  done  in  this  matter  in  the 
North  of  Ireland.     The  reply  was — 

'*  tn  the  town  of  Lurgan  the  usual  tenure  of 
building  leases  is  999  years — instances  of  re- 
newal are,  of  course,  rare,  simply  because  they 
are  not  wanted.  Instead  of  any  cases  of  hard- 
ship the  town  has  increased  at  the  following 
rate  :  —  1841,  population,  6,000  ;  valuation, 
£8,760  ;  in  1881,  population,  11,000;  valuation, 
£20,000. 

They  would  find  no  such  state  of  things 
existing  anywhere  else  in  Ireland  ;  and 
he  was  pleased  to  say  that  walking 
through  Lurgan  he  saw  with  pleasure 
that  it  presented  the  appearance  of  the 
best-kept  and  best-managed  English 
towns,  and  that  was  because  there  was  a 
landlord  there  who  desired  to  do  justice 
as  between  man  and  man.  Considering 
all  these  circumstances,  he  would  follow 
the  example  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Korth  Mayo  (Mr.  Orilly),  and  appeal,  in 
conclusion,  to  hon.  Qentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  had  sym- 
pathy with  the  people  who  expended,  in 
many  instances,  their  all  in  the  erection 
of  these  buildings,  to  assist  the  Irish 
Member  in  redressing  the  wrongs  which 
the  present  sybtem  imposed  upon  the 
leaseholders  in  Ireland,  and  from  which 
they  now  grievously  suffered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  CriV/y.) 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
liAND  (Mr.  John  Mobley)  said,  that 
everyone  must  have  expected  tbat  that 
Bubject  would  be  brought  before  the 
newly-reformed  Parliament  almost  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  after  its 
meeting;  because  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, as  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Mayo  (Mr.  Crilly)  had  reminded  them, 
there  were  32  out  of  34  Irish  Members 
who  voted  for  the  inquiry  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Colonel  Nolan).  It  was,  therefore, 
not  at  all  surprising  that  in  a  House 
which,  as  they  all  said,  was  still  more 
democratic,  the  subject  should  again  be 
brought  forward.  But  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  scarcely  justified  in 


describing  this  as  a  very  simple,  or  a 
very  small  and  trifling  measure.  What- 
ever else  they  might  think  of  it,  it  was 
a  measure  which  involved  an  appeal  to 
very  important  principles,  and  contained 
a  great  many  intricate  details.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  M*Donald)  had  made  an  extremely 
interesting  and  instructive  speech.  He 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  thought,  however, 
that  a  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  was  not  entirely  good;  be- 
cause the  melancholy  state  of  things 
which  he  described,  and  of  which  he 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  himself  had  been  a 
witness  in  some  of  the  smaller  towns  of 
Ireland,  was  not,  and  could  not  be, 
wholly  due  to  the  state  of  the  tenure  of 
house  property.  Where  they  had,  as 
they  unfortunately  had  in  Ireland,  a 
declining  population,  it  was  inevitable 
that  some  towns,  at  all  events,  should 
present  the  dilapidated  appearance  that 
had  been  described  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. When  they  had  a  population 
that  had  declined,  as  had  that  of  Ireland, 
from  8,000,000  in  1841  to  5,000,000  in 
1881,  it  was  inevitable  that  there  should 
be  many  places,  urban'as  well  as  rural, 
exhibiting  squalor  and  decay.  Referring 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mover,  he  was 
not  at  all  inclined  to  trespass  on  the 
time  of  the  House  by  an  appeal  to 
political  economy,  because  political  eco- 
nomy, as  they  knew,  was  now  banished 
to  another  sphere.  B ut,  though  politiced 
economy  might  be  in  exile,  temporary 
or  permanent,  common'sense  still  sur- 
vived ;  and  he  must  remind  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  in  dealing  with  that 
Bill,  that  houses  were  not  like  land,  be- 
cause no  limit  was  fixed  by  nature  for 
houses.  The  extent  of  house  accom- 
modation was,  to  use  the  hated  words 
of  political  economy,  ^simply  a  matter 
of  supply  and  demand.  Another  thing 
was  that  houses  were  not  like  land 
in  this  respect— that  under  no  circum- 
stances could  it  be  said,  in  relation 
to  house  property,  that  the  occupier 
or  tenant  had  created  the  subject- 
matter  in  the  sense  in  which]  all  ad- 
mitted that  the  Irish  tenant,  in  a  great 
portion  of  Ireland,  at  any  rate,  had 
created  the  subject-matter  of  his  hold- 
ing. When^the  tenant  took  a  piece  of 
bog,{  and  reclaimed  it,  and  got  his 
potatoes  or  other  produce  out  of  it,  he 
practically  created  the  subject-matter  of 
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refer  to  the  condition  of  the  leaseHolder 
in  the  town,  and  the  condition  of  the 
tenant  from  year  to  year.  In  many 
oases  the  whole  district  around  the 
town  was  owned  by  one  man,  and  some- 
times a  number  of  men  combined  to- 
gether and  formed  a  syndicate  to 
arrange  all  matters  connected  with  it. 
In  such  cases  the  condition  of  the  lease- 
holder was  bad  enough;  because,  no 
matter  how  extensire  was  his  improve- 
ment to  his  premises  or  holding,  it  was 
liable  to  confiscation  by  the  landlord, 
beside  which  the  tenant  must  actually 
prepare  himself  to  pay  an  increased 
rent  proportioned  to  the  amount  of 
value  generally  of  the  improvements 
which  he  himself  had  made.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  did 
not  see  the  germ  of  an  equitable  way 
of  dealing  with  such  a  state  of  things, 
after  the  manner  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  rural  holdings  in  Ireland? 
If  the  tenant  did  not  comply  with  the 
hard  terms  imposed  upon  him,  he  was 
remorselessly  put  out  without  a  penny 
compensation.  He  did  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  falling  into 
error  as  to  the  want  of  analogy  between 
certain  holdings  in  Irish  towns  and  those 
in  rural  districts.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
thought  there  was  a  complete  analogy 
in  the  case  of  town  houses  and  country 
holdings ;  because,  as  one  landlord  or  a 
syndicate  of  landlords  owned  the  whole 
of  the  town  and  the  district  about,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  tenant  to 
secure  another  house.  There  was  not 
free  action.  There  might  be  no  Hmit 
in  this  case  defining  the  two  classes  by 
nature ;  but  there  was  a  limit  fixed  by 
art  as  unalterable,  as  inflexible,  and  as 
supreme  as  any  ever  imposed  by  nature. 
They  had  heard  of  the  town  of  Killamey, 
the  whole  of  which  was  owned  by  Lord 
Kenmare ;  and  he  could  point  out 
numerous  other  towns  owned  by  single 
landlords  or  syndicates,  where  the 
tenants  were  treated  with  great  injus- 
tice. In  the  case  of  a  farm,  the  holder 
was  protected  by  law  from  having  his 
improvements  confiscated ;  but  if  he  was 
the  owner  of  a  dwelling-house  or  shop, 
and  executed  improvements,  he  would 
ask  was  not  the  analogy  between  the  two 
classes  perfect  ?  If  there  was  no  necessity 
in  the  first  case  for  interference,  why  was 
the  Land  Act  passed  at  all  ?  If  there  was 
a  necessity  in  the  first  case,  why  was 
there  no  necessity  in  the  second  ?    If  a 
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man  was  tamed  out  of  his  farm,  it 
was  said  that  his  means  of  living  were 
gone,  as  he  could  not  get  another.  In 
file  towns  he  maintained  that  the  same 
thing  applied ;  for  whether  the  tenant 
held  a  dwelling-house  or  a  shop  in  a 
town  he  could  not  get  another,  and 
neither  was  there  any  building  ground 
available.  If  he  was  a  shopkeeper,  he 
would  not  have  the  least  prospect  of 
establishing  another  bnsinessin  the  town 
where  he  was  known  to  his  customers, 
for  the  landlord  of  the  town  or  the  syn- 
dicate controlled  everything.  That  was 
particularly  the  case  where  the  landlord 
was  a  territorial  magnate,  who  not  only 
owned  the  land  on  which  the  house 
stood,  but  also  that  all  around  it.  There- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
entitled  to  demur  to  the  analogy.  There 
was  a  perfect  analogy  between  Uie  shop- 
keeper and  the  tenant  in  the  county. 
He  was  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  raised  objections  to  the  wording  of 
the  Bill ;  but  he  thought  they  were  such 
as  might,  perhaps,  be  very  properly 
urged  in  Committee.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  that  the  wording  of 
certain  clauses  would  have  the  effect  of 
extending  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to 
all  holdings  of  houses  and  to  town  parks. 
But  the  object  of  the  Bill  might  be  un- 
derstood from  its  title,  which  was  ^e 
tenure  of  town  houses,  and  there  wouM 
be  no  difficulty  in  dealing  with  these 
matters  on  the  Oommittee  stage  of  the 
Bill.  Then  they  were  told  that  this 
would  be  a  partial  treatment  of  the  ques- 
tion. But  if  there  was  any  maxim  wiiidi 
Government  admitted,  it  was  that  ques- 
tions ought  to  be  treated  according  to 
their  urgency;  and  though  grievances 
in  relation  to  the  question  might  exist 
in  England  and  Scotland,  he  took  leave 
to  doubt  whether  cases  existed  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  in  which  single  per- 
sons owned  towns  in  so  striking  a  way 
as  they  did  in  Ireland.  But  if  that  was 
the  case,  then  the  urgency  of  the  ques- 
tion was  all  the  greater,  and  he  vould 
be  glad  to  see  the  provisions  of  such  a 
Bill  extended  to  England  and  Scotland, 
where  he  had  no  doubt  such  a  measure 
was  urgently  needed.  In  England,  how- 
ever, he  would  point  out  that  they  bad 
a  social  power  in  public  opinion,  vrhich 
usually  moderated  the  action  of  the 
landlord ;  but  such  a  power  did  not  ezisi 
in  Ireland.  A  landlrad  in  that  country 
generally  proved  his  patriotism  as  «a 
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Irishman  by  the  degree  of  soom  and 
contempt  wmoh  lie  threw  upon  the  public 
opinion  of  his  own  country.  His  income 
might  be  deriyed  from  Ireland ;  but  his 
eoul  was  in  Great  Britain.  It  was  by 
the  public  opinion  of  Great  Britain  that 
hereg^atedhis  conduct ;  and  if  the  pub- 
lic opinion  of  England  seldom  troubled 
itself  about  Ireland — [  Opposition  cries  of 
"Oh,  oh!"] — well,  not  systematically 
then ;  but  he  knew  it  did  by  spasms. 
The  Irish  landlord,  therefore,  mostly 
did  what  he  pleased,  and  this  consti- 
tuted a  Tital  difference  between  the  con- 
dition of  the  two  countries.  In  con- 
clusion, he  did  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  long  enough 
in  Office  to  entitle  him  (Mr.  Sexton)  to 
establish  a  difference  between  what  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  conceived  and 
what  he  expressed.  But,  although  he 
reeretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  see  his  way  to  support  the  second 
reading,  he  was  glad  that  he  approved 
of  the  spirit  and  aim  of  the  Bill; 
and  he  was  very  hopeful  that  he 
would  approach  this  subject  with  that 
keen  perception,  courage,  and  moral 
elevation  of  character  which  distin- 
guished him.  He  hoped  he  would  be 
able,  on  a  very  early  day,  to  announce 
that  the  Government  saw  their  way  to 
introduce  a  measure  on  the  subject; 
and  he  would  be  glad  if  it  should  in- 
clude England  and  Scotland.  He  thought, 
however,  that  his  hon.  Friends  were  en- 
titled to  go  into  the  Jiobby  in  support  of 
the  second  reading.  It  was  a  question 
of  great  importance  to  the  three  coun- 
tries; and  the  Irish  Party,  who  had 
always  been  prepared  to  aid  the  work- 
ing classes  of  Ghreat  Britain  in  every- 
thing that  would  improve  their  condi- 
tion, would  afford  them  every  help  in 
obtaining  the  benefits  they  sought  for 
themselves. 

Mb.  K  R  BUSSELL  said,  he  would 
like  to  state,  in  a  few  words,  the  reasons 
why  he  intended  to  vote  against  the  Go- 
vernment. There  was  a  strong  opinion 
in  the  country,  and  in  that  part  of  the 
House  below  the  Gangway,  that  they 
were  entitled  to  extend  the  analogy  that 
had  been  referred  to  —  he  meant  the 
analoey  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts — and 
that  they  were  entitled  to  extend  these 
in  two  directions ;  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  extend  them  from  agriculture  to 
other  industries,  and  that  they  were 
entitled  to  extend  them  from  Ireluid 


to  other  parts    of    the  United    King- 
dom.     There    were    great    sufferings 
in   England  also  from  the  tenure  on 
which  houses  were  held  in  towns.     He 
hoped  the  right  hon.    Gentleman   the 
Chief  Secretary  would  excuse  him  for 
saying  that  they  all  sympathized  with 
him  in  his  somewhat  difficult  position. 
Indeed,  probably  there  never  had  been 
such  an  outgoing  of  feeling  and  expres- 
sion of  sympathy  with  a  Minister  enter- 
ing on  a  new  and  important  Office  under 
circumstances  of  great  difficulty.    At  the 
same  time,  he  regretted  very  much  that 
in  stating  the  purely  official  reasons, 
which  should  have  been  adequate  enough 
for  the  course  the   Government    were 
taking,    his    right    hon.    Friend    had 
thought  it  necessary  to  go  into  a  little 
argument  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
That  argument,  he  thought,  was  hardly 
sufficient  to  warrant  resistance  to  the 
measure.     The  right   hon.  Gentleman 
said  there  was  a  great  difference  between 
the  freedom  of  an  occupier  of  town  pro- 
perty and  the  freedom  of  an  occupier  of 
agricultural  property.     He  (Mr.  Bussell) 
apprehended  that  there  were  few  cir- 
cumstances where  there  was  less  freedom 
of  contract,  in  which  the  lack  of  freedom 
of  contract  was  so  acute  in  its  results, 
as  where  a  man  having  occupied  town 
property,  and  having  gradually  worked 
up  a  business  in  it,  and  in  so  doing  had 
made  valuable  additions  to  the  property, 
found  that  he  had  to  pay  an  extravagant 
fine  for  the  privilege  of  continuing  his 
business,  or  to  accept  the  alternative  of 
handing  the  prenuses  over  to  his  land- 
lord, who  had  done  literally  nothing  to 
assist  him  in  his  endeavours  to  create  the 
industry  from  which  he  was  to  derive  his 
future  proceeds.  That  showed  that  when 
the  difficulty  arose  it  took  a  very  acute 
form ;   and  until  it  did  arise  there  was 
no  force  in  the  argument  that  there  was 
a  want  of  analogy  between  town  pro- 
perty and  rural  property.     Even  in  its 
chronic  state,  as  had  been  observed  on 
the  other  side,  the  evil  was  nearly  as 
bad ;  for,  in  the  chronic  state,  the  re- 
sults were  that  the  tenant  was  paralyzed 
and  prevented  from  increasing  his  busi- 
ness, deprived  not  only  of  all  incentive 
to  increase  it,  but  deprived  also  of  all 
hope  that  he  would  be  allowed  to  reap 
the  fruits  of  his  exertions  in  consequence 
of  this  system.     The  effect  of  such  a 
state  of  things  must  necessarily  be  the 
engrafting  in  certain  characters  among 
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the  people  of  habits  of  hopelessness,  in- 
difference, and  idleness ;  and  then  we 
turned  round  on  the  very  classes  whom 
our  institutions  had  degraded  and  ac- 
cused those  very  people  of  being  idle 
and  unthrifty.  If  a  man  had  attained 
by  his  industry  a  good  position,  he  was 
entitled  to  hope  that  he  would  be  allowed 
to  enjoy  it.  On  these  grounds,  the 
hope  of  many  of  them  below  the  Gang- 
way on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
was  that  they  might,  by  inserting  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  on  this  occasion, 
do  something  towards  extending  the 
sound  and  just  principles  of  the  Irish 
Land  Act  from  agricultural  holdings  to 
urban  property,  and  also  towards  extend- 
ing them  from  Ireland,  which  they  ad- 
mitted had  a  grievance,  to  the  whole  of 
Gbeat  Britain,  where  the  existing  system 
likewise  worked  injuriously. 

Mb.  holmes  said,  that  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  said  that  political  economy 
had  been  banished  to  another  sphere,  he 
(Mr.  Holmes)  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  still  to  some 
extent  controlled  by  the  principles  of 
political  economy,  and  still  more  glad 
that  he  had  acknowledged  the  necessity 
of  being  guided  by  common  sense.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  HouBe  ought  not  to  accept  the 
Bill,  and  fully  concurred  with  him  in 
the  grounds  on  which  he  based  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Government  to  assent  to  the 
measure.  His  (Mr.  Holmes's)  objection 
was  not  to  any  change  in  the  tenure  of 
the  houses  in  towns  in  Ireland,  but  to 
the  form  of  the  particular  measure  be- 
fore the  House.  Indeed,  he  specially 
wished  to  guard  himself  against  the 
supposition  that  he  was  entirely  satisfied 
with  the  tenure  of  house  property  at  the 
present  time.  He  felt,  as  strongly  as 
anyone  could  do,  that  many  beneficial 
changes  might  be  introduced  into  house 
tenure,  both  in  England  and  Ireland ; 
but  here  they  had  to  deal  with  a  par- 
ticular Bill  which  had  been  circulated 
for  the  first  time  that  morning,  and  of 
which  he  supposed  a  good  many  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  were 
hardly  able  to  understand  the  full 
significance.  The  principle  underlying 
the  Bill  was  to  transfer  the  compensation 
for  improvements  provisions,  incorpo- 
rated in  the  Land  Acts  of  1870  and  1881 
in  regard  to  agricultural  and  pastoral 
holdings,  to  every  building  in  Ireland — 
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not  merely  in  the  smaller  towns  and 
villages,  but  to  all  the  large  towns  like 
Dublin,  Belfast,  Cork,  and  Londonderry. 
Not    only    would    the    Bill    apply    to 
dwelling-houses,  but  to   every  factory, 
warehouse,  theatre,   or  other  place  of 
amuBcment;  and,  in  point  of  fact,   to 
every  building  throughout  the  country. 
When  the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881  were 
passed,  great  care  was  taken,  in  the  en- 
actment of  the  Compensation  Clauses,  to 
restrict  them  to  the  subject-matter  to 
which  they  applied —namely,   to  a^- 
cultural   and    pastoral   holdings.    The 
main  principle  of  those  dauses  was  one 
on  which  there  was  little  divergence  of 
opinion.    It  was  that  when  land  was 
let  it  was  to  the  interest  both  of  landlord 
and  tenant  that  it  should  be  improved ; 
and  it  appeared  to  be  a  fair  and  reason- 
able principle  that  if  the  tenant  expended 
his  capital  on  improvements,  some  com- 
pensation should  be  given  him  for  the  out- 
lay.   But  in  the  case  of  house  property, 
if  the  tenant  expended  money  so  as  to 
increase  the  letting  value,  it  did  not 
equally  follow  that  he  should  be  entitled 
to  compensation.    He  certainly  would 
not  be   so  in  all  cases,  and  this  Bill 
extended    to    all    houses.      Take    tlie 
ordinary  case  of  a  man  with  £1,000. 
He  built  a  house  and  let  it  to  a  tenant 
for  £60  or  £70  a-year.    For  his  own 
purposes   and  requirements  the  tenant 
might  add   two  more  stories,  costing, 
perhaps,   another   £1,000.     The  whole 
character  of  the  house  was  altered ;  no 
doubt,  its  rental  value  might  be  im- 
proved.  After  years  the  tenant  choee  to 
leave ;  was  the  landlord  to  pay  him  the 
£1,000  he  had  spent,  when  the  landlord 
had  spent  his  whole  capital  ?    He  used 
the  word  '' landlord,"  but  it  was  hardly 
applicable.    The  man  simply  put   hu 
money    into    an    ordinary    commercial 
undertaking.  In  Ireland  they  had  large 
manufacturing  towns,  and  the  case  ne 
had  put  was  by  no  means  an  improbable 
one.    The  provisions  affecting  agricnl* 
tural    holdings    would    not    equitaUy 
apply  to  the  bulk  of  the  house  property 
in  Ireland.     The  hon.  Member,  whom 
they  had  always  heard  with  so  much 
pleasure  in  that  House  —  he  belieTed 
that  he  was  still  the  Member  for  Sligo 
— (Mr.  Sexton)  had  referred  to  caaee 
in  which  single  landlords  had  practical 
control    of  whole    villages.     He  (Mr. 
Holmes)    would,    however,    poini    out 
that  those  cases  were  exceptional ;  and 
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it  should  be  remembered  that  this  Bill, 
if  passed,  woald  applj  to  large  manufac- 
turing towns  like  Belfetst  and  London- 
derry, which  were  not  all  similarly  situ- 
ated, and  would  be  applicable  to  all 
houses,  warehouses,  and  factories  alike. 
On  these  grounds  he  thought  the  House 
ought  not  to  assent  to  the  Bill.  As  to 
the  anal6gy  that  had  been  put  forward 
as  between  town  and  rural  holdings, 
although  he  did  not  admit  that  such 
an  analogy  had  been  established,  he 
maintained  that  there  was  a  perfect 
analogy  between  town  houses  in  Ireland 
and  Oreat  Britain.  When  the  Acts  of 
1870  and  1881  were  passed  they  were 
told  they  could  not  deal  with  agri- 
cultural tenancies  in  Ireland  on  the 
same  principle  as  with  similar  tenancies 
in  England  and  Scotland,  the  strong 
argument  for  those  Acts  being  the  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  of  Ireland.  But 
if  there  were  this  difference  as  to  agri- 
cultural holdings,  no  one  could  say  the 
same  or  any  difference  existed  between 
house  properties  in  the  different  parts  of 
the  Kingdom.  In  his  opinion,  there- 
fore, it  would  certainly  be  an  anomalous 
thing,  at  the  commencement  of  a  new 
Parliament  like  the  present,  that  only 
one  portion,  and  that  a  small  one,  of  a 
large  question  which  really  affected  the 
Three  Kingdoms  should  be  dealt  with, 
and  dealt  with  in  a  manner  that  was 
anything  but  satisfactory,  in  a  Bill  of 
this  nature.  He  by  no  means  desired 
to  oppose  real  practical  reforms ;  but  he 
believed  that  they  would  require  strong 
additional  arguments  to  induce  the 
House  to  adopt  such  a  Bill  as  that  now 
before  them. 

Mb.  GOSOHBN  :  Sir,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  argue  this  matter  for  one  moment 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  rights  of 
property,  or  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  principles  of  political  economy,  to 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  alluded.  From  both  points  of 
view  a  great  deal  might  be  said  on  the 
present  occasion ;  but  it  is  not  with  a 
view  of  urging  any  argument  derived 
from  these  principles  that  I  wish  to  sub- 
mit a  very  few  observations  to  the 
House.  I  have  been  led  to  intervene 
for  a  moment  in  this  debate  by  the 
argxunents  that  have  fallen  from  one  or 
two  hon.  Gentlemen — namely,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  rMr.  Sexton)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  E.  B. 
Buasell) — ^in  regard  to  what  seems  to  be 


in  the  main  the  object  of  the  Bill — 
namely,  to  give  not  only  security  for 
improvements  which  the  tenant  may 
have  effected,  but  indirectly  to  prevent 
altogether  the  ejectment  of  the  tenant 
from  the  house  which  he  occupies.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  have  made  my- 
self clear ;  but  the  House  will  remember 
that  the  argument  has  been  raised  to  a 
great  extent  upon^the  injustice  to  tenants 
occupying  houses,  of  being  turned  away 
from  these  houses,  or  having  their  rents 
raised  upon  them,  when  they  have  built 
up  laboriously  their  business,  and  may 
find  themselves  ruined  by  being  deprived 
of  their  residence  in  the  house.  There- 
fore, one  of  the  main  arguments  upon 
which  I  see  that  hon.  Members  are 
likely  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill  is  the 
wish  to  take  a  step  in  the  direction  of 
what  I  think  we  may  call  security  of 
tenure.  Now,  what  I  wish  to  point  out 
is  that,  even  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  I  do 
not  know  that  a  real  step  would  have 
been  taken  towards  the  object  which 
hon.  Members  have  at  heurt  in  this 
matter.  Because  it  appears  to  me  that, 
unless  you  at  the  same  time  introduce 
enactments  with  regard  to  fair  rents  and 
fixity  of  tenure,  the  landlords,  though 
they  have  to  pay  compensation  for  im- 
provements under  this  Bill,  may,  never- 
theless, deprive  the  tenants  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  continuing  in  their  business. 
If  that  is  so  —  and  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  will  al- 
most admit  it,  so  far  as  regards  his  argu- 
ment— you  will  have  gone  a  very  little 
way  in  the  direction  of  the  objects  he 
has  at  heart  if  you  were  to  pass  this  Bill. 
I  would,  in  passing,  just  make  one  allu- 
sion to  the  argument  in  regard  to 
annual  tenants.  Annual  tenants,  surely, 
would  scarcely  be  authorized,  if  only 
holding  from  year  to  year,  to  make  large 
improvements  of  any  kind  ;  and  in  such 
case,  clearly,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
give  the  landlords  considerable  power 
in  regard  to  stopping  those  improve- 
ments made  by  the  tenant-at-will.  But 
that  is  not  the  part  of  the  subject  to 
which  I  was  addressing  myself.  I  wish 
to  suggest  that  if  this  Bill  is  argued 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  analogy 
between  lands  and  houses,  that  we 
have  arrived,  I  think,  at  a  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
Land  Question,  by  having  strengthened 
and  confirmed  a  double  ownership  in  the 
land.    We  shall  have  tied  together  tha 
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landlord  and  the  tenant  in  suoli  a  waj 
that  all  difficulties  between  the  two  seem 
to  be  almost  insuperable ;   and  I  want 
to  suggest  respectfully  to  the  House 
whether  it  would  be  wise  to  commence 
that  legislation  which  so  many  people 
think  is  necessary  with  regard  to  house 
property,   by  taking  steps  which  will 
begin    to    create    a  double  ownership 
practically  in    house    property?      The 
House  is  aware  of  the  Bills  that  have 
been  introduced  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department    (Mr.     Broadhurst) — Bills 
which  have  for  their  object  that  tenants 
should  become  absolute  owners  of  their 
holdings— and  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
in  the  legpislation  which  we  may  have  to 
embark  upon  with  regard  to  house  pro- 
perty, I  think  it  would  be  far  wiser  to 
keep  in  view,  as  far  as  we  can,  that  it  is 
desirable  that  men  should  be  able  to  own 
their  own  houses,   rather  than  to  start 
upon  reforms  which  will  create  a  double 
ownership,   which  afterwards  we  may 
find  to  be  extremely  inconyenient.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  will,  I  trust,  see  that 
in  this  I  am  not  opposing  the  object 
which  has  excited  much  sympathy  in 
the  House  generally.    I  am  as  convinced 
as  most  Members  of  the  House  that  the 
more  we  can  induce  men  to  own  their 
own  houses  the  better  it  will  be.     I  am 
bound    to    say  that  the  experience  I 
acquired  on  the    Commission    on    the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  did  re- 
veal that  there  were  a  certain  number  of 
evils,  though  not  so  many  as  were  at- 
tributed to  it,  which  resulted  from  the 
leasehold  system.     But,   at  the  same 
time,    everyone    will  admit    that    the 
leasehold  system  would  not  be  intro- 
duced into  any  country  on  the  lines  on 
which  it  prevails  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland    unless  it  had  grown  up  with 
time.      Doubtless  the  House  will  set 
itself  to  deal  with  this  most  difficult  and 
most  complicated  subject  in  a  spirit  of 
equity,  and  keeping  in  view  the  desire 
which  was  expressed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend — that  there  should  be  as  large  a 
number  of  the  population  as  possible 
able  to    acquire    their    own    holdings. 
Holding  that  view,  I  think  it  would  not 
be  wise  to  press  partial  reforms  in  the 
direction  of  the  Bill,  which  seems  to  me 
to  create   fresh  obligations  and  fresh 
entanglements,  of  which  we  have  had 
ample  examples  in  the  legislation  in 
respect  to  land.    It  would  be  rather  a 
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strange  result  if,  while  we  are  endea- 
vouring to  cut  the  knot  between  the 
landlords  and  tenants  as  regards  land  in 
Ireland,  we  should  begin  to  go  through 
the  same  process  by  giving  the  tenants 
of  houses  partial  proprietary  rights  in 
their  houses.  I  venture  respectfully  to 
submit  these  considerations  as  bearing 
upon  the  matter,  and  as  havine  close 
reference  to  the  Bill,  though  they  go 
somewhat  beyond  its  scope.  I  trust  the 
majoritylwill  follow  the  advice  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  in  voting 
against  the  Bill  upon  this  occasion. 

Mb.  MACABTNEY  said,  he  did  not 
rise  to  prolong  the  debate,  as  he  thought 
the  subject  had  been  almost  sufficiently 
discussed ;  but  he  could  not  allow  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  pass  without  notice.    That  right 
hon.   Gentleman  had    alluded    to    the 
prospect    of  remedial  legislation  with 
regard  to  the  tenure  of  land  not  only 
in  Ireland,  but  in  England ;  and  he  in- 
timated his  fear  that  hon.  Members  in 
that  quarter  of  the  House  might  not  re- 
ceive such  legislation  in  the  most  favour- 
able manner.    But,  speaking  for  himself » 
and,  he  might  say,  for  those  who  sat 
near  him,    and    who    represented    the 
North  of  Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Macartney) 
desired    to  say  that    they    would    be 
quite  ready  to  receive  cordially,  to  care- 
fully  examine,  and  to  assist  in  passing 
any  remedial  legislation  that  might  be 
based  on  sound  economic  principles.    He 
was  not,  however,  able  to  agree  to  cer- 
tain alleged  facts  brought  before    the 
House,   either  by  the  hon.    Seconder 
(Mr.  McDonald),  or  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).     His  own 
experience  of  the  Province  of   Ulster 
did  not  lead  him  (Mr.  Macartney)  to 
believe  that  there  was  any  great  diA* 
culty  in  finding  facilities  for  building 
houses.     He  did  not  believe  that  there 
existed  in  that  Province  any  combina- 
tion amongst  the  owners    of   land   to 
prevent  the  provision  of  sufficient  aooom- 
modation  for  house  holders,  either  in 
the  large  towns  or  in  the  small  villag;«s  ; 
and  he  must,  therefore,  say  that  it  was 
with  great  surprise  that  he  heard  the  Hon. 
Member  for  SUgo  refer  to  suoh  a  combi- 
nation.    He  was  the  more  surpriaed, 
because  he  was  not  previously  awmre 
that  either  that  hon.  Member,  or  any  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
generally,  had  any  great  objectiosi  to 
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it  should  be  remembered  that  this  Bill, 
if  passed,  woald  applj  to  large  manufac- 
turing towns  like  Belfast  and  London- 
derry, which  were  not  all  similarly  situ- 
ated, and  would  be  applicable  to  aU 
houses,  warehouses,  and  factories  alike. 
On  these  grounds  he  thought  the  House 
ought  not  to  assent  to  the  Bill.  As  to 
the  anal6gy  that  had  been  put  forward 
as  between  town  and  rural  holdings, 
although  he  did  not  admit  that  such 
an  analogy  had  been  established,  he 
maintained  that  there  was  a  perfect 
analogy  between  town  houses  in  Ireland 
and  Oreat  Britain.  When  the  Acts  of 
1870  and  1881  were  passed  they  were 
told  they  could  not  deal  with  agri- 
cultural tenancies  in  Ireland  on  the 
same  principle  as  with  similar  tenancies 
in  England  and  Scotland,  the  strong 
argument  for  those  Acts  being  the  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  of  Ireland.  But 
if  there  were  this  difference  as  to  agri- 
cultural holdinga,  no  one  could  say  the 
same  or  any  difference  existed  between 
house  properties  in  the  different  parts  of 
the  Kingdom.  In  his  opinion,  there- 
fore, it  would  certainly  be  an  anomalous 
thing,  at  the  commencement  of  a  new 
Parliament  like  the  present,  that  only 
one  portion,  and  that  a  small  one,  of  a 
large  question  which  really  affected  the 
Three  Kingdoms  should  be  dealt  with, 
and  dealt  with  in  a  manner  that  was 
anything  but  satisfactory,  in  a  Bill  of 
this  nature.  He  by  no  means  desired 
to  oppose  real  practical  reforms ;  but  he 
believed  that  they  would  require  strong 
additional  arguments  to  induce  the 
House  to  adopt  such  a  Bill  as  that  now 
before  them. 

Mb.  QOSOHEN  :  Sir,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  argue  this  matter  for  one  moment 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  rights  of 
property,  or  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  principles  of  political  economy,  to 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  alluded.  From  both  points  of 
view  a  great  deal  might  be  said  on  the 
present  occasion ;  but  it  is  not  with  a 
view  of  urging  any  argument  derived 
from  these  principles  that  I  wish  to  sub- 
mit a  very  few  observations  to  the 
House.  I  have  been  led  to  intervene 
for  a  moment  in  this  debate  by  the 
arg^uments  that  have  fallen  from  one  or 
two  hon.  Gentlemen — namely,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  £.  B. 
BuBsell) — ^in  regard  to  what  seems  to  be 


in  the  main  the  object  of  the  Bill — 
namely,  to  give  not  only  security  for 
improvements  which  the  tenant  may 
have  effected,  but  indirectly  to  prevent 
altogether  the  ejectment  of  the  tenant 
from  the  house  which  he  occupies.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  have  made  my- 
self clear  ;  but  the  House  will  remember 
that  the  argument  has  been  raised  to  a 
great  extent  upon^the  injustice  to  tenants 
occupying  houses,  of  being  turned  away 
from  these  houses,  or  having  their  rents 
raised  upon  them,  when  they  have  built 
up  laboriously  their  business,  and  may 
find  themselves  ruined  by  being  deprived 
of  their  residence  in  the  house.  There- 
fore, one  of  the  main  arguments  upon 
which  I  see  that  hon.  Members  are 
likely  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill  is  the 
wish  to  take  a  step  in  the  direction  of 
what  I  think  we  may  call  security  of 
tenure.  Now,  what  I  wish  to  point  out 
is  that,  even  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  I  do 
not  know  that  a  real  step  would  have 
been  taken  towards  the  object  which 
hon.  Members  have  at  heart  in  this 
matter.  Because  it  appears  to  me  that, 
unless  you  at  the  same  time  introduce 
enactments  with  regard  to  fair  rents  and 
fixity  of  tenure,  the  landlords,  though 
they  have  to  pay  compensation  for  im- 
provements under  this  Bill,  may,  never- 
theless, deprive  the  tenants  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  continuing  in  their  business. 
If  that  is  so — and  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  will  al- 
most admit  it,  so  far  as  regards  his  argu- 
ment— you  will  have  gone  a  very  little 
way  in  the  direction  of  the  objects  he 
has  at  lieart  if  you  were  to  pass  this  Bill. 
I  would,  in  passing,  just  make  one  allu- 
sion to  the  argument  in  regard  to 
annual  tenants.  Annual  tenants,  surelv, 
would  scarcely  be  authorized,  if  only 
holding  from  year  to  year,  to  make  large 
improvements  of  any  kind  ;  and  in  such 
case,  clearly,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
give  the  landlords  considerable  power 
in  regard  to  stopping  those  improve- 
ments made  by  the  tenant- at- will.  But 
that  is  not  the  part  of  the  subject  to 
which  I  was  addressing  myself.  I  wish 
to  suggest  that  if  this  Bill  is  argued 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  an^ogy 
between  lands  and  houses,  that  we 
have  arrived,  I  think,  at  a  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
Land  Question,  by  having  strengthened 
and  confirmed  a  double  ownership  in  the 
land.     We  shall  have  tied  together  tho 
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land  and  Scotland — for,  after  all,  it  was 
to  a  very  great  extent  a  question  affect- 
ing capital  equally  throughout  all  the 
three  countries — he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
from  the  North  of  Ireland  would  not 
look  with  disfavour  upon  any  such  mea- 
sure as  might  be  introduced  to  remedy 
such  grievances  as  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land had  just  right  to  complain  of.  In- 
deed, they  would  be  prepared  to  wel- 
come such  a  measure ;  and  when  it  was 
introduced  he  earnestly  hoped  that  they 
might  be  able  to  extend  to  it  every  pos- 
sible support. 

Mb.  OEOMPTON  said,  he  had  great 
sympathy  with  the  Bill  and  its  proposals, 
as  he  thought  it  a  Bill  of  so  moderate  a 
character  that  any  Liberal  might  support 
it ;  but  he  had  great  difficulty  in  making 
up  his  mind  to  support  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary   for  Ireland;    because,   from    his 
speech,  he   understood  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  agreed  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  practically  promised  that 
the    Government    would    take  up  the 
question.    In  his  (Mr.  Crompton's)  opi- 
nion, the  Bill  did  not,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Goschen)  had  said,  create  a  double 
ownership  in  land,  but  simply  gave  jus- 
tice where  justice  was  needed.    It  pro- 
posed to  give  to  the  tenant  the  property 
which  belonged  to  him,  instead  of  allow- 
ing the  landlord  to  confiscate  it.     He 
could  not  either  see  any  injustice  in  the 
proposal  that  the  landlord  should  com- 
pensate the  tenant  in  the  circumstances 
contemplated    in   the    measure,   which 
would  not  introduce   a  much   greater 
change  than  was  effected  in  England  by 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  which 
vested  the  right  to  a  building  in  the 
tenant  who  had  erected  it,  and  gave  him 
the  right  to  remove  it,  if  the  landlord 
was  unwilling  to   buy  it.     He  was  sur- 
prised to  find  how  easily  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1870  could  be  adapted  to 
the  present  case.     The   only  point  in 
which  he  agreed  with  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  that  the  pre- 
sent Bill  ought  not   to  be   applicable 
to  yearly  tenancies;  aud  it  might  be 
argued  with  some  fairness  that  the  Bill 
ought  not  to  be  applicable  to  the  case  of 
town  holdings  occupied  for  less  than  a 
certain  term,  say  five  years.     He  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  Motion  for 
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the  second  reading  would  not  be  pressed ; 
because  he  thought  that  the  Government 
ought  not  to  be  hampered  in  the  course 
which  they  proposed  to  take  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject-matter  of  the  mea- 
sure and  cognate  questions.     Believing, 
therefore,  that  the  very  best  measure 
possible  in  the  direction  of  the  Bill  would 
oe  carried  out  by  the  Government,  he  felt 
he  could  not  desert  his  Party;  and  there- 
fore he  should  support  the  Gx>vemment« 
Mr.  TUITE  said,  that  in  the  town  of 
Mullingar,   which  was  owned  by  one 
landlord,  when  the  old  leases  fell  in,  rents 
were  raised  as  much  as  35  per  cent.  The 
process  by  which  rents  were  extracted 
was  this.     When  a  lease  lapsed,  the  ten- 
ant was  asked  to  make  an  offer  to  the 
landlord  or  his  agent.     That  offer,  in  the 
first  instance,  did  not  come  up  to  the 
agent's  wishes,  and  he  therefore  com- 
pelled the  tenant  to  make  a  furtheir 
offer,  and  so  it  went  on  until  the  tenant 
was  by  force  of  necessity  obliged  to  bid 
up  to  what  the  landlord  considered  the 
proper  amount ;  in  consequence  of  that 
the  prosperity  of  the  town  of  Mullingar 
was  much  retarded,  and  though  not  men- 
tioned in  the  list  of  towns  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Sligo,  it  was,  he  could 
assure  the  House,   one  of    the   worst 
treated  toWns  in  Ireland  under  the  crnel 
system  that  at  present  prevailed.     He 
would  give  them  an  illustration.  A  short 
time  ago  the  lease  of  a  tenant  in  Mul- 
lingar fell  in.   The  rent  was  £29  a-year, 
and  the  tenant  expended  some  £400  on 
the  property.     Upon  the  expiration  of 
the  lease  the  tenant  was  called  upon  to 
make  an  offer,  and  all  offers  were  re- 
fused until  they  reached  £40  ;  and  alter 
the  new  lease  was  drawn  the  Poor  Law 
Valuator  under   the  Poor  Law  Com- 
mission   visited    the    town,    and     the 
valuation,   which  was  £16,   was    only 
raised  to  £18,  which,  however,  was  a 
strange  contrast  to  the  rent  put  on  by 
the  landlord.     To  show  the  generoaity 
of   the  town  landlords  in  Ireland,  be 
would  mention  what  occurred  in  his  own 
town  a  short  time  ago.    The  Town  Com* 
missioners  required  a  place  to  hold  their 
meetings,  and  they  applied  lor  the  nsa 
of  the  Market  House.      Consent    was 
given  on  the  understanding  that  politirs 
would  be  excluded ;  and  he  need  hardly 
inform  the  House    that   the  Commis- 
sioners rejected  the  offer  inunediately. 
Now,   while  he  agreed  with  the   BiU 
before  the  House,  he  oonaidered  it  fefl 
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far  short  of  what  he  would  like  to  see,  as 
he  would  like  it  to  deal  with  the  reyieion 
of  rents,  and  to  embrace  a  clause  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission,  similar  to 
the  Land  Oommission,  for  the  purpose  of 
fixing  fair  rents,  and,  if  possible,  to 
abolish  the  leases  which  had  been  ob- 
tained through  fraudulent  means.  He 
had  stated  he  had  hoped  that  the  Ohief 
Secretary  would  have  offered  them  as  an 
altematiye  a  reference  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  question, or  have  announced 
the  intention  of  the  Goyernment  to  bring 
forward  a  measure  themselves ;  but  now 
that  he  had  refused  to  consent  to  that 
arrangement  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
those  hon.  G-entlemen  who  represented 
Scotch  and  English  constituencies,  which 
were  as  badly  treated  as  Ireland,  would 
support  the  measure  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Mayo. 

Mb.  FENWICK  said,  the  only  reason 
he  had  for  thus  presenting  himself  before 
the  House  at  this  early  stage  of  his  Par- 
liamentary history  was  the  g^eat  interest 
felt  in  the  question  by  the  constituency 
he  had  the  honour  of  representing.  A 
considerable  number  of  men  amongst 
the  class  he  had  the  honour  to  be  con- 
nected with — namely,  the  Northumber- 
land miners — had  long  cherished  the 
laudable  desire  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  men- 
tioned—  that  of  becoming  owners  of 
their  homes.  To  achieye  this  end  they 
were  strict  in  their  adherence  to  the 
principles  of  sobriety  and  self-denial. 
Haying  sayed  sufficient  money,  many  of 
the  men  whom  he  had  in  view  had  built 
houses  for  their  own  use ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, they  had  been  unable  to  acquire 
the  freehold  of  the  ground  upon  which 
their  homes  stood,  and  their  leasehold 
tenure  of  the  ground  would  expire  in 
some  cases  in  40  years,  and  in  otners  in 
60  or  65.  When  the  leases  of  these 
people  terminated  they  found  their  rents 
raised,  in  consequence  of  the  increased 
valuation  of  their  holdings,  due  to  their 
own  industry,  and  to  no  effort  of  the 
landlord. 

Colonel  BEOOKFIELD  asked,  as  a 
point  of  Order,  whether  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  in  Order  when 
they  were  discussing  a  measure  relative 
to  Lreland? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  see  nothing  out  of 
Order  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  FENWICK  said,  he  was  fully 
sensible  the  Bill  was  aii  Irish  Bill ;  and 


he  was  only  sorry  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  were  so  exclusively  confined  as  they 
were.  He  should  have  been  glad  if  its 
scope  could  have  been  made  more  far- 
reaching  than  it  was,  and  that  it  had 
embraced  England  and  Scotland  as  well 
as  Ireland.  He  could  not  put  from  his 
mind  the  fact  that  in  dealing  with  such 
a  measure  as  this  they  were  only  tinker- 
ing with  a  kind  of  legislation  which  must 
shortly  come  before  Parliament  in  a 
more  comprehensive  shape.  The  whole 
question  of  land  tenure,  owing  to  the 
oppression  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
must  shortly  come  up  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Parliament.  Believing,  however, 
that  the  foundation  of  this  Bill  was  to  be 
found  in  principles  of  justice  and  equity, 
he  would  be  violating  pledges  given  to 
his  constituents  if  he  did  not  declare  his 
intention  to  go  into  the  Lobby  in  sup- 
port of  it,  and  thereby  show  by  his  vote 
that  they  desired  to  accentuate  the  prin- 
ciples contained  in  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  fox  said,  he  would  not  at  this 
stage  of  the  debate  discuss  the  general 
principles  of  the  Bill ;  but  would  address 
himself  more  directly  to  the  necessity 
there  was  for  some  such  legislation  as 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill.  The  town  of 
Queenstown  was  built  upon  property 
owned  by  two  landlords.  One  of  these 
landlords  was  or  had  been  very  promi- 
nently before  the  country  as  a  very  ener- 
getic member  of  the  so-called  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Union;  but  he  had  acknow- 
ledged that  property  had  its  obligations, 
for  he  granted  a  considerable  piece  of 
land  for  a  graveyard,  so  that  his  tenants 
might  have  the  questionable  consolation 
that  when  they  had  been  starved  to  death 
they  should,  at  least,  lay  their  bones  in 
their  native  soil.  The  other  landlord 
was  connected  with  the  Bushbrook 
family.  The  leases  in  the  principal 
business  part  of  the  town  would  expire 
before  very  long.  He  altogether  dis- 
sented from  the  opinion  of  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary when  he  said  that  tenants  of 
property  in  towns  could  not  create  or 
enhance  the  value  of  their  holdinfi;8  as 
did  the  tenants  of  the  ag^cultural  hold- 
ings. In  Queenstown  it  might  be  urged 
that  as  a  lease  ran  out  the  tenant  had  no 
further  claim,  and  that  when  he  took  the 
lease  he  took  it  on  an  undertaking  that 
his  interest  was  to  cease  with  its  term  ; 
but  there  was  an  implied  condition  that 
the  tenant  should  have  the  first  clain^  to 
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a  renewal  of  the  lease.  As  the  leases 
fell  out  the  tenants  had  to  apply  to  the 
Estate  Office ;  and  the  agent  or  the  estate 
had  inyariably  put  on  a  considerable  in- 
crease on  the  ground  roDt,  yarying  from 
300  to  8,000  per  cent,  and  also  saddled 
certain  very  ponderous  conditions  on  the 
tenants.  Cases  were  known  where  the 
old  ground  rents  of  £2  10«.  were  in- 
creased to  £15,  and  houses  that  used  to 
be  rented  at  £40,  and  were  in  very  good 
condition,  good  enough  to  last  for  20 
years,  became  the  property  of  the 
estate ;  and  should  the  tenant  complain 
or  urge  a  claim,  an  architect  visited  the 
house,  and  if  there  was  the  slightest 
excuse  for  it,  an  order  was  given  that 
the  tenant,  should  he  continue,  must 
undertake  a  very  large  outlay,  and  an 
exorbitant  increase  of  rent  was  de- 
manded. The  tenant  had  not  even  the 
right  to  build  in  accordance  with  the  re- 
quirements of  his  business.  A  uniform 
plan  was  fixed  upon  by  the  architect  of 
the  estate,  and  the  tenant  must  follow  it 
blindly.  Then  the  tenant  must  insure 
the  premises ;  and  the  agent  of  the  In- 
surance Company  was  the  agent  of  the 
estate.  Should  the  place  be  burned  down 
the  tenant  could  not  claim  the  money, 
for  the  latter  was  spent  by  the  estate  to 
rebuild  the  house,  and  any  deficiency 
must  be  made  up  by  the  tenant.  In  all 
these  leases  the  tenant  undertook  not  to 
question  the  title  of  the  landlord  to  the 
estate;  and  that  had  a  significanee  in 
this  case,  for  the  majority  of  the  tenants 
knew  that  the  houses  to  which  they  had 
a  just  claim  were  built  by  their  fathers 
and  grandfathers  at  a  time  when  it  was 
never  imagined  that  the  name  of  Bush- 
brook  would  be  associated  with  the 
ownership  of  property  there.  When  such 
a  state  of  affairs  existed  as  this,  he 
thought  there  was  urgent  necessity  for 
some  such  legislation  as  that  contem- 

Slated  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  under 
iscassion.  Some  hon.  Members  opposed 
to  the  Bill  might  argue  that  the  town 
had  increased  in  value  and  wealth,  and 
therefore  the  ground  rents  should  in- 
crease also.  In  the  case  of  Queenstown 
it  was  a  notorious  f6u;t  that  the  value  of 
property  and  that  of  business  had  de- 
preciated fully  1,000  per  cent  within  the 
past  20  years.  Queenstown  depended 
nearly  altogether  on  the  shipping.  In 
the  old  time  there  were  wooaen  sailing 
ships,  when  long  voyages  were  made, 
the  result  being  that  upon  the  arrival  of 
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the  vessel  new  dothes  had  to  be  pur- 
chased by  the  crew  and  passengers,  and 
also  ship  materials.  At  that  time,  also, 
invalids  used  to  frequent  Queenstown, 
and  were  a  source  of  profit  to  the  town ; 
but  the  tide  of  emigration  put  an 
end  to  that.  As  steam  vessds  super- 
seded the  wooden  sailing  ships,  emigra- 
tion, he  was  proud  to  say,  had  almost 
ceased ;  but  the  invalids  had  not  g<Hie 
back  to  Queenstown,  so  that  on  a  mode- 
rate calculation  they  could  see  that  the 
business  of  the  town  had  deprecnated  by 
at  least  1,000  per  cent ;  and  yet  in  face 
of  that  fact  the  rents  were  being  in- 
creased from  800  to  8,000  per  cent.  As 
many  leases  would  expire  in  a  few 
months  he  hoped  they  would  pmsa  the 
Bill,  for  it  was  but  poor  consolation  to 
the  leaseholders  of  Queenstown  to  have 
very  soothing  and  unctuous  expresaionB 
of  sympathy,  whilst  the  redress  that 
they  needed  and  demanded  was  denied 

them.         

Mr.  CONYBEABE  said,  that  beoauee 
there  had  been  a  paucity  of  'R«gl«^l^ 
Members  in  this  discussion,  and  because 
he  represented  a  oonstituenoy  in  which 
the  evils  so  generally  complained  ol 
existed  with  perhaps  greater  aouteneas 
than  in  any  other  part  of  the  Kingdooiy 
he  thought  it  right  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations upon  this  Bill,  which  aoo^t 
to  remedy  evils  existiDg  in  Ireland*  He 
did  not  desire  to  go  into  voluminoua  de- 
tails, nor  to  discuss  any  defidenciee  in 
the  drafting  of  the  Bill,  for  the  Com- 
mittee staffs  was  the  proper  time  whem 
that  should  be  done.  On  behalf  of  hia 
constituents  he  supported  the  principle 
embodied  in  the  Bill,  and  which  was  of 
importance  to  Cornwall  no  less  than  to 
other  parts  of  England  and  Scotland. 
The  principle  was  a  plain  and  aim^ 
one,  and  he  did  not  suppose  that  anyone 
would  for  a  moment  doubt  the  justice  of 
that  principle.  The  principle  was  simplj 
this — that  those  who  spent  their  money 
and  invested  their  labour  and  made  im* 
provements  on  the  land  in  Ragliah  town* 
should,  at  any  rate,  have  the  benefit  of 
their  labour,  investment,  and  improve* 
ments.  The  justice  of  the  prinoiple  had 
been  admitted  by  the  Gk)vemment.  It 
was  not  only  in  the  great  towna,  bat  im 
the  small  towns,  such  as  those  eomprised 
in  his  own  particular  division  of  Com* 
wall,  that  the  operation  of  such  a  Bill 
as  this  was  required.  Whilst  admittia^ 
the  principle  of  the  measure,  the  Chief 
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Secretarj  lor  Ireland  had  declined  to 
sapport  the  second  reading.    It  would 
greatlj  relieve  him  (Mr.  Gonybeare)  and 
many   of  his   hon.   Friends  who,  like 
himself,  sat  below  the  QimgwAj,  if  the 
Govemment  could  see  their  way  to  con- 
sent to  the  second  reading,  with  a  view 
to  the  matter  being   subsequently  re- 
ferred for  consideration  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.   This  was  only  one  branch  of  a 
great  and  important  question,  and  he 
was  happy  to  think  that  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  expressed 
themselyes  confident  of  dealing    in   a 
comprehensive  manner  with  the  Land 
Question  as  it  affected  the  Three  King- 
doms.   It  was  certainly  not  with  plea- 
sure that  those  who  sat  in  his  put  of 
the  House  foimd  themselves  on  numerous 
occasions  going  into  the  opposite  Lobby 
from  that  in  which    the    (Government 
voted;  but  they  could  not  consistently 
vote  against  a  principle  which,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  present  Bill,  they  believed  to 
be  right  and  just ;  and,  therefore,  if  the 
Government  could  not  see  their  way  to  as- 
sent to  the  second  reading,  he  and  others 
would  be  forced  to  vote  in  the  other 
Lobby.     The  argument  of  "declining 
population  "  had  been  brought  forward 
by  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  !&eland,  and 
it  had  been  urged  as  a  reason  for  the 
dilapidated  condition  of  house  property 
in  certain  towns.    He  and  others  com- 
plained, however — and  they  could  prove 
their  contention — that  in  the  great  cities, 
where  the  argument  of  declining  popula- 
tion could  have  no  weight,  there  were 
found  equal  evils  arising  from  the  sys- 
tem of  leasehold  tenures.      This  was 
abundantly  shown  in  the  evidence  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Housing  of  the  Poor. 
It  had  also  been  contended  that  freedom 
of  contract  existed  to  a  much  greater  ex- 
tent in  towns  than  in  the  country,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  right  to  interfere 
with  agricultural  holdings,  whereas  it 
was  not  fair  to  interfere  with  freedom 
of  contract  as    it    existed    in    towns. 
He  was  not  sufficiently  familiar  with  the 
relations  of  landlords  and  tenants  over 
the  water  to  speak  about  them;  but, 
sjj^aldng  for  his  own  country  and  for 
his  own  constituency,  he  could   point 
out  instances  where,  owing  to  absolute 
ownership  claimed — and  claimed  with 
the  sanction  of  the  laws  of  this  country 
— it  was  perfectly  preposterous  to  assert 
that  there  was  freedom  of  contract  be- 
tween btisiness  men,  artizans,  and  la- 
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bonrers,  who  were  bound  to  live  in  the 
place  where  they  earned  their  livelihood, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  owners  of 
the  soil  on  the  other.  There  were  two 
principles  embodied  in  our  Land  Laws 
which  were  opposed  to  the  interests  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  population  of 
the  coimtry.  The  first  was  that  owners 
had  the  absolute  right  to  say — ''We 
can  do  as  we  like  with  our  own.  We 
deal  with  our  lands  as  we  have  a  right 
to  do,  on  commercial  principles ;  and  we, 
therefore,  demand  that  you  shall  accept 
our  terms  as  to  the  tenure  on  which  you 
shall  enjoy  the  occupation  of  a  bit  of 
our  land,  and  if  you  do  not  accept  our 
terms  you  may  emigrate  to  some  foreign 
clime,  or  go  wherever  else  you  like." 
That  was  manifestly  unfair.  If  a  man 
was  honest  and  hard-working,  why 
should  he  be  compelled  to  emigrate  to 
some  foreign  country  simply  because  he 
eould  not  accept  preposterous  and  un- 
justifiable terms?  And  why,  because 
nis  business  compelled  him  to  stay  in  a 
certain  place,  should  he  be  forced  to 
comply  with  those  conditions  that  were 
requii^  of  him  ?  The  other  principle 
was  worse  than  that.  Whatever  money, 
whatever  labour  a  tenant  chose  to  invest 
in  the  soil  of  another,  belonged  iptofaeto 
to  the  owner  of  the  soil,  unless  that 
owner  chose  to  give  him  compensation. 
True,  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Acts  in- 
troduced certain  exceptions;  but  every 
farmer  he  spoke  to  and  asked — ''  Have 
you  found  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
of  any  real  service  ?  "  answered  **  No." 
These  Agricultural  Holdings  Acts  had 
been  proved  to  be  a  delusion  and  a  snare, 
except  in  a  few  limited  cases.  So  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  was  aware,  there 
was  no  legal  liability  on  the  part  of  any 
owner  of  land  to  give  one  farthing  com- 
pensation to  those  who  had  enormously 
enhanced  and  increased  the  value  of  his 
land.  He  was  not  now  speaking  of  what 
was  called  the  unearned  increment,  but 
of  the  deliberate  investments  of  poimds, 
shillings,  and  pence — investments  which 
added  enormously  to  the  value  of  the 
property  of  the  owner.  Yet  after  doing 
aU  this  the  investment  became  con- 
fiscated. He  (Mr.  Conybeare)  did  not 
wish  to  indulge  in  hard  terms ;  but  he 
maintained  that  anyone  who  said  that 
this  principle  of  confiscation  was  a  just 
one,  and  ought  to  be  maintained  in  the 
law  of  our  country,  was  most  unreason- 
able.  In  his  own  constituency,  in  North- 


1151 


Tenure  of  Toum 


{COMMONS}        Sousit  {Ireland)  BiJL 


iO^ 


■Western  Cornwall,  the  evil  was  im- 
mensely increased.  It  bad  been  until 
very  recently  impossible  for  poor  miners 
and  others  who  had  investea  the  earn- 
ings of  a  lifetime  in  building  on  pieces 
of  land — it  had  been  impossible  for  them 
in  most  oases  to  obtain  a  term  of  years. 
They  could  only  retain  their  holdings 
upon  the  **  three-life  lease ; "  and  upon 
the  dropping  of  these  lives — it  might  be 
10  or  16  years — their  holdings  went  away 
from  them.  Every  penny,  every  stone 
that  they  had  put  on  the  land  went  back 
to  the  owner.  True,  they  might  retain 
the  property  longer  by  paying  an  in- 
creased rent,  or  by  bidding  against  some- 
body else  at  auction  in  the  open  market. 
Everything  otherwise  went  to  the  owner 
of  the  soil.  He  ventured  to  think  that 
this  was  a  principle  the  law  should  not 
countenance  for  one  moment.  It  went 
to  the  root  of  the  whole  question,  and  he 
could  not  go  into  the  Lobby  to  vote 
against  a  principle  which  he  believed 
was  opposed  to  a  gross  injustice.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
G-oschen)  had  told  them  that  it  was  un- 
desirable to  establish  a  dual  ownership 
of  houses  when  they  saw  the  incon- 
venience which  the  dual  ownership  of 
land  created.  At  present,  however,  they 
had  single  ownership  practically  in  pro- 
perty belonging  to  two  persons ;  and  if 
a  man  built  a  house  on  the  land  of  an- 
other person,  and  that  other  person 
calmly  converted  to  his  own  use  the 
house  so  built,  was  not  that  a  practice 
more  inconvenient  and  injurious  to  all 
classes  in  this  country  than  would  be  a 
system  by  which  the  ownership  of  the 
house  on  the  one  hand  and  the  owner- 
ship of  the  land  on  the  other  should  be 
discriminated  and  apportioned  to  two 
owners  respectively?  He  would  only 
add  that,  in  the  interests  of  every  class, 
and  especially  in  the  interests  of  his 
own  constituents,  with  whom  this  was 
the  burning  question  of  the  day,  he 
could  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill. 

The  FIEST  LOED  op  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  aLADSTONB) :  I  shall 
confine  myself  very  strictly  to  the  im- 
mediate subject  of  this  Bill.  It  is  no 
wonder  that  there  should  be  a  tendency 
to  widen  the  debate,  and  to  make  it  em- 
brace general  principles ;  but  I  say  that 
matters  of  great  public  interest  are  not 
really  raised  in  the  question  now  at 
issue.     This  is  a  Bill  relating  to  thai 
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tenure  of  houses  in  towns  in  Ir-I   \  .. 
and    is,    therefore,    geograpbicaliy  re- 
stricted.     My  right    hon.    Friend    th*» 
Chief  Secretary  has  stated  with   truth 
that  it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  acut^pt 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.     I  wlu 
state     the    reason    which    particularly 
weighs  with  him,  and  with  the  Goven.- 
ment  and  myself,  for  declining  to  acscent 
the  second  reading.      My  right    hm. 
Friend  has  not  done  it  on  the  ground 
that  there  is  no  case  for  consideration ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  has  admitted    ex- 
pressly that  there  is  a  case  for   con- 
sideration.    The  reason  why  we  cannot 
accede  to   this   Bill  is  as  follows: — It 
alleges  that  there  is  in  Ireland  hardship 
on  the  part  of  the  tenant  in  towns  which 
calls  for  remedy.     Our  answer  to  that  is^ 
if  there  is  hardship  in  Ireland  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant  in  towns  with  respect 
to  improvements  he  may  make  on  Jua 
dwelling,  that   hardship,   so  far  from 
being  exceptional  and  peculiar  to  Ire- 
land, is  felt  to  a  much  greater  extant  in 
England  and  in  Scotland,  because  the 
amount  of  hardship  depends,  in  a  ^reet 
degree,  on  the  strength^and  the  vi^^onr 
of  the  principle  of  growth  in  towns.     It 
is  in  growing  towns  that  there  is  a  great 
tendency  to  make  improvements;    and 
as  the  principle  of  growth  in  towne  is 
far  greater  and  more  vigorous  boA  in 
England  and  Scotland  than  it  is  in  Ice- 
land, the  grievance,  whatever  it  may 
be,  is  far  greater  in  England  and  Soot- 
land  than  it  is  in  Ireland.    Bat,  so  far 
from  asserting  that  that  grievance  ou|[^t 
not  to  be  entertained  in  regard  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  I  admit  it  is  a  most 
proper  subject  to  be  examined  into.  But 
what  I  say  is  that  we  ought  not  to  de- 
cide a  question  for  England  and  Scot- 
land upon  a  Bill  that  is  brought  in  Ibr 
Ireland.    The  House  ought  not  to  ffirs 
its  decision  unawares.    My  hon.  Fnend 
said  he  wished  to  bring  in  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge.    To  bring  in  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge  might  be  miite  right  upon 
certain  occasions ;    but  I  think  it  is  a 
sound  principle  that  you  should  never 
bring  in  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  unless 
you  are  also  prepared  for  the  thick  end 
of  the  wedge.     The  thick  end  of  the 
wedge  is,  in  my  opinion,  the  case   of 
England  and  Scotland;    and  my  sole 
proposition  in  objecting  to  this  Bill  is 
this— that  we  ought  to  nave  the  case  of 
England  and  Scotland  before  ns  falriy 
raised  on    its  own  merits,  and  onj^t 
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Secsretary  lor  Ireland  had  declined  to 
support  the  second  reading.     It  would 
greatly  relieve  him  (Mr.  Conybeare)  and 
many   of  his   hon.   Friends  who,  like 
himself,  sat  below  the  Gangway,  if  the 
Goyemment  could  see  their  way  to  con- 
sent to  the  second  reading,  with  a  view 
to  the  matter  being   subsequently  re- 
ferred for  consideration  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.    This  was  only  one  branch  of  a 
gpreat  and  important  question,  and  he 
was  happy  to  think  that  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  expressed 
themselves  confident  of  dealing    in   a 
comprehensive  manner  with  the  Land 
Question  as  it  afiPected  the  Three  King- 
doms.    It  was  certainly  not  with  plea- 
sure that  those  who  sat  in  his  pcurt  of 
the  House  foimd  themselves  on  numerous 
occasions  going  into  the  opposite  Lobby 
from  that  in  which    the    Government 
voted;  but  they  could  not  consistently 
vote  against  a  principle  which,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  present  Bill,  they  believed  to 
be  right  and  just ;  and,  therefore,  if  the 
Government  could  not  see  their  way  to  as- 
sent to  the  second  reading,  he  and  others 
would  be  forced  to  vote  in  the  other 
Lobby.     The  argument  of  ''declining 
population  "  had  been  brought  forward 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and 
it  had  been  urged  as  a  reason  for  the 
dilapidated  condition  of  house  property 
in  certain  towns.     He  and  others  com- 
plained, however — and  they  could  prove 
their  contention — that  in  the  great  cities, 
where  the  argument  of  declining  popula- 
tion could  have  no  weight,  there  were 
found  equal  evils  arising  from  the  sys- 
tem of  leasehold  tenures.      This  was 
abundantly  shown  in  the  evidence  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Housing  of  the  Poor. 
It  had  also  been  contended  that  freedom 
of  contract  existed  to  a  much  greater  ex- 
tent in  towns  than  in  the  country,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  right  to  interfere 
with  agricultural  holdings,  whereas  it 
was  not  fair  to  interfere  with  freedom 
of   contract   as    it    existed    in    towns. 
He  was  not  sufficiently  familiar  with  the 
relations  of  landloj;^  and  tenants  over 
the  water  to  sp^ikk  about  them ;  but, 
speaking  for  hi^  own  country  and  for 
his  own  constirfuency,  he  could   point 
out  instances   where,  owing  to  absolute 
ownership  Cjfaimed — and  claimed  with 
the  sanctio,^  of  the  laws  of  this  country 
— it  was^erfectly  preposterous  to  assert 
that  thji^fe  was  freedom  of  contract  be- 
^^^fflibiisiness  men,  artizans,  and  la- 


bourers, who  were  bound  to  live  in  the 
place  where  they  earned  their  livelihood, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  owners  of 
the  soil  on  the  other.  There  were  two 
principles  embodied  in  our  Land  Laws 
which  were  opposed  to  the  interests  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  population  of 
the  country.  The  first  was  that  owners 
had  the  absolute  right  to  say — "We 
can  do  as  we  like  with  our  own.  We 
deal  with  our  lands  as  we  have  a  right 
to  do,  on  commercial  principles ;  and  we, 
therefore,  demand  that  you  shall  accept 
our  terms  as  to  the  tenure  on  which  you 
shall  enjoy  the  occupation  of  a  bit  of 
our  land,  and  if  you  do  not  accept  our 
terms  you  may  emigrate  to  some  foreign 
clime,  or  go  wherever  else  you  like." 
That  was  manifestly  unfair.  If  a  man 
was  honest  and  hard-working,  why 
should  he  be  compelled  to  emigrate  to 
some  foreign  country  simply  because  he 
eould  not  accept  preposterous  and  un- 
justifiable terms?  And  why,  because 
nis  business  compelled  him  to  stay  in  a 
certain  place,  should  he  be  forced  to 
comply  with  those  conditions  that  were 
required  of  him  ?  The  other  principle 
was  worse  than  that.  Whatever  money, 
whatever  labour  a  tenant  chose  to  invest 
in  the  soil  of  another,  belonged  ipso  faeto 
to  the  owner  of  the  soil,  unless  that 
owner  chose  to  give  him  compensation. 
True,  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Acts  in- 
troduced certain  exceptions;  hut  every 
farmer  he  spoke  to  and  asked — "  Have 
you  found  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
of  any  real  service  ?  "  answered  **  No." 
These  Agricultural  Holdings  Acts  had 
been  proved  to  be  a  delusion  and  a  snare, 
except  in  a  few  limited  cases.  So  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  was  aware,  there 
was  no  legal  liability  on  the  part  of  any 
owner  of  land  to  give  one  farthing  com- 
pensation to  those  who  had  enormously 
enhanced  and  increased  the  value  of  his 
land.  He  was  not  now  speaking  of  what 
was  called  the  unearned  increment,  but 
of  the  deliberate  investments  of  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence — investments  which 
added  enormously  to  the  value  of  the 
property  of  the  owner.  Yet  after  doing 
all  this  the  investment  became  con- 
fiscated. He  (Mr.  Conybeare)  did  not 
wish  to  indulge  in  hard  terms ;  but  he 
maintained  that  anyone  who  said  that 
this  principle  of  confiscation  was  a  just 
one,  and  ought  to  be  maintained  in  the 
law  of  our  country,  was  most  unreason- 
able.  In  his  own  constituency,  in  North- 
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"Western  Cornwall,  the  evil  was  im- 
mensely increased.  It  had  been  until 
very  recently  impossible  for  poor  miners 
and  others  who  had  investea  the  earn- 
ings of  a  lifetime  in  building  on  pieces 
of  land — it  had  been  impossible  for  them 
in  most  cases  to  obtain  a  term  of  years. 
They  could  only  retain  their  holdings 
upon  the  "  three-life  lease ; "  and  upon 
the  dropping  of  these  lives — it  might  be 
10  or  16  years — their  holdings  went  away 
from  them.  Every  penny,  every  stone 
that  they  had  put  on  the  land  went  back 
to  the  owner.  True,  they  might  retain 
the  property  longer  by  paying  an  in- 
creased rent,  or  by  bidding  against  some- 
body else  at  auction  in  the  open  market. 
Everything  otherwise  went  to  the  owner 
of  the  soil.  He  ventured  to  think  that 
this  was  a  principle  the  law  should  not 
countenance  for  one  moment.  It  went 
to  the  root  of  the  whole  question,  and  he 
could  not  go  into  the  Lobby  to  vote 
against  a  principle  which  he  believed 
was  opposed  to  a  gross  injustice.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Goschen)  had  told  them  that  it  was  un- 
desirable to  establish  a  dual  ownership 
of  houses  when  they  saw  the  incon- 
venience which  the  dual  ownership  of 
land  created.  At  present,  however,  they 
had  single  ownership  practically  in  pro- 
perty belonging  to  two  persons ;  and  if 
a  man  built  a  house  on  the  land  of  an- 
other person,  and  that  other  person 
calmly  converted  to  his  own  use  the 
house  so  built,  was  not  that  a  practice 
more  inconvenient  and  injurious  to  all 
classes  in  this  country  than  would  be  a 
system  by  which  the  ownership  of  the 
house  on  the  one  hand  and  the  owner- 
ship of  the  land  on  the  other  should  be 
discriminated  and  apportioned  to  two 
owners  respectively?  He  would  only 
add  that,  in  the  interests  of  every  class, 
and  especially  in  the  interests  of  his 
own  constituents,  with  whom  this  was 
the  burning  question  of  the  day,  he 
could  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
this  BiU. 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  op  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  aLADSTONB) :  I  shall 
confine  myself  very  strictly  to  the  im- 
mediate subject  of  this  Bill.  It  is  no 
wonder  that  there  should  be  a  tendency 
to  widen  the  debate,  and  to  make  it  em- 
brace general  principles ;  but  I  say  that 
matters  of  gpreat  public  interest  are  not 
really  raised  in  the  question  now  at 
issue.     This  is  a  BiU  relating  to  the 

Mr.  Conyheare 


tenure  of  houses  in  towns  in  Ireland» 
and   is,    therefore,    geographically  re- 
stricted.     My  right    hon.    Friend   the 
Chief  Secretory  has  stated  with  truth 
that  it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  accept 
the  second  readmg  of  this  Bill.    I  wUl 
state    the    reason    which   particulaiiy 
weighs  with  him,  and  with  the  Gorem- 
ment  and  myself,  for  declining  to  accept 
the  second  reading.      My  right    hon. 
Friend  has  not  done  it  on  the  g^ond 
that  there  is  no  case  for  consideration ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  has  admitted   ex- 
pressly that  there  is  a  case  for  con- 
sideration.   The  reason  why  we  oannot 
accede  to   this   Bill  is  as  follows: — ^It 
alleges  that  there  is  in  Ireland  hardehip 
on  the  part  of  the  tenant  in  towns  which 
calls  for  remedy.     Our  answer  to  that  is, 
if  there  is  hardship  in  Ireland  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant  in  towns  with  respect 
to  improvements  he  may  make  on  his 
dwelling,   that    hardship,   so  far  from. 
being  exceptional  and  peculiar  to  Ire- 
land, is  felt  to  a  much  greater  extent  in 
England  and  in  Scotland,  because  the 
amount  of  hardship  depends,  in  a  ^reat 
degree,  on  the  strength^and  the  vigpour 
of  the  principle  of  growth  in  towns.      It 
is  in  growing  towns  that  there  is  a  great 
tendency  to  make  improvemente;    and 
as  the  principle  of  growth  in  towns  is 
far  greater  and  more  vigorous  both  in 
England  and  Scotland  than  it  is  in  be- 
laud, the  grievance,  whatever  it  may 
be,  is  far  greater  in  England  and  Soot- 
land  than  it  is  in  Ireland.    But,  so  £sr 
from  asserting  that  that  g^evanee  on j^ht 
not  to  be  entertained  in  regard  to  Eing- 
land  and  Scotland,  I  admit  it  is  a  most 
proper  subject  to  be  examined  into.  Bat 
what  I  say  is  that  we  ought  not  to  de- 
cide a  question  for  England  and  Scot- 
land upon  a  Bill  that  is  brought  in  for 
Ireland.    The  House  ought  not  to  give 
its  decision  unawares.    My  hon.  Fnend 
said  he  wished  to  bring  in  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge.    To  bring  in  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge  might  be  miite  right  upon 
certain  occasions ;    but  I  think  it  is  a 
sound  principle  that  you  should  nerer 
bring  in  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  unless 
you  are  also  prepared  for  the  thick  end 
of  the  wedge.     The  thick  end  of  the 
wedge  is,  in  my  opinion,  the  case  of 
England  and  Scotland;    and  my  sole 
proposition  in  objecting  to  this  Bill  is 
this — that  we  ought  to  have  the  case  of 
England  and  Scotland  before  us  fab^ 
raised  on    its  own  merits,  and  oa^t 
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admiseion  that  there  is  a  case  proper  to 
be  dealt  with  is  as  frank  and  unequivo- 
cal as  is  the  objection  we  feel  to  the  par- 
ticular manner  of  approaching  that  case 
which  would  be  involved  in  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  H.  a.  MAODONALD  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  informed  the  House 
that  he  had  no  objection  to  a  Select 
Committee  being  appointed  to  consider 
this  question,  with  two  reservations. 
One  might  have  expected,  if  that  was  the 
course  which  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  take  on  this  question,  that  they 
should  have  heard  it  a  great  deal  earlier 
in  the  debate,  because  if  the  Government 
had  made  that  statement  earlier  in  the 
debate  the  House  would  probably  not 
have  had  to  spend  a  good  deal  of  Parlia- 
mentary time  in  the  elaborate  discussion 
of  particular  cases.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  mind  of  the  Government  on 
large  and  important  questions  was 
gradually  made  up  as  the  debate  pro- 
ceeded. That  was  to  say,  when  Notice 
of  an  important  subject  was  brought  for- 
ward in  that  House  by  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
to  be  the  Leaders  of  the  House,  but  were 
to  be  led  by  what  they  might  hear  in 
the  course  of  the  debate.  That  was  not 
the  usual  course,  and  certainly  it  was  not 
advisable  that    it  should    become  the 


not  to  decide  it  unawares  and  blindfold 
in  dealing  with  an  Irish  Bill.  That  is 
the  objection  I  have  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  in  regard  to  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1870  the  Government  always  founded 
themselves  on  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances of  Ireland,  and  the  exceptional 
absence  from  freedom  of  contract  in  that 
country.  We  admit  there  is  a  case  for 
consideration ;  and  a  question  has  been 
asked  whether  we  are  willing  to  agree 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Commit- 
tee on  the  subject.  My  right  hon.  Priend 
near  me  has  expressed  a  disinclination 
to  that  course,  having  mainly  in  view 
the  expectation  that  might  be  enter- 
tained that  the  Government  would  be 
held  responsible  for  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee.  We  are 
perfectly  willing  to  agree  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  for  the  ex- 
amination of  this  question,  subject  to 
two  reservations.  The  first  of  these 
reservations  is  that  we  should  wish  to 
consider  carefully  whether,  if  a  Select 
Committee  is  appointed,  it  ought  not  to 
be  appointed  for  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
and  should  not  embrace  the  stronger 
parts  of  the  case  as  well  as  those  which 
are  less  strong.  I  am  not  willing  at  the 
present  moment   to  bind  the   Govern- 


which  it  woidd  be  necessary  to  c^sider 
further,  because  hon.  Mena^ers  well 
know  that  it  is  necesM,yyfor  us  not 
only  to  consider  the  mgiits  of  the  various 
questions  raised,  Jbut  also  the  means 
which  we  have  inr  our  hands  within  the 
limited  time  a^ur  disposal.  Subject 
to  those  t wowser vations,  we  are  willing 
to  agree  Wthe  appointment  of  a  Select 
Commit%e,  either  upon  the  case  of  the 
Three  Jtingdoms,  or  upon  the  case  of 
Irelanflj  if  ^^e  should  be  unable  to  ar- 
rang^  it  for  the  Three  Kingdoms.  But 
i^  We  could  deal  with  it  in  relation  to 
Tliree  Kingdoms,  I  think  it  would 
fe  preferable.  In  my  opinion,  there  is 
Jiothing  to  make  it  difficult  or  inconve- 
nient to  deal  with  the  question  as  a 
vrhole ;  and  from  an  inquiry  instituted 
on  a  sufficiently  broad  basis,  and  im- 
partially conducted,  I  think  great  ad- 
vantage would  arise  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  three  countries.  I  hope  that 
intimation  may  possibly  remove  a  sub- 
jeot  of  di£Ference  among  us,  because  our 

YOL.  OOOn.     [thibs  ssbies.] 


ment  to  undertake  the  conduct  of  that  jjammon  course  in  that  House.     If  an 
Select  Committee.     That  is  a  quesjion'  inquiry  was  to  be  made  into  this  matter. 


it  was  necessai'y  they  should  imderstand 
from  the  Government  upon  what  prin- 
ciple that  inquiry  was  to  be  made,  and  it 
was  most  desirable,  if  a  Select  Commit- 
tee was  to  be  appointed,  that  they  should 
have  a  distinct  intimation  from  the  Go- 
vernment whether  it  would  take  charge 
of  the  Committee.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  this  question  was  one  of  great 
public  importance,  and  it  was  most  un- 
desirable that  this  matter  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  without 
having  a  definite  and  certain  idea  that 
the  Government  of  the  day  proposed  to 
deal  with  it  on  the  Keport  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  understood  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  they  were  there  to  con- 
sider a  question  of  that  kind  on  the 
footing  that  political  economy  had  long 
ago  been  banished  to  some  distant  place. 
That  statement  coming  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  astonish  him ; 
but  it  certainly  did  astonish  him  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  fur- 
ther to  say  that,  although  political  eeo- 
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Tenure  of  To^^^ 


Ltautl^to8ela^^«^««S«e  Aey   did  not 
*L*r^«n    said   joottlatly.   «        ,   ^^^^^  some  of 


OOWMOIJS^ 


v-«idiedtoflOtttett«^       said   joottiar.j.             ,   terms,  some  oi 
bad  been  "^ff^^  name,  commou      ^^^„tand  tbeir  i  g^  ^^^       ^j^  ^ 
,  ?-i.  >!«  didnp*    ^.„«  to  under  \  _, .  ,    _nro  very  g" „.iiontTnna(> 


Yery  excellent  mode 
take  land  tor  tl» 


aonijr  --    ,    xje  Q\o-"^-  rtuevtounu""    \_i-;cli  -were,  v«ij  e>-- 

XI  "'^°-"^r u  B^ni  ^o-^^Cd  pre-    Oh  yes ;  they  were  C  ^^^  .^  ^^.^ 

IS  that  coo^^^^^'^ote  than  it  bad  P  ^^   P^««^«?S'mode  was  one  derived  fern 

'"tthe  meaning  of  J^«"^^at  the  mean     a^    .^^    »^*^,!land  he  thought  when 
^°ia8  unable  to  guess;;  sentence  was.  P  ^^^^iCd  it   Mem\>lrs  wodd 

^n/i  tUe»t''^°:^S consistent, be  L^\ad  desonbed_rt      ^^^^    ^^^  ^^ 
^T^atement was  ba^J  economy   J^^ L^ee  with  ^.^  permanent  ^^^j^^ 
cause,  though   po»      not  suppo^^       4   ta^mg thef  n        ^^.^^^  desired  tor- 
been  banished,  he  wo^d  con     «  y s  tha*       ^^  «,ect  a  dwelling-W 
even  the  C^fj^^omy  was  dead.          i.und  on  ^^^  or   not,heto<i 
tbat  P<>^^*:^ipoUticaleconoy  \^^^^y^^^^^          ^^4  aleu,  and  became  « 
miKht  banisn  P"          pobtie^i  "     ^     \  ^iiat  w»          gggi  of  the  person  im 
Zf  or    Saturn'  bu  ^^^  ^er  owu;  ^^^.    ^ame  o^^^i.^^  bis  riglS.    He  pud 
^ould.be  sure  »      i,^  thts  Sel««           a  Uhom  be        ^  taken  v^bat  vraspnrti- 

theprmcjple  °n     duct.  ^t?f*;%imply«<«*J;  annual  rent; but  thelaadv« 
^ittee  wouW      eatprmciple.  o  jeaUnglcallya^        ^j^ perpetuity,  no onebemg 


a  ^'■"''''resent  and  teT„tnow  that    able  to  «  ^^^^  giving  up  his  U»l 

with  a  preeea  ^ant  to  W        the  \  T^o^«  ;Xvty  must  bl  entiUed  to  wk 


^r^     ♦\Yev  proceeaeu  .-  -      impo^*^.  \      *,r\tv  for  Ma  feu  duty,  ana  wa^  «*» 
^«^°:i?  Vhere  r»  ^.^S  h««^  ^^'^   S  fas  that  tbe  feuar  agreed  brfg 

and  it'?''\l:ld  to  erect  buildings  of  a  c«to 
L,eanm-\bana  ^^^^  ^^^^^  buildings  sh<^ 

r  Le  to  see    Tft^«_!'„;*  tained  in  nU  time  coming.  Tk* 


quee 
xnatter 

out  of  view  in  t 
that  if  they  were  going 
quiry,  they  had  better  have 
if  they  could  not  learn  somethin 
what  took  place  in  some  parts 
United  Kingdom  for  the  purpose  of 
guiding  and  helping  them  as  to  what 
might  be  required  for  the  rest.  Al- 
though some  Scottish  Members — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
E.  R.  Bussell) — had  spoken,  it  was  not 
to  be  expected  that  those  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen,  though  representing 
Scottish  constituencies,  knew  very  much 
about  the  mode  in  which  land  was  ob- 
tained for  the  purpose  of  building  in 
Scotland,  and  lie  tnougbt  that  every 
Scotchman  who  knew  anything  about 
that  matter  would  repudiate  altogether 
the  idea  that  their  mode  of  taking  land 
for  building  purposes  in  Scotland  should 
be  set  aside  by  anything  that  could  be 
invented  by  this  Select  Committee,  or 
by  the  Government,  for  improving  the 
mode  of  taking  land  for  building  in  Ire- 
land and  England.  He  had  sometimes 
been  told  that  he  came  from  a  country 

Mr,  J,M,  d.  Macdonald 


t^-I^  1  '.:w  rigbt.tbe  superior  retained -;^; 


16  itii 


ii?'?^  o^^t  paid,  to  enter  onp* 
M^,  I  adiu.k'.     '    ^^  and  ^ 

^ eq^ble^- 


JNot  otlj,*^ 


rigj 

deterioi 

to  be  a  sect 

the  duty  were 

session  of  the   sui 

presumed  no  one  'w^ 

was    anything    but    ai 

reasonable  arrangement. 

but  the  vassal  had  a  right  _ 

to  sell  his  property  and  calf 

superior  to  take  the   purchased 

feuar.     They  had   thus  no 

Scotland,  and  the  Prime  Minietc 
other  Gentlemen  who  had  visited 
land  would  have  observed  how,  in  _ 
villages  and  small  towns,  men  who  ha 
become  somewhat  prosperous,  and  'were 
able  to  put  by  a  little  money  to  enable 
them  to  build  a  house,  were  always  able 
to  find  suitable  sites  and  build  hooves 
which  were  models  of  comfort  and  con- 
venience. ["  No !  "]   Well,  there  might 
be  some  isolated  cases  of  difficulty,  such 
as  occurred  in  Ireland  in  the  Liberal* 
but  not  in  the  Conservative,  parts  of  the 
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country.  It  was  so  much  the  interest  of 
the  proprietor  to  give  such  feus  that 
there  was  no  difficulty  about  them  ex- 
cept in  the  large  towus,  where,  of  course, 
some  difficulty  would  always  be  felt.  It 
had  been  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  was  desirable  to  estab- 
lish in  the  mind  of  every  head  of  a 
family  the  sentiment  of  home.  That 
was  right  if  the  circumstances  were  suit- 
able. But  in  very  large  towns  the  popu- 
lation which  lived'in  small  houses  were 
necessarily  dependent  for  their  subsist- 
ence upon  the  wages  they  obtained  from 
suitable  work,  and  in  immense  towns 
like  Glasgow,  Liverpool,  and  London  it 
might  be  a  grievous  and  intolerable 
burden  for  a  man  to  have  a  house  of  his 
own  if  it  was  not  near  his  work.  It 
would  be  better  for  him  to  be  a  tenant 
and  to  be  able  to  move  his  family  any 
time  it  might  suit  him.  This  Bill  pre- 
sented many  points  suitable  for  a  Select 
Oommittee ;  but  he  would  again  impress 
on  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  fact 
that  two  things  were  essential  in  order 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  held.  In  the 
first  place,  they  should  have  some  distinct 
statement  of  the  principles  upon  which 
the  Government  proposed  the  matter 
should  be  dealt  with ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  the  Government  should  themselves 
take  the  responsibility  of  the  conduct  of 
that  Select  Committee,  without  which  its 
deliberations  would  be  of  no  value.  The 
question  was  undoubtedly  of  great  public 
importance,  and  it  would  be  most  un- 
desirable that  it  should  be  gone  into 
by  a  Select  Oommittee  at  all  without 
their  having  a  definite  idea  that  the  Go- 
Temraent  proposed  to  deal  with  it  on  the 
Keport  of  the  Committee,  and  would 
take  the  responsibility  for  the  legislation 
that  might  be  brought  in. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  it  had  not  been 
bis  intention  to  trespass  on  the  attention 
of  the  House;  but  he  had  found  him- 
self at  one  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Edinburgh  on  one  point,  and  that  was 
that  he  would  desire  some  explanation 
of  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  which  might 
be  made  by  the  Select  Committee 
suggested.  He  rose  also  on  behalf  of 
those  who,  like  himself,  were  interested 
in  this  question,  not  simply  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Bill,  but  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  redress  of  those 
general  grievances  which  they  held 
could  onfy  be  redressed  by  leasehold 


enfranchisement.  There  were  two  ques- 
tions before  them — the  grierance  and  its 
remedy.  The  grievance  was  practically 
admitted ;  nor  had  it,  he  thought,  be- 
come a  Party  question.  And  anyone 
who  had  studied  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  must 
have  observed  that  he  had  taken  up  the 
whole  subject  of  leasehold  enfranchise- 
ment, and,  with  that  marvellous  power 
of  transformation  with  which  he  was 
gifted,  had  induced  the  whole  Conserva- 
tive Party  to  take  it  up.  But  the  ques- 
tion of  the  remedy  was  quite  another 
matter.  It  was  his  intention,  when  he 
came  into  the  House,  to  give  a  silent 
vote  against  the  Bill,  not  because  he  did 
not  approve  its  objects,  but  because  he 
believed  the  remedy  ought  to  be  of  a 
much  more  sweeping  character.  The 
principle  of  the  present  Law  of  Tenure 
was  that  the  landlord  should  hand  over 
a  piece  of  ground  for  a  time,  and  that  at 
the  end  of  that  period  it  should  revert  to 
him  with  all  the  buildings  upon  it.  He 
was  afraid  to  talk  of  "  &eeaom  of  con- 
tract," because  that  was  the  shibboleth 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  he  was 
afraid  he  mi^ht  mispronounce  it.  But 
he  would  ask — What  freedom  of  con- 
tract was  there  in  the  case  of  a  man  who 
came  forward  and  paid  for  what  was  a 
monopoly  in  the  hands  of  another  man, 
and  only  got  it  upon  certain  terms?  The 
remedy — and  he  recommended  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  refer  to  the  utter- 
ances of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  on  the  subject — the 
remedy  for  the  grievance  appeared  of  a 
very  simple  nature.  They  should  abolish 
leasehold  tenure^or  at  least  put  it  in 
the  power  of  every  person  holding  under 
leasehold  to  convert  that  tenure,  upon 
just  and  equitable  terms,  into  a  free- 
hold. It  was  not  by  tinkering  at  the 
ancient  Land  Laws  of  the  country  that 
they  could  hope  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  time.  It  was  by  reforms  of 
a  sweeping  nature,  which  could  only 
take  place  if  those  who  entered  upon 
the  work  were  prepared  to  act,  not  only 
in  a  thorough  manner,  but  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principles  of  justice. 
Therefore,  if  they  were  to  pass  a  law  on 
this  subject  which  should  enable  men  to 
get  rid  of  their  leaseholds  and  become 
freeholders  on  terms  of  proper  compen- 
sation, he  would  welcome  such  a  mea- 
sure ;  but  this  Bill  proposed  nothing  of 

2  P  2 


1159 


CopyUU         {COMMONS}        Enfranch%%emmi  BiU.        1160 


the  sort.  It  only  applied  the  principle 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870  to  house 
tenure.  But  the  principles  of  that  Act 
were  only  applicable  to,  and  were  de- 
signed for,  agriculture  tenure — a  class  of 
holding  entirely  different  from  the  lease- 
hold tenure  of  towns.  He  therefore  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill,  not  because  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  not  made  out  their 
case,  but  because  the  remedy  they  pro- 
posed was  not  a  thorough  and  sufficient 
remedy.  Let  them  adopt  leasehold  en- 
franchisement as  a  substitute  for  what 
was  here  proposed,  or  let  them  refer  the 
whole  question  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  if  the  Prime  Minister  was  prepared 
to  make  the  scope  of  the  Committee  wide 
enough  to  embrace  the  whole  question 
of  leasehold  enfranchisement,  then  he 
would  cordially  and  cheerfully  support 
it.  If  not,  his  only  alternative,  holding, 
as  he  did,  that  the  proposition  of  the 
Bill  was  unsound  and  legally  untenable, 
was  to  vote  against  it. 

Me.  CRILLY  desired  to  say  with  re- 
ference to  the  sympathetic  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  he  admitted  the 
propriety  of  the  two  reservations  he  had 
put  before  them — namely,  first,  that  the 
pressure  of  work  placed  upon  Govern- 
ment at  the  present  time  prevented  them 
from  giving  attention  to  the  conduct  of 
tho  Committee;  and,  secondly,  that  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  should  be  included  in 
the  inquiry  of  the  Committee.  Their 
only  reason  for  objecting  to  it  was  the 
fear  that  the  Committee  would  not  get 
to  work  quickly  enough.  They  believed, 
however,  that  the  Committee  would 
soon  get  to  work,  seeing  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Galway 
had  on  the  Order  Book  a  Motion  refer- 
ring to  this  subject  on  Tuesday  next, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  appoint  the  Committee. 
He  therefore  desired,  by  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  to  withdraw  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  withdrawn, 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

{Mr.  CharUt  Jamet^  Mr,  Qr$gGryy  Mr,  Stafford 

Soteard,  Mr,  Ferguion^  Mr,  Mellor.) 

[bill  26.]      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  0.  H.  JAMES,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 

Jir.  Maldane 


said,  that  it  was  substantially  the  same 
as  the  measure  which  passed  through  the 
House  last  Session,  and  which  shared 
the  unfortunate  fate  of  other  Bills  which 
failed  to  survive  the  defeat  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  movement  in.  favour  of 
the  enfranchisement  of  copyholds  had  a 
long  history.  In  1837  an  exceedinglj 
strong  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  reported  as  follows  : — 

*'  Tour  Committee  are  satisfied  that  this 
tenure  is  ill-adapted  to  the  wants  of  the  present 
day,  and  is  a  blot  on  the  juridical  system  of  the 
country.  They  consider  that  the  peculiarity  es  of 
copyholds,  which  have  their  root  in  the  villenage 
of  the  feudal  system,  are  highly  inconrenient 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  lords  and  of  tho 
general  interests  of  the  State.  Your  Committee 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  abolition  of 
this  tenure  would  not  only  be  of  great  public 
benefit,  but  should  be  made,  if  possible,  a  na- 
tional object.  No  plan  which  merely  gives  the 
parties  an  option  to  enfranchise  will  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  case,  and  we  are  desirous  to 
see  a  plan  introduced  which  shall  eventually 
be  compulsory  on  both  the  lords  and  the  copy- 
holders.*' 

In  1851  another  Committee  sat  and 
decided — 

*^  That  copyhold  and  customary  tenures  are 
f  re<|uently  a  bar  to  the  application  of  skill  and 
capital,  an  impediment  to  the  improvement  of 
the  land,  and  injurious  to  the  public  interests, 
and  that  it  is  highly  desirable,  in  the  interests 
of  the  lord,  the  tenant,  and  the  public,  that  the 
entire  enfranchisement  of  these  tenures  should 
be  efiected  as  soon  as  possible  on  equitable 
terms.*' 

Among  the  reasons  for  the  abolition  of 
copyhold  tenure  was  the  peculiarity  of 
the  modes  in  which  the  land  descended. 
In  some  manors  the  custom  of  gavel- 
kind prevailed,  the  land  descending  to 
all  children  in  equal  shares ;  in  others 
it  went  to  the  youngest  child  by  the 
custom  of  borough-English ;  and  in 
others  the  ordinary  rules  of  devolution 
were  followed.  It  was  absurd  that  pro- 
vision should  have  to  be  made  in  deeds 
and  settlements  for  such  widely- divergent 
peculiarities.  Under  the  existing  law 
the  rights  of  the  lord  of  the  manor  with 
respect  to  timber  and  mines  were  very 
peculiar.  The  right  of  property  was  in 
the  lord,  but  the  possession  with  the 
tenant,  the  result  being  that  neither  lord 
nor  tenant  could  touch  either  timber  or 
mines  without  the  consent  of  the  other. 
The  result  was  that  throughout  the 
country  copyhold  land  had  little  or  no 
timber  upon  it.  The  complications  in  the 
conveyance  of  oopyholds  were  great  and 
vexatious.    Many  of  the  form^tiee  ob* 
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served  were  means  of  great  oppression 
not  useful  to  lords  of  the  manor,  but  to 
their  stewards  and  such  like  officials, 
who  exacted  heavy  fees  from  tenants  for 
nominal  or  useless  servioes.     One  of  the 

Proposals  of  the  Bill  related  to  the 
eriots  connected  with  copyholds.  Under 
the  heriot  system  the  lord  of  the  manor 
was  entitled  to  take  possession  of  the 
best  chattel  on  his  tenant's  land,  and 
cases  had  been  known  of  yaluable  race- 
horses being  seized  in  pursuance  of  this 
right.  The  anomaly  would  be  removed 
by  this  Bill  as  far  as  timber  was  con- 
cerned ;  but,  like  previous  measures  on 
the  subject  of  copyhold  tenure,  the  Bill 
contained  no  provisions  with  regard  to 
mines,  on  account  of  the  enormous  value 
of  that  kind  of  property.  The  Bill 
would  also  simplify  the  mode  and  lessen 
the  cost  of  conveyances,  and  it  would 
get  rid  of  chief  rents  and  heriots. 
Former  Copyhold  Bills  had  not  fixed  a 
time  when  the  initiative  must  be  taken 
by  somebody ;  but  the  present  measure 
provided  that  at  the  next  admittance 
the  lord  must  give  a  notice  to  the  tenant 
to  enfranchise  that  particular  copyhold. 
Another  provision  was  that  the  Land 
Oommissioners  should  frame  a  Schedule , 
of  ordinary  payments  for  ordinary  cases 
of  enfranchisements,  and,  consequently, 
tenants  need  in  future  experience  no 
terror  on  the  ground  of  expense.  With 
regard  to  the  stewards,  they  were  not 
harshly  dealt  with,  as  the  Bill  would 
give  to  them  whati  the  Committee  con- 
ceived to  be  fair  compensation.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (JTr.  C.  JS.  James.) 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  desirability  of  getting  rid 
of  copyhold  tenure  as  soon  as  possible, 
but  doubted  whether  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend. would  effect  that  object.  The 
proposal  that  power  should  be  given  to 
the  Land  Commissioners  to  fix  the  scale 
of  compensation  with  reference  to  en- 
franchisement was  unprecedented  and 
exceedingly  dangerous.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Bill  was  an  elaborate  and  somewhat 
complicated  alteration  of  the  existing 
law ;  and,  so  far  from  effecting  com- 
pulsory enfranchisement,  in  many  cases 
of  an  irritating  nature  connected  with 


copyhold  tenure  it  would  have  no  effect 
whatever.  There  were  many  provi- 
sions in  the  Bill  which  were  compara- 
tively unnecessary,  and  in  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  the  Bill  were  to  be  read  a  second 
time  it  would  have  to  be  considerably 
amended  in  Committee ;  and  one  thing 
he  would  urge  was,  that  the  House 
should  lay  down  a  scale  of  compensation 
itself,  and  not  refer  it  to  the  Land  Com- 
missioners. As  to  Clause  7,  he  objected 
to  it  as  altogether  opposed  to  the  pro- 
fessed object  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GEEGORY,  in  supporting  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  remarked  that 
Clause  7  was  undoubtedly  a  blot  in  the 
measure  which  would  require  to  be  dealt 
with  at  a  later  stage  before  it  could  be 
made  workable. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  the  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Bboadhubst)  said,  it  might 
be  convenient  to  state  at  once  that  the 
Government  agreed  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  but  in  making  that 
statement  it  must  be  understood  that 
they  did  not  bind  themselves  not  to  pro- 
pose some  Amendments  at  a  later  stage. 
He  hoped,  if  the  second  reading  was 
obtained,  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
C.  H.  James)  would  fix  the  Commit- 
tee stage  at  a  date  sufficiently  far  in 
the  Session  to  give  hon.  Members  and 
the  Government  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering all  the  provisions  and  details  of 
the  measure.  With  regard  to  the  criti- 
cisms of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  H. 
Bolton),  he  thought  it  would  be  found 
that  the  fixing  of  a  scale  of  compensa- 
tion by  the  Land  Commissioners  was 
only  to  be  done  under  certain  circum- 
stances, and  that  there  were  other  modes 
and  ways  of  fixing  compensation.  He 
was  somewhat  surprised  to  find  Clause  7 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  could  not  imagine 
how  it  came  to  be  inserted,  because  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  calculated  to 
defeat  the  main  object  of  the  measure. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  now  consent 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
House  should  have  some  time  to  con- 
sider the  details  of  the  Bill,  because  the 
measure  was  a  somewhat  complicated 
one.  He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Sussex  (Mr. 
Ghregory)  that  Clause  7  was  a  blot  on  the 
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the  sort.  It  only  applied  the  prinoiple 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1 870  to  house 
tenure.  But  the  principles  of  that  Act 
were  only  applicable  to,  and  were  de- 
signed for,  agriculture  tenure — a  class  of 
holding  entirely  different  from  the  lease- 
hold tenure  of  towns.  He  therefore  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill,  not  because  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  not  made  out  their 
case,  but  because  the  remedy  they  pro- 
posed was  not  a  thorough  and  sufficient 
remedy.  Let  them  adopt  leasehold  en- 
franchisement as  a  substitute  for  what 
was  here  proposed,  or  let  them  refer  the 
whole  question  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  if  the  Prime  Minister  was  prepared 
to  make  the  scope  of  the  Committee  wide 
enough  to  embrace  the  whole  question 
of  leasehold  enfranchisement,  then  he 
would  cordially  and  cheerfully  support 
it.  If  not,  his  only  alternative,  holding, 
as  he  did,  that  the  proposition  of  the 
Bill  was  unsound  and  legally  untenable, 
was  to  vote  against  it. 

Mb.  CRILLY  desired  to  say  with  re- 
ference to  the  sympathetic  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  he  admitted  the 
propriety  of  the  two  reservations  he  had 
put  before  them — namely,  first,  that  the 
pressure  of  work  placed  upon  Govern- 
ment at  the  present  time  prevented  them 
from  giving  attention  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Committee;  and,  secondly,  that  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  should  be  included  in 
the  inquiry  of  the  Committee.  Their 
only  reason  for  objecting  to  it  was  the 
fear  that  the  Committee  would  not  get 
to  work  quickly  enough.  They  believed, 
however,  that  the  Committee  would 
soon  get  to  work,  seeing  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Galway 
had  on  the  Order  Book  a  Motion  refer- 
ring to  this  subject  on  Tuesday  next, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  appoint  the  Committee. 
He  therefore  desired,  by  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  to  withdraw  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

(Mr,  Charlet  Jametf  Mr,  Qregory,  Mr,  Stafford 

Moward,  Mr,  Ferguion,  Mr,  Mellor.) 

[bell  26.]      SBOOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  0.  H.  JAMES,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 

Mr.  Maldane 


said,  that  it  was  substantially  the  same 
as  the  measure  which  passed  through  the 
House  last  Session,  and  which  shared 
the  unfortunate  fate  of  other  Bills  which 
failed  to  survive  the  defeat  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  movement  in  favour  of 
the  enfranchisement  of  copyholds  had  a 
long  history.  In  1837  an  exceedingly 
strong  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  reported  as  follows  : — 

**  Your  Committee  are  satisfied  that  this 
tenore  is  ill-adapted  to  the  wants  of  the  preeent 
day,  and  is  a  blot  on  the  juridical  system  of  the 
country.  They  consider  that  the  peculiariti  em  of 
copyholds,  which  have  their  root  in  the  viUeiiage 
of  the  feudal  system,  are  highly  inconvenient 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  lords  and  of  the 
general  interests  of  the  State.  Tour  Committee 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  abolition  of 
this  tenure  would  not  only  he  of  great  poblio 
benefit,  hut  should  be  made,  if  possible,  a  na- 
tional object.  No  plan  which  merely  gives  the 
parties  an  option  to  enfranchise  will  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  case,  and  we  are  desiroua  to 
see  a  plan  introduced  which  shall  eventually 
be  compulsory  on  both  the  lords  and  the  copy- 
holders." 

In  1851  another  Committee  sat  and 
decided — 


^^  That  copyhold  and  customary  tenures 
frequently  a  bar  to  the  application  of  skill  and 
capital,  an  impediment  to  the  improvement  of 
the  land,  and  injurious  to  the  public  intereste, 
and  that  it  is  highly  desirable,  m  the  interests 
of  the  lord,  the  tenant,  and  the  public,  that  the 
entire  enfranchisement  of  these  tenures  should 
be  effected  as  soon  as  possible  on  equitable 
terms." 

Among  the  reasons  for  the  abolition  of 
copyhold  tenure  was  the  peculiarity  of 
the  modes  in  which  the  land  descended. 
In  some  manors  tbe  custom  of  gavel- 
kind  prevailed,  the  land  descending-  to 
all  children  in  equal  shares ;  in  others 
it  went  to  the  yoimgest  child  by  the 
custom  of  borough-English;  and  in 
others  the  ordinary  rules  of  devolutioii 
were  followed.  It  was  absurd  that  pro- 
vision should  have  to  be  made  in  deeds 
and  settlements  for  such  widely- divergrent 
peculiarities.  Under  the  existing  law 
the  rights  of  the  lord  of  the  manor  with 
respect  to  timber  and  mines  were  very 
peculiar.  The  right  of  property  was  in 
the  lord,  but  the  possession  with  the 
tenant,  the  residt  being  that  neither  lord 
nor  tenant  could  touch  either  timber  or 
mines  without  the  consent  of  the  other. 
The  result  was  that  throughout  the 
country  copyhold  land  had  little  or  no 
timber  upon  it.  The  complications  in  the 
conveyance  of  copyholds  were  great  and 
vezatioas.    Many  of  the  formfuities  ob* 
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served  were  means  ef  great  oppression 
not  useful  to  lords  of  the  manor,  but  to 
their  stewards  and  such  like  ofiicials, 
who  esacted  heavy  fees  from  tenants  for 
nominal  or  useless  servioss.  One  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Bill  related  to  the 
heriotsconnected  with  copyholds.  Under 
the  heriot  system  the  lord  of  the  manor 
was  entitled  to  take  possession  of  the 
beat  chattel  on  his  tenaat's  land,  and 
cases  had  been  known  of  valuable  race- 
horses being  seized  in  pursuance  of  this 
right.  The  anomaly  would  he  removed 
by  this  Bill  as  far  as  timber  was  con- 
cerned ;  but,  like  previous  measures  on 
the  subject  of  cop^old  tenure,  the  Bill 
contained  no  provisions  with  regard  to 
mines,  on  account  of  the  enormous  value 
of  that  kind  of  property.  The  Bill 
would  also  simplify  the  mode  and  lessen 
the  cost  of  conveyances,  and  it  would 
get  rid  of  chief  rents  and  heriots. 
Former  Copyhold  Bills  had  not  fixed  a 
time  when  the  initiative  must  be  taken 
by  somebody ;  but  the  present  measure 
provided  that  at  the  next  admittance 
the  lord  must  give  a  notice  to  the  tenant 
to  enfranchise  that  particular  copyhold. 
Another  provision  was  that  the  Land 
Commissioners  should  frame  a  Schedule 
of  ordinary  payments  for  ordinary  oases 
of  enfraaobiaenients,  and,  conseciuently, 
tenants  need  in  future  experience  no 
terror  on  the  ground  of  expense.  With 
regard  to  the  stewards,  they  were  not 
harshly  dealt  with,  as  the  Bill  would 
give  to  them  what  the  Committee  con- 
ceived to  be  fair  compensation.  The 
boo.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*■  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Mr.  C.  B.  Jamei.) 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  desirability  of  getting  rid 
of  copyhold  tenure  as  soon  as  possible, 
but  doubted  whether  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend. would  effect  that  object.  Tho 
proposal  that  power  should  be  given  to 
the  Land  Commissioners  to  fix  the  scale 
of  compensation  with  reference  to  en- 
franchisement was  unprecedented  and 
exceedingly  dangerous.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Bill  was  an  elaborate  and  somewhat 
complicated  alteration  of  the  existing 
law ;  and,  so  far  from  effecting  com- 
pulsory enfranchisement,  in  many  cases 
of  an  irritating  nature  connected  witb   Gregorj 


EnfrmoMummt  Bill.    1162 

copyhold  tenure  it  would  have  no  effect 
whatever.  There  were  many  provi- 
sions in  the  Bill  which  were  compara- 
tively unnecessary,  and  in  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  the  Bill  were  to  be  read  a  second 
time  it  would  have  to  be  considerably 
amended  in  Committee ;  and  one  thing 
he  would  urge  was,  that  the  House 
should  lay  down  a  scale  of  compensation 
itself,  and  not  refer  it  to  the  Land  Com- 
missioners. As  to  Clause  7,  he  objected 
to  it  as  altogether  opposed  to  the  pro- 
fessed object  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  GEEOORY,  in  supporting  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  remarked  that 
Clause  7  was  undoubtedly  a  blot  in  the 
measure  which  would  require  to  be  dealt 
with  at  a  later  stage  before  it  could  be 
made  workable. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Beoadhcest)  said,  it  might 
be  convenient  to  state  at  once  that  the 
Government  agreed  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  but  in  making  that 
statement  it  must  be  understood  that 
they  did  not  bind  themselves  not  to  pro- 
pose some  Amendments  at  a  later  stage. 
He  hoped,  if  the  second  reading  was 
obtained,  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
0.  H.  James)  would  fix  the  Commit- 
tee stage  at  a  date  sufficiently  far  in 
the  Session  to  give  hon.  Members  and 
the  Government  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering all  the  provisions  and  details  of 
the  measure,  with  regard  to  the  criti- 
cisms of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  H. 
Bolton),  he  thought  it  would  be  found 
that  the  fixing  of  a  scale  of  compeosa- 
tion  by  tho  Land  Commissioners  was 
only  to  be  done  under  certain  circum- 
stancea,  and  that  there  were  other  modes 
and  ways  of  fixing  compensation.  He 
was  somewhat  surprised  to  find  Clause  7 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  could  not  imagine 
how  it  came  to  be  inserted,  because  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  calculated  to 
defeat  t' 
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Bill.  As  to  heriots,  he  would  relate  the 
case  of  a  copyholder  who  reared  a  par- 
ticular breed  of  horses.  He  knew  that 
certain  lords  of  the  manor  under  whom 
he  held  copyholds  were  particularly 
anxious  to  become  possessors  of  some 
of  these  animals.  He,  therefore,  in- 
structed his  land  steward  to  spread 
abroad  the  statement  that  he  had  died. 
The  lords  of  the  manor  immediately  sent 
down  to  his  property  to  mark  the  parti- 
cular horses  which  they  wished  to  claim. 
The  owner,  becoming  aware  of  this  fact, 
and  not  being  dead  as  was  supposed, 
sold  every  one  of  the  horses  which  had 
been  so  carefully  marked  by  the  lords  of 
the  manor,  who  were  very  much  sur- 
prised at  the  state  of  things  which  was 
eventually  revealed  when  he  really 
died.  He  believed  the  House  would 
be  able  to  frame  a  measure  out  of  this 
Bill  which  would,  on  the  whole,  be  satis- 
factory. 

Mk.  BETHELL  said,  he  agreed  in 
thinking  that  the  main  objection  to  this 
Bill  was  to  be  found  in  Clause  7.  While 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  ad- 
mitted for  many  years,  he  thought  it 
advisable  to  point  out  that  while  they 
were  again  asserting  the  principle  of 
single  ownership  in  land,  as  opposed  to 
double  ownership,  the  House  must  re- 
member that  of  late  it  had  been  sug- 
gested throughout  the  country  that  the 
principle  of  double  ownership  should  be 
introduced  as  against  single  ownership. 
Another  objection  he  had  to  the  measure 
was  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  un- 
fair to  the  lord  of  the  manor.  The  pre- 
sent law  provided  for  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  copyholds,  but  gave  the  power 
of  enfranchisement  to  the  lord  of  the 
manor  as  well  as  to  the  tenant.  The 
present  Bill  proposed  to  confine  that 
power  to  the  tenant.  This  he  thought 
most  unfair. 

Mr.  WAEMINGTON,  in  supporting 
the  Bill,  said,  he  hoped  in  Committee  to 
suggest  Amendments  which  would  sim- 
plify the  procedure  and  diminish  the 
costs  in  the  enfranchisement  of  small 
estates.  It  would  be  well  if  a  Schedule 
were  added  to  the  Bill  setting  forth  the 
maximum  scale  of  costs  for  estates  of 
different  value. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  22nd  March. 

Sir  WaUer  B.  BartUht 


METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS 
(WATER  SUPPLY,  &c.)  BILL.— [Bill  34.] 

(^t>  Jamn  M^Oard'Sogfff  Mr.  Brye^t  Sir  Qmrgt 
JRusaeU,  Colonel  BugheM.) 

SECOND  EEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOQG,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  had  passed  its 
second  reading  last  Session  with  the 
support  of  the  Government,  though 
defeated  ultimately  bj  the  difficulties 
which  private  Members'  Bills  had  to  en- 
counter. The  Bill  was  merely  intended 
to  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  appear  before  the  Parlia- 
mentary Committees  and  oppose,  if  thej 
thought  £t,  in  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers' Bills  promoted  by  the  Water 
Companies  giving  power  to  enforce 
vexatious  regulations  or  to  raise  exces- 
sive capital.  The  Auditor  had  disallowed 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  for  so  acting  on 
a  previous  occasion,  on  the  ground  that 
this  was  beyond  their  powers,  and 
therefore  it  was  that  this  Bill  was  now 
introduced. 

Colonel  MAXINS  said,  the  Bill  was 
quite  unnecessary,  for  no  Committee  in 
the  present  state  of  public  opinion  would 
grant  a  Water  Company  excessive  powers 
of  any  kind.  It  was,  therefore,  quite 
unnecessary  for  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  waste  the  ratepayers'  money 
in  appearing  before  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees in  such  cases.  The  House  should 
be  careful  how  it  gave  a  Body  which 
was  not  directly,  but  only  indirectly, 
representative  of  the  ratepayers,  the 
power  of  spending  money  unnecesoarily ; 
and  Heaven  knew  that  the  rates  were 
heavy  enough  already.  He  thought 
that,  if  anything,  the  f power  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  in  regard 
to  expenditure  ought  to  be  curbed  rather 
than  enlarged,  unless  a  strong  case  of 
necessity  could  be  made  out,  and  no 
necessity  had  been  proved.  There  were 
plenty  of  hon.  Members  of  that  House 
representing  the  Metropolis  who  would 
jealously  guard  against  anything  being 
done  to  the  detriment  of  the  ratepayers. 
He  therefore  hoped  that  the  w>iise 
would  not  assent  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 


1165    Metropolitan  JBoard  of    {Febexjaby  24,  1886}   Worh^JFater^  ^c.) Bill.  1166 


Mr.  COOPE,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months,  said,  that  Bill  was  to  his 
mind  a  most  mischievous  measure 
brought  in  inconsiderately  by  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works,  who  were 
very  apt  to  give  the  Metropolis  a  great 
deal  of  unnecessary  trouble.  The  mea- 
sure would  give  that  Board  the  power  of 
taxing  the  ratepayers  uselessly,  as  they 
had  done  before,  and  of  taxing  them 
heavily.  On  a  former  occasion  that 
Board  had  taken  upon  itself  without 
due  legal  power  to  put  the  Metropolis  to 
an  expense  of  £17,000,  and  then  they 
came  to  that  House  with  a  Bill  of  In- 
demnity to  relieve  them  from  that  to 
which  they  were  personally  liable.  If 
in  future  they  were  to  have  a  Munici- 
pality for  the  whole  Metropolis,  it  would 
be  unwise  to  intrust  powers  of  that  kind 
to  a  Body  such  as  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works ;  and,  under  the  whole 
circumstances  of  the  case,  he  thought 
the  Bill  was  one  which  the  House  ought 
not  to  pass.  He  begged,  therefore,  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months.'* — {Mr.  Coope.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  F.  W.  MACLEAN  said,  that  the 
Bill  appeared  to  be  unsound  in  point  of 
principle  and  dangerous  in  point  of  pre- 
cedent. Its  object  was  really  to  remove 
a  restriction  placed  on  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  by  previous  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  if  passed  it  would  result 
in  increased  rates  and  also  in  increased 
cost  to  the  Water  Companies  without 
any  corresponding  benefit  to  the  public 
at  large.  It  was,  he  hoped,  more  than 
probable  that  in  time  they  would  have 
one  comprehensive  Body  dealing  for  the 
Metropolis  with  all  these  questions,  and 
this  was,  perhaps,  the  last  effort  made 
by  a  Body  to  some  extent  moribund  in 
the  hope  by  getting  these  powers  of 
being  in  a  position  when  the  question 
arose  to  say — **"We  are  now  in  posses- 
sion of  powers  that  are  very  important, 
and  they  ought  not  to  bo  taken  away 
from  us.*'  Moreover,  if  they  sanctioned 
the  Bill  at  the  instance  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  there  could  be 
no  fair  refusal  given  to  all  the  Local 
Bodies  of  Provincial  towns  should  they 


come  to  Parliament  asking  for  similar 
powers.  He,  therefore,  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETAftY  of 
STATE  for  the  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Broadhurst)  said,  it  might 
facilitate  Business  if  he  stated  at  once 
that  the  Government  were  unable  to 
agree  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Hon.  Members  who  had  examined  the 
Bill  would  be  somewhat  astounded  at 
the  enormous  powers  which  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  sought  from  the 
House.  There  was,  in  fact,  really  no 
limit  to  the  expenditure  they  might  incur 
if  the  Bill  became  law.  Having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  Government  would 
very  shortly  be  considering  the  pro- 
posals for  a  representative  system  of 
government  |f  or  the  whole  of  the  Metro- 
polis, they  were  of  opinion  that  they 
would  not  be  consulting  the  interests  of 
the  ratepayers  by  agreeing  to  the  pro- 
posal brought  forward  that  afternoon. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  compelled  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  rider  cook  said,  that 
though  he  was  in  favour  of  a  reform  of 
London  Government,  he  did  not  think 
that,  on  the  chance  of  that  reform,  these 
very  necessary  and  beneficial  powers 
should  be  denied  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  He  was  a  member  of 
the  Board,  and  could  say  that  in  the 
past  the  Board  had  opposed  several 
Water  Bills,  to  the  great  advantage  of 
the  ratepayers.  But  they  wanted  to 
be  able  to  do  this  with  perfect  legality. 
These  powers  of  raising  new  capital 
which  the  Companies  were  constantly 
obtainiDg  would  immensely  enhance  the 
sum  to  be  paid  to  the  Companies  when- 
ever they  came  to  be  bought  out. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  did  not 
think  that  the  reason  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  opposing  this  Bill  was  a 
very  good  one.  When  they  were  in 
Office  previously,  they  had  under  their 
consideration  a  scheme  for  the  better 
government  of  London ;  but  that  had 
resulted  in  nothing  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Metropolis.  He  saw  no  reason  at 
present  to  suppose  that  any  future  de- 
liberations would  be  productive  of  better 
results ;  and  the  reform  of  London  Go- 
vernment still  seemed  some  distance  off. 
Meanwhile,  the  Water  Companies  were 
largely  increasing  their  capital.  When 
in  Office  some  years  ago,  he  (Sir  R. 
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Aeslieton  Cross)  endeavoured  to  bring 
forward  a  plan  for  buying  out  the  Water 
Companies.  The  necessary  calculations 
were  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Smith, 
a  gentleman  who  had  possessed  the  con- 
fidence of  several  Governments.  Mr. 
Smith  threw  his  whole  heart  into  the 
matter,  and  produced  a  scheme  and  a 
basis  of  valuation  which  appeared  to  be 
most  accurate  and  fair.  Subsequently 
a  Committee  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
subject,  and  Mr.  Smith  was  severely 
attacked  on  the  ground  that  his  esti- 
mate was  excessive.  The  plan  was  re- 
j  ected.  Several  years  had  since  elapsed , 
and  a  Beturn  recently  made  showed 
that,  taking  all  the  Water  Companies 
together,  if  they  had  been  purchased  on 
Mr.  Smith's  estimate  the  profits  to  the 
purchaser  would  have  amounted  to 
£99,000.  He  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
tliis  statement  in  justice  to  Mr.  Smith. 
It  was  true  that  with  regard  to  one  Com- 
pany the  amount  offered  was  greatly  in  ex- 
cess ;  but  his  instructions  to  Mr.  Smith 
were  that  he  should  buy  the  whole  of 
Companies'  works  or  none ;  and  there- 
fore, at  the  last  moment,  Mr.  Smith  was 
compelled  to  give  one  Company  a  larger 
sum  than  they  were  entitled  to.  Mr. 
Smith,  as  the  result  showed,  was  amply 
justified  in  what  he  had  proposed.  The 
Water  Companies  would,  he  undertook 
to  say,  be  never  again  purchased  at  so 
low  a  rate,  and  the  public  had  lost  an 
opportunity  which  they  never  would 
have  again.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  in  refusing  to 
purchase,  made  a  very  great  mistake, 
which,  no  doubt,  he  must  have  ever 
since  regretted.  They  were  told  that 
the  Companies  would  be  bought  up  when 
London  had  a  reformed  government. 
But  he  supposed  the  question  of  Ireland 
would  take  precedence ;  and  in  the 
meantime  the  water  consumers  of  the 
Metropolis  were  suffering. 

Mh.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  the  reasons  given  by  the  Under 
Secretary  (Mr.  Broad  hurst)  for  oppos- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  were 
very  inadequate.  The  Under  Secretary 
told  the  House  that  the  Bill  oug^ht  not 
to  be  carried  to  a  second  reading  be- 
cause at  some  time  or  other  we  should 
have  a  better  government  of  the  Metro- 
polis. For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
that  the  public  ought  to  make  use  of 
any  protection  which  they  possessed; 
and  they  had  no  other  protector  but  the 
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Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  which  in 
the  past  ha4)  as  far  as  possible,  defended 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayers  against 
the  Water  Companies.  He  could  not 
forget  that  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  who 
was  Home  Secretary  at  the  time,  op- 
posed with  the  greatest  bitterness,  and, 
unfortunately,  with  effect,  one  of  the  best 
Bills  every  introduced  into  the  House ; 
and  he  thought  that  no  greater  mis- 
fortune had  happened  to  the  Metropolis 
than  the  failure  of  that  Bill.  Since  that 
time  nothing  had  been  done  in  the 
matter,  nor  was  anything  likely  to  be 
done  for  some  years. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 

MOTION. 


MABBIEB  WOMEN  (mAINTENANOE    IK  CASE 

OF  desebtion)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pulley,  Bill  to  amend  tlie 
Law  relating  to  the  Midntenance  of  Married 
Women  who  shall  have  been  descoied  by  their 
husbands,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Pulley,  Mr.  Thomas  Blake,  Mr.  Winterbotbam, 
and  Mr.  Warmington. 

Billj9rf<^^<f,  and  read  the  firtt  time.[BiIlIll.] 

PAYMENT  OF  MEHBEBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Spensley,  Bill  to  re- 
store the  ancient  constitutional  practice  of 
Payment  of  Members  out  of  local  rates,  ordertd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Spensley,  Mr.  Laboa* 
chore,  Mr.  Lawson.  Mr.  Boyd  Kinnaar,  and 
Mr.  Conybeare. 

BTMpreeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 12.} 

LAND    TAX    OOICMISSIONEBS'   NAMES  BUI*. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Leveson  Gk>wer,  Bill 
to  appoint  additional  Commissioners  for  cc*- 
cuting  the  Acts  for  granting  a  Land  Tkx  and 
other  Hates  and  Taxes,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in 
by  Mr.  Leveson  Gower  and  Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler. 

"^liipriienUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  113.] 

SCHOOL  FEES  OF    NON-PAtTPBBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Bill  to 
amend  the  provisions  of  the  Education  Act, 
1876,  so  as  to  enable  parents  of  children  being 
Non-Paupers  to  obtam  payment  of  School  Fees 
wiUiout  having  to  apply  to  the  gnardiana  or 
their  officers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Vr. 
Llewellyn,  Sir  Richard  Paget,  and  Mr.  Hob> 
house. 

Bmi»r#Mfi/#(^  and  read  the  flxtt  tiina.  [Bin  1 14.] 
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nrCOME  TAX  ADMINISTBATION  AMBND- 
MEirr  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hubbard,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Administration  of  the  Law  of  In- 
come Tax,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Hubbard,  Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Leatham, 
and  Mr.  Whitley. 
^iMpreseHted,B.iiA  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  115.] 

MSB0HANDI8E  MARKS  ACT   (1862) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  "of  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Bill 
to  amend  "The  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
1862,"  in  order  to  apply  a  more  prompt  and 
effectual  method  of  dealing  with  infringements 
of  Trade  Marks  and  falM  marking  of  goods 
generally,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr. 
Stuart-Wortley,  Mr.  Baden-rowell,  and  Vis- 
eount  Cranbome. 
Bill  pretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 1 6,] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday^  25th  February,  1886. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

MINUTES.] -Public  Bills— ^ir«^  Beading^ 
Arbitration*  (17);  Justices*  Jurisdiction • 
(18);  Law  of  Evidence  Amendment*  (19); 
Union  of  Benefices  ♦  (20). 

Second  Reading — Freshwater  Fisheries  (Eels) 
(16). 

NEW  PEER. 

Sir  Henry  Allsopp,  Baronet,  having 
been  created  Baron  Hindlip  of  Hindlip 
in  the  county  of  Worcester  and  of 
Alsop-en-le-Dale  in  the  county  of  Derby 
— Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

FBESHWATER  FISHERIES  (EELS)  BILL. 

{The[Lord  Thurlow.) 

(NO.  15.)      SECOIO)   BEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Heading  read. 

Lord  THUELOW,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
saidy  that  its  object  was  merely  to  re- 
move doubts  which  had  arisen  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  as  to  the  exact  interpre- 
tation to  be  placed  on  the  wording  of 
the  Freshwater  Fisheries  Bill.  It  had 
been  held  in  the  Oonrts  of  Law  that 
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this  Bill  included  eels,  though  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  framers  of  that 
Act  that  they  should  be  included.  The 
provisions  of  that  Act  were  inapplicable 
to  this  fish.  It  was  a  matter  largely 
affecting  the  question  of  food  supply, 
not  only  in  London,  but  in  Manchester, 
Birmingham,  Leeds,  and  Liverpool, 
where  large  quantities  of  eels  were  con- 
sumed. At  present  there  was  a  very 
large  importation  of  eels  from  Ireland, 
Scotland,  and  other  places  where  the 
Act  of  1878  was  not  intended  to  apply. 
Beyond  that,  difficulties  had  also  arisen 
in  other  parts  of  England  in  ascertain- 
ing where  the  eels  sent  for  sale  had 
actually  been  caught,  and  these  diffi- 
culties had  been  made  the  subject  of 
legal  proceedings.  He  was  informed 
that  in  London  alone  there  were  hun- 
dreds of  shops  in  the  East  End  where  a 
very  large  trade  was  done  in  this  class 
of  fish,  and  the  livelihood  of  these 
persons  would  be  jeopardized  if  the  Act 
of  1878  remained  in  the  uncertain  state 
in  which  it  at  present  stood. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
—{^The  Lord  Thurlow,) 

Motion  qgreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  oommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 


THE  NEW  PUBLIC  OFFICES. 
EESOLimON'. 

LoED  8TRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL: My  Lords,  it  will  take  but  a 
few  minutes  to  explain  and  justify  the 
Notice  I  have  given,  as  the  subject  has 
been  made  familiar  on  various  occasions 
to  your  Lordships.  The  immediate,  or, 
at  least,  the  urgent  fact  is,  that  the 
demolition  of  Spring  Gardens  has  begun, 
and  that  on  Monday  a  deputation  is 
about  to  approach  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment from  the  Institute  of  Archi- 
tects and  point  out  the  course  which 
ought  to  be  adopted.  That  deputation 
may,  of  course,  convince  the  Government, 
as  many  persons  are  convinced  already, 
that  it  is  better  for  the  Public  Offices 
Site  Act  to  continue  in  abeyance,  as  it 
did,  to  his  lasting  credit,  the  whole  time 
that  the  noble  Marquess  who  now  leads 
the  Opposition  presided  in  the  Councils 
of  Her  Maj  esty.  The  argimients  against 
the  Public  Offices  Site  Act  are  too  well- 
known  to  be  enumerated.  However,  the 
most  conclusive  did  not  come  into  exist- 
ence until    the  Act  was  oarriedi   and 
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therefore  could  not  weigh  with  Parlia- 
ment against  it.  It  is  the  revelation  of 
last  August,  under  the  late  Government, 
that  10  years  would  be  consumed  in  the 
work  to  be  executed;  that  during  all 
that  time  the  Parade  and  Horse  Guards 
would  be  disfigured ;  that  during  all  that 
time  a  portion  of  Carlton  House  Terrace 
would  be  insupportable  to  residents,  and 
useless  in  the  market ;  that  during  all 
that  time,  in  any  year,  the  work  might  be 
arrested  by  the  taste  or  the  economy  of 
Parliament,  and  thus  remain  a  fragmen- 
tary monument  both  of  extravagance 
and  penury.  If  the  House  permits  me, 
I  will  explain  at  once  how  the  demoli- 
tion of  Spring  Gardens,  which  your 
Lordships  are  intreated  to  arrest  until 
the  1st  of  March,  bears  upon  the  case 
and  tends  to  carry  with  it  the  remainder 
of  the  project.  The  whole  defence  of 
the  Public  Offices  Site  Act  rested  on 
what  I  have  already  mentioned — namely, 
the  inadeq^uate  accommodation  of  the 
War  Office.  That  accommodation  ought 
at  once  to  be  extended.  It  can  be  at 
once  extended  by  a  plan  I  mentioned 
here,  and  have  since  urged  on  the  late 
Government.  There  is  in  Spring  Gardens 
an  unofficial  residence — ^it  belonged  to 
the  late  Sir  "William  Gomm — of  such 
dimensions  that  the  Oommander-in- Chief 
and  Adjutant  General  with  their  respec- 
tive Staffs  might  easily  be  placed  in  it. 
It  is  well  situated  between  Pall  Mall  and 
the  Horse  Guards ;  it  has  abundant 
space  for  archives ;  it  is  available  for  the 
purposes  of  Government.  The  object  of 
the  Public  Offices  Site  Act  might  thus 
be  rapidly  attained,  not  at  the  end,  but 
at  the  beginning  of  a  decade.  But  if 
the  demolition  now  commenced  goes 
forward,  in  a  few  days  that  residence 
may  vanish  altogether.  Further  steps 
will  then  be  indispensable  to  give  the 
War  Office  a  refuge.  It  is  true  that 
even  then  it  will  have  nothing  to  look 
forward  to  until  10  years  have  passed; 
and  if  that  interval  does  not  exhaust  the 
life  or  patience  of  its  inmates,  the  pros- 
pect of  relief  may  be  withdrawn  in  any 
of  the  Sessions — not  always  smooth,  per- 
haps—which have  to  be  encountered.  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  charge  the  actual  Go- 
vernment with  any  blind  intention  to 
precipitate  the  measure  against  a  view  so 
evidently  reasonable.  It  never  had  a 
strenuous  advocate  within  their  circle 
beyond  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  whose  inabi- 
lity  to  find  a  seat  in  any  part  of  the 
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United  Kingdom  sufficiently  expresses 
the  opinion  of  the  country  with  regard 
to  it.    What  I  am  led  to   think  the 
Gt)vernment    will    dwell  upon    is    the 
necessity,  at  any  price,  in  any  manner,  of 
giving  labour  to  the  unemployed,  whose 
wants  endanger  the  Metropolis.     But  it 
should  be  remembered  that  a  scheme  of 
this  kind  would  do  little  for  the  East  of 
London,  where  the  greatest  scarcity  pre- 
vails.    Public  Offices  require  skilled  and 
special  labour,  which  is  not  abundant  in 
that  region.     To  relieve  distress  within 
it    much    better    schemes     might    be 
imagined.    A  tunnel  between  Bother- 
hithe  and  Shadwell  has  been  often  can- 
vassed,  and  the  embankment    of   the 
Thames  on  the  Southern  side  has  yet  to 
be  accomplished.     In  any  case,  it  is  not 
desirable  to  paralyze  and  to  forestall  the 
deputation,  which  must  throw  light  on 
the  course  it  is  expedient  to  adopt.    It 
may  possibly  be  said  that  the  materials 
are  sold  to  a  contractor,  who  is  entitled 
to  remove  them.     They  ought  not  to 
have  been  sold  to  a  contractor,  when  the 
whole  project  has  so  little  in  its  favoiir, 
and  when  the  electors — so  far  as  we  c!ui 
judge — have  so  decidedly  condemned  it. 
But,  even  in  that  case,  to  deal  with  the 
contractor  on  the  basis  of  an  amicable 
settlement,  might  not  be  beyond  the 
reach  of  Ministerial  abUity.     The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  not  be  un- 
equal to  the  problem.     It  might  exercise 
the  virgin  mind — ^virgin  on  finance— of 
the  new  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I 
have  but  one  more  remark  by  wlucb,  if 
possible,   to  urge  your  Lordships  into 
interference  against  the  demolition  of 
Spring  Gardens  before  the  architects  are 
listened  to.    Although,  technically,  the 
Public  Offices  Site  Bill  went  into  the 
Statute  Book,    it  really  never  had  the 
sanction  of  your  Lordships.     No  division 
happened.     I  am  responsible    myself, 
and  have  before  now  explained  the  cir- 
cumstances.    But,   while  by    accident, 
there   was    not    a    decision,    in    every 
debate    opinion,   argument,    authority, 
were  growing  on  the  side  unfavourable 
to  the  measure.    It  would  well  become 
the  House,  so  far  as  they  are  able,  to 
rectify  a  judgement  inadvertently  pro- 
nounced,   and  which  the  actual  House 
of  Commons  has  not  in  any  way  sub- 
scribed to. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

'*  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uonae  nofuthor 
steps  either  of  demolition  or  constmctioa  ooghi 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  had  urged 
nothing  but  the  argument  contract,  to 
which  he  (Lord  Stratheden  and  Camp- 
bell) had  replied  already.  He  would 
further  remind  the  Government  that  to 
indemnify  contractors  they  had  by  the 
Vote  of  last  year  £10,000  in  their  pos- 
session which  might  have  no  other  use, 
as  it  was  far  from  certain  that  a  further 
Vote  would  be  conceded  to  them.  If, 
however,  the  Government  persisted  in 
demolishing  Spring  Gardens,  he  could 
only  oflfer  a  respectful  biit  emphatic 
protest  against  the  course  they  had 
decided  on. 


to  be  taken  under  the  Public  Of&ces  Site  Act 
hefore  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  have  heard 
the  deputation  from  the  Institute  of  Architects, 
arranged  to  take  place  on  the  Ist  of  March 
next.**— (2%d  Lord  StrathecUn  and  Campbell,) 

LoED  LAMINGTON  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  work  of  demolition  had 
commenced  until  he  saw  this  Motion. 
He  had  given  Notice  that  he  would 
move  a  Hesolution  on  the  5th  of  March 
that  nothing  should  be  done  until  after 
a  discussion  on  the  subject.  He  should 
be  compelled  to  alter  his  Eesolution  ac- 
cordingly. 

The  first  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WORKS  (The  Earl  of  Morley)  said, 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell)  had  been  a  consistent,  he 
might  almost  say  a  persistent,  opponent  of 
the  new  site  for  Public  Offices,  and  the 
noble  Lord  had  submitted  a  modest 
proposal  in  regard  to  it — that  no  steps 
either  of  demolition  or  construction 
ought  to  be  taken  before  Monday  fiext. 
He  need  not  tell  the  House  that  there 
was  no  great  chance  of  anything  being 
done  in  the  way  of  construction  before 
Monday  next.  But  as  to  demolition,  in 
consequence  of  measures  already  taken, 
an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  and 
money  voted  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  materials  of  the  houses  in  Spring 
Gardens  had  actually  been  sold,  and  the 
contractors  were  already  removing  ma- 
terials of  houses  which  no  longer  be- 
longed to  the  Government.  Therefore, 
it  was  absolutely  impossible  to  arrest 
the  progress  of  the  demolitions  until 
Monday  next.  He  thought  the  House 
would  be  satisfied  with  that  explanation 
at  present.    The  noble  Lord  opposite 

g<ord  Lamington)  had  just  told  the 
ouse  that  he  was  about  to  raise  a  de- 
bate on  the  whole  question  in  the  course 
of  next  week.  At  that  time  he  would 
be  happy  to  give  any  information  in 
his  power,  and  the  Government  would 
then  have  heard  what  the  Institute  of 
Architects  had  to  say  on  the  subject. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  proba- 
bility of  an  alteration  of  the  site  which 
bad  been  already  £zed  on. 

LoBD  STRATHEDEN  ijn>  CAMP- 
BELL, in  reply,  said,  that  he  would  not 
divide  the  House  unless  he  had  an  inti- 
mation that  noble  Lords  upon  the  other 
side  were  ready  to  adopt  the  Motion,  as 
biB  noble  Friend  (Lord  Lamington)  who 
sat  among  them  had  been  prompt  in  its 


Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with* 
drawn. 

METROPOLIS— SUNDAY   MEETINGS  IN 
THE  SQUARES  AND  PARKS. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

LoBD  LAMINGTON,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her    Majesty's  Government,    Whether 
they  intend  to  declare  illegal  all  public 
meetings  and  processions  in  the  squares 
and  the  parks  on  Sundays,  as  they  inter- 
fere with  the  comfort  of  all  classes,  and 
may  lead  to  disturbance  ?  said,  with  re- 
spect to  the  very  disgraceful  riots  which 
arose  out  of  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  he  thought  the  police  and  Sir 
Edmund    Henderson    had     been    very 
hardly  treated  indeed.     On  other  occa- 
sions of  monster  meetings  in  Trafalgar 
Square  he  believed  that  the  mob  went 
away  by  different  streets,  and  no  riot  or 
breaking  of   windows  had  before  oc- 
curred in  connection  with  those  meetings. 
On  this  occasion  they  went  away,  as  they 
had  done  so  many  times  previously,  by 
different  thoroughfares,  so  that  when  the 
riot  occurred  both  the  police  and  Mr. 
Childers  were  equally  taken  by  surprise, 
as  they  did  not  anticipate  any  disturb- 
ance.    He  should  like  to  know  how  it 
was  possible  for  either  the  police  or  any- 
one else  to  follow  crowds  of  people  dis- 
persing in  different  directions.    The  real 
cause  of  all  that  which  subsequently 
followed  on  the  Monday  when  the  riots 
took  place  was  in  allowing  such  im- 
mense gatherings  to  take  place.    It  was 
said  that  there  were  20,000,  30,000,  or 
even  as  many  as  50,000  persons  assem- 
bled at  the  late  meeting.     Was  there 
any  city  in  Europe  in  which  a  similar 
thing  would   be  permitted  ?      In  the 
French  capital  dia  they  think  100  men 


support.    The  noble  Lord  who  spoke  for   would  be  allowed  to  assemble  in  a  public 
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square  ?  In  Berlin  or  Vienna  did  they 
suppose  that  40,000  or  50,000  would  be 
permitted  to  assemble  to  endanger  the 
safety  of  the  Metropolis  ?  The  whole 
thing  was  a  disgrace  to  any  English  Go- 
vernment— ^he  did  not  care  to  which  side 
of  politics  it  belonged — that  such  pro- 
ceedings should  be  tolerated.  That  the 
whole  of  Pall  Mall,  St.  James's  Street, 
and  Piccadilly  should  be  blocked  by  an 
assembly  of.peope  like  that  was  perfectly 
monstrous.  Moreover,  by  what  rule  were 
lorries  allowed  into  the  parts  of  the  Park 
were  carriages  were  not  permitted  ?  And 
Mr.  Hyndman  and  his  followers  were 
allowed  to  build  up  platforms  and  to 
make  these  abominable  speeches.  It 
was  time  to  put  an  end  to  such  a  state  of 
things.  It  was  disgraceful  that  a  man 
like  Hyndman — ^he  was  said  to  be  a  gen- 
tleman, but  nobody  would  believe  it — 
should  be  allowed  to  do  as  he  had  done. 
Mr.  Quelch,  who  moved  the  first  resolu- 
tion, said — "They  must  seize  all  land, 
machinery,  and  capital  for  the  benefit  of 
the  community."     Mr.  Burns  said — 

"  The  seeds  of  a  bloody  reyolution  were  ger- 
minating. The  Trafalgar  Square  meeting  had 
affected  Vienna  and  Paris,  for  when  London 
moved  the  world  moved.'' 

Mr.  Hyndman  said — 

"  People  like  the  £)uke  of  Devonshire  (Cries  of 
*  Shoot  him !  *)— well,  if  they  did  there  would  be 
another  to-morrow.  (Cries  of  *  Shoot  him  too  ! ') 
The  upper  classes  robbed  the  working  men  to 
debauch  their  daughters  and  sisters.  They  were 
the  lazy,  loafing,  and  criminal  classes.  They 
wanted  a  social  revolution.  They  would  bring 
it  about  peaceably  if  they  could ;  it  rested  with 
the  upper  classes  whether  it  should  be  peaceable 
or  not.  London  was  the  centre  where  all  the 
great  vampires  of  the  commercial  world  were 
gathered  together.'' 

Another  said — 

'*  The  money  now  subscribed  at  the  IVIansion 
House  had  been  stolen  from  the  working 
classes." 

He  asked  whether  on  a  Sunday  after- 
noon such  a  scene  should  be  permitted  ? 
That  on  Simday  evening  the  streets 
should  be  made  impassable  for  respecta- 
ble people,  who  were  afraid  to  leave 
their  houses,  was  intolerable.  He  did  not 
know  what  the  law  might  be  upon  this 
subject ;  but  if  it  was  not  strong  enough 
it  ou^ht  to  be  strengthened.  Large 
sums  had  been  voted  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  public  Parks,  and  it  was 
really  monstrous  that  they  should  allow 
them  to  be  occupied  in  the  way  they  had 
beeni  to  the  exclusion  of  people  who  de- 

Lord  Lamington 


sired  to  frequent  them  for  enjoyment. 
He  had  limited  his  Motion  to  restricting 
the  right  of  meetings  on  Sundays,  be- 
cause that  was  a  day  when  dM  desired 
rest  from  their  weekly  toil.  They  had 
done  themselves  an  immense  amount  of 
harm  by  the  occurrence  in  question,  by 
the  credence  which  it  seemed  to  have 
given  to  the  idea  that  their  various  in- 
stitutions were  in  a  state  of  decay,  and 
from  the  idea,  also,  which  was  prevalent, 
that  the  Government  had  neither  the 
strength,  the  will,  nor  the  authority  to  put 
down  meetings  of  this  kind.  He  felt 
that  unless  the  matter  was  taken  in  hand 
the  end  would  be  a  social  and  terrible 
revolution. 

Viscount  MIDLETON  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  in  the  Heport  of  the  Com- 
mittee over  which  Mr.  Childers  presided, 
and  in  the  Memorandum  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  since  published 
with  regard  to  his  future  intentions  as 
to  this  great  question,  no  reference  was 
made  to  the  special  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lamington)  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  (Viscount  Midleton)  ventured  to 
think  that  this  part  of  the  question  went 
to  the  very  root  of  the  matter.  It  was 
a  question  whether  such  meetings,  espe- 
cially when  they  were  held  on  a  Sunday, 
were  any  longer  safe  or  desirable  in  the 
Metropolis.  The  Military  Authorities, 
he  believed,  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that,  considering  the  enormous  increase 
of  the  population  of  the  Metropolis,  it 
was  a  question  of  very  great  doubt  whe- 
ther any  more  military  displays  should 
take  place  in  the  heart  of  London — not 
because  of  any  danger  which  the  mili- 
tary were  likely  to  produce,  but  because 
of  the  danger  that  might  arise  from  the 
large  crowds  collected  together  on  such 
occasions.  Surely,  if  that  was  the  case, 
gatherings  of  the  kind  which  recently 
took  place  had  become  completely  oat 
of  date.  He  had  hoped  that,  considering 
the  many  representations  that  had  been 
made  to  the  Home  Office,  Mr.  Childers 
would  have  seen  the  gravity  of  the 
question,  and  would  have  taken  some 
steps  to  inquire  as  to  what  means  could 
be  adopted  to  prevent  the  peril  to  which 
the  Metropolis  was  constantly  exposed 
by  the  recurrence  of  these  demonstra- 
tions. The  result  of  the  inquiry  had 
been  the  retirement  of  Sir  Edmund  Hen> 
derson;  but  what  struck  him  was  the 
extreme  ingratitude  of  the  Home  Office 
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in  this  matter.    The  penultimate  Prede- 
cessor of  the  present  Home  Secretary 
cost  £1,500  a-year  for  police  protection. 
If  a  sum  of  that  kind  had  been  spent, 
he  thought  the  present  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Childers)  might  have  behaved  a 
little  more  generously  to  those  to  wLom 
his  Predecessor  owed  his  existence.   His 
own  opinion  was  that  the  public  services 
of  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  in  the  preser- 
vation of  law  and  order  had  been  con- 
siderably more  than  had  been  rendered 
by  five  Mr.  Childerses  in  the  past.  There 
was  no  reason  whatever  why  this  ques- 
tion should  not  at  least  be  investigated. 
Sir  Bichard  Mayne,   he  knew,   felt  a 
great  difficulty  in  controlling  large  bodies 
of  men  when  they  had  been  brought  to- 
gether in  a  limited  space ;  and  it  should 
be  remembered  that  that  officer  had  to 
deal  with  a  population  very  little  more 
than  half  of  the  population  under  the 
charge  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  at 
the  present  time.    Every  year  made  the 
difficulty  greater,  because  with  an  in- 
crease of  population  must  come  also  an 
increase  of  the  criminal  classes;  and  they 
also  found  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
criminal  community  attended    demon- 
strations  for   the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  objects  for  which  they  existed— 
plunder  aud  destruction.     An  inquiry 
such  as  he  suggested  would  not  cast  the 
slightest  slur  upon  the  working  classes, 
as  no  one  for  a  moment  would  suppose 
that  they  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
recent  outrages.     The  time  had  come 
when  they  should  make  up  their  minds 
whether  it  was  profitable  or  safe  that 
these  gatherings  should  be  permitted  to 
take  place  except  under  very  stringent 
regulations  as  to  control  and  as  to  the 
numbers  attending  them.    If  it  should 
be  found  impossible  to  place  restrictions 
either  upon  the  numbers  attending  the 
meetings  or  upon  the  manner  in  which 
the  meetings  were  held,  then  they  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  such  demon- 
strations ought  to  be  prohibited  alto- 
gether.   No  one  was   more  unwilling 
than  he  was  to  say  or  do  anything  to 
check  the  full  expression  of  public  opi- 
nion ;  but  at  the  present  time  every  class 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  had  facilities 
for  expressing  their  views  in  a  legiti- 
mate manner  upon  any  subject  which 
did  not  exist    in   former  times.      He 
doubted  whether  there  was  a  single  dis- 
trict in  London  in  which  there  was  no 
building  capable  of  being  used  for  large  I 


public  meetings.  That  being  so,  he  did 
not  understand  why  a  small  and  com- 
paratively insignificant  class  should  be 
allowed  to  monopolize  open  places  of 
public  resort  which  were  intended  for 
the  use  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metro- 
polis generally.  He  held  that  a  definite 
conclusion  ought  to  be  come  to  upon  the 
question  of  open-air  meetings,  so  that  in 
future  Governments  might  not  be  left 
without  guidance. 

LoBD  STANLEY  or  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  the  Government  ought  to 
accede  to  the  views  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Lamington),  who  had  brought  the 
subject  forward  on  the  ground  that  those 
views  were  prompted  by  a  desire  to  effect 
the  happiness  of  the  greatest  niunber, 
a  rule  which  they  were  inclined  to  follow, 
sometimes  even  at  the  expense  of  prin- 
ciple. The  number  of  those  who  took  part 
iu  the  late  riots  was  very  small,  not  more 
than  2,000.  The  Government  had  ex- 
plained the  numerous  executions  in 
Burmah  by  the  necessity  of  suppressing 
dacoity  and  of  protecting  the  innocent 
villagers,  and  were  they  not  equally 
bound  to  protect  shopkeepers  in  London 
and  innocent  villagers  in  Ireland  from 
the  violence  of  the  ill-disposed  ? 

Lord  ABERDARE  said,  that  he  was 
unable  to  agree  with  the  noble  Viscount 
in  his  remarks  as  to  prohibiting  public 
meetings.  It  was  quite  clear  that  from 
time  to  time  the  police  organization  re- 
quired looking  into,  in  order  that  they 
might  have  the  proper  proportion  of 
officers  and  men,  and  that  arrangements 
might  be  made  to  secure  the  efficiency  of 
the  force.  This  was  a  proper  matter  for 
consideration  by  a  Committee  of  Inquiry ; 
but  the  subject  which  was  dealt  with  in 
this  Resolution  was  more  a  matter  for 
legislation,  and  it  was  impossible  to  deny 
that  the  same  arguments  which  were 
used  to  prohibit  Sunday  meetings  were 
equally  applicable  to  meetings  held  on 
any  other  day.  The  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  Member  endeavoured  to 
mitigate  the  inconvenience  by  limiting 
the  space  in  Hyde  Park  on  which  those 
meetings  could  be  held.  It  should  be 
observed  that  less  inconvenience  was 
caused  by  meetings  on  Sundays  than 
would  arise  on  other  days.  If  enormous 
processions  were  to  march  through  the 
principal  thoroughfares  of  the  towns  on 
week  days,  with  the  object  of  influencing 
the  higher  classes  of  society,  all  traffic 
would  be  impeded.    He  doubted  whe« 
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ther  it  would  be  possible  to  prohibit 
public  meetings  in  Hyde  Park.  The 
processions  were  generally  arranged  with 
a  due  regard  to  order,  and  the  leaders  of 
such  demonstrations,  as  a  rule,  informed 
the  Commissioners  of  Police  of  the  in- 
tended line  of  march,  and  asked  that 
adequate  measures  might  be  taken  to  in- 
sure order.  Steps  of  this  kind  had  been 
taken  by  the  people  who  called  the 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  on  the  8th 
instant.  Although  he  was  of  opinion 
that  meetings  in  the  Park  and  other  large 
open  spaces  could  not  be  prevented,  be 
thought  that  attention  might  well  be 
turned  to  the  question  whether  demon- 
strations should  be  permitted  in  Trafal- 
gar Square,  were  meetings  were  fre- 
quently held,  to  the  great  inconvenience 
of  the  public,  with  the  special  object  of 
overawing  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
If  meetings  were  held,  he  agreed  that 
steps  should  be  taken  to  minimize  the 
public  danger  and  inconvenience  as  much 
as  possible. 

Viscount  OEANBROOK  said,  he  held 
that  the  public  had  a  right  to  be  pro- 
tected against  such  dangers  as  were  in- 
curred through  the  agglomeration  of 
immense  masses  of  people  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  places  like  Trafalgar  Square, 
where  shops  were  open,  and  people  were 
employed  in  their  ordinary  daily  avoca- 
tions, and  where  there  was  a  congestion 
of  traffic.  It  was  remarkable  that  the 
direction  in  which  the  flow  of  people  set 
after  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  was 
generally  that  of  Whitehall.  Colonel 
Pearson  had  stated  before  Mr.  Childers's 
Committee  that  the  flow  of  the  crowd 
from  such  meetings  was  very  largely 
down  Whitehall,  and  that  he  had  often 
been  obliged  to  block  Whitehall  with 
police  in  order  to  prevent  the  crowd  from 
siirging  down  that  thoroughfare.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  Public 
Offices  and  Houses  of  Parliament  were 
in  this  direction,  and  ought  not  to  be  thus 
exposed.  Anyone  who  happened  to  be  in 
Hyde  Park  on  Sunday  last  could  see  that 
respectable  people  were  driven  out  of  the 
Park,  that  at  every  10  yards  peaceable 
citizens  were  confronted  by  policemen, 
and  that  the  place  had  all  the  appear- 
ance of  being  in  state  of  seige.  Was  it 
decent  that  a  state  of  things  should  exist 
which  rendered  it  necessary  that  soldiers 
should  be  confined  to  barracks  on  the 
Sunday,  and  that  every  policeman  not 
on  duty  should  remain  at  home  or  at  the 
headquarters  of  his  districti  in  order  to 

Lord  Aherdare 


be  ready  to  protect  harmlees  peo^e 
against  others  who  chose  to  resort  to  the 
Park  for  purposes  of  no  public  utility  ? 
The  Legislature  had  decided  that  nomi- 
nations at  elections  should  no  longer 
take  place  in  the  open  air  in  consequence 
of  the  disturbances  that  used  to  accom- 
pany the  proceedings,  and  it  would  be 
well  to  consider  whether  the  precedent 
might  not  be  applied  to  the  occasions  to 
which  the  debate  referred.  Such  great 
masses  of  people  as  assembled  in  these 
cases  could  not  hear  what  the  orator  said, 
and  there  was  always  turmoil  and  noise 
which  were  opposed  to  reasonable  dis- 
cussion. In  Trafalgar  Square  on  the 
8th  instant,  the  respectable  working  men 
who  met  to  ventilate  their  grievances 
were  opposed  by  a  mob  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent character,  and  a  collision  was 
expected.  The  danger  that  he  feared 
was  not  revolution;  but  that  one  day 
in  the  Park  or  Square  two  masses  of 
men  of  opposite  views  would  come 
into  conflict,  and  that  a  bloody  mas- 
sacre might  ensue.  What  would  be 
said  if  anywhere  out  of  London  such 
demonstrations  were  organized  in  one 
town  and  were  extended  to  another  town 
by  processions  passing  from  one  to  the 
other  ?  Yet  the  people  taking  part  in 
the  demonstrations  in  Hyde  Park  did  not 
belong  to  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
Parks,  but  they  came  from  distant  parts 
of  London,  and  their  object  was  to 
strike  terror  into  the  people  who  lived 
or  occupied  property  about  the  Parks.  In 
consequence  of  the  terror  produced  by 
what  happened  in  London  on  the  Monday 
night,  on  the  Tuesday  10  miles  of  shops 
were  shut  up,  and  all  business  was 
brought  to  a  standstill.  It  was  im- 
possible with  the  best  police  arrange- 
ments to  prevent  disturbances  and  panic 
unless  you  could  so  dispose  of  and  ose 
your  police  as  to  prevent  rioters  proceed- 
ing collectively  in  certain  directions  in 
which  they  would  be  disposed  to  commit 
inj  uries.  It  was  quite  possible  to  deal  with 
this  matter  without  interfering  with  the 
right  of  public  meetings ;  nobody  wished 
to  do  that.  There  were  plenty  of  {daeas 
where  people  could  hold  meetings  if 
they  desired  to  do  so,  and  where  ad- 
dresses could  be  delivered  with  the 
prospect  of  the  speaker  being  listened  to 
and  heard.  There  were  such  places  Uiat 
were  not  surrounded  by  dense  popula- 
tions, and  where  danger  woold  not 
attend  the  holding  of  an  out-door  mast- 
ing.   If  we  allowed  persons  firom  aU 
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parts  of  London  to  assemble  in  Trafalgar 
Square  and  in  the  Parks,  and  this  was 
especially  true  in  reference  to  Sunday, 
we  should  irritate  the  police  to  the  last 
degree,  and  if  a  collision  did  occur  it 
would  be  impossible  that  the  police 
should  not  remember  bow  they  bad 
been  harassed  by  these  gatherings.  We 
should  also  alienate  the  soldiers,  on 
whom,  in  the  last  resort,  we  must  rely, 
by  shutting  them  in  their  barracks  and 
depriying  them  of  necessary  recreation, 
which  was  as  essential  to  them  as  to  any 
other  partof  the  community. 

LoBD  THUELOW  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  asked  the  Question  would 
appreciate  the  importance  of  it  as  much 
as  anyone,  and  would  especially  appre- 
ciate the  difficulty  of  entering  upon  many 
considerations  that  affected  it  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  In  these  circumstances,  he 
trusted  their  Lordships  would  excuse 
him  if  he  replied  as  concisely  as  he 
could  to  the  exact  terms  of  the  Question. 
He  had,  therefore,  to  state,  on  the  part 
of  the  Home  Office,  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment, 
at  the  present  moment,  to  declare  illegal 
all  public  meetings  and  all  processions 
in  the  Squares  and  Parks  on  Sundays. 
It  might  not,  however,  be  inappropriate 
if  he  reminded  their  Lordships  that 
steps  were  about  to  be  taken  with  a 
view,  if  possible,  to  improve  the  hitherto 
existing  arrangements  which  governed 
these  proceedings ;  but  pending  the  con- 
templated inquiry,  and  the  decision  at 
which  the  Home  Office  might  arrive,  it 
would,  perhaps,  be  wise  on  the  part  of 
the  public,  and  even,  perhaps,  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  refrain  from  further  discussisn. 

LoBD  LAMINGTON  said,  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  unsatisfactory  reply 
which  had  been  given  on  behalf  of  the 
Gh>vemment,  he  should  certainly,  in  due 
time,  bring  the  question  before  their 
Liordships  again,  and  take  their  opinion 
upon  it. 

IRELAND— THE  NATIONAL  LEAGUE- 
LOCAL  COTJBTS.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  LIMEEIOK  said,  in  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Lord  Castletown, 
who  had  been  obliged  to  leave  for  L'e- 
land  laet  night,  he  had  to  ask  the  Ques- 
tion which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  Question 
was  as  follows : — 

'*  To  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  he  will,  in  addition  to  the  iiiformation 


he  has  agreed  to  present  respectinff ''  fioycot- 
tjng  and  other  outrages,''  ^ve  such  informa- 
tion as  may.  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment o6Scial8  in  Ireland,  or  can  be  obtained  by 
them  i^ith  reference  to  cases  of  trials  of  farmers 
and  others  by  National  League  local  courts, 
and  the  infliction  of  fines  and  sentences  by  those 
tribunals ;  and,  also  any  cases  of  appeals  from 
these  courts  to  the  Superior  National  League 
Court  in  Dublin  for  coxifirmation  or  revision  ?*' 

The  noble  Earl  said,  that  the  Question 
had  reference  to  a  state  of  things  which 
prevailed  at  thejpresent  moment  in  Ire- 
land of  the  most  alarming  and  dangerous 
character,  and  which  it  was  necessary 
some  steps  should  be  taken  to  deal  with, 
if  any  semblance  of  law  and  order  was 
to  obtain  in  that  country.  From  the 
information  at  his  disposal,  and  at  the 
disposal  of  his  noble  friend  who  was  to 
have  asked  the  Question,  it  appeared 
that  National  League  Courts  not  only 
existed  and  flourished  in  Ireland,  but 
that  the  decrees  and  decisions  of  these 
Courts  were  obeyed  and  enforced,  while 
the  decisions  of  Her  Majesty's  Courts 
were  not  enforced  at  all.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Limerick)  would  not  trouble  the 
House  at  any  great  length  with  any 
quotations  to  prove  the  existence  of 
these  Courts,  nor  was  it  necessary  that 
he  should  do  so.  The  Irish  newspapers 
were  full  of  instances  of  inquiries  held 
by  branches  of  the  League ;  and  it  was 
not  at  all  necessary  for  him  to  go  into 
them  at  any  length.  He  woidd  only 
take  one  or  two  cases;  and  he  would 
ask  that  the  Government  should,  at  least, 
actively  inquire  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
these  Courts  existed  and  the  nature  of 
the  operations,  and  put  an  effective  stop 
to  the  further  spread  of  acts  of  illegality. 
In  one  case  he  found  that,  on  November 
19th,  1885,  a  meeting  was  held  in  a 
Boman  Catholic  chapel,  and  the  state- 
ment of  the  parish  priest  was  heard 
against  a  man  stated  to  be  a  land- 
grabber.  The  result  was  that  a  fine  of 
£dO  was  imposed.  In  the  town  of  Drum- 
coUagher  the  action  of  a  tailor  in  sup- 
plying a  suit  of  clothes  to  a  man  who 
was  at  enmity  with  the  League,  was 
brought  forward ;  but  as  the  tailor  had 
died  no  further  action  was  taken.  In 
another  case  he  found  reported  in  the 
papers — no  names  were  given — that  a 
man  who  had  taken  a  farm  was  sum- 
moned to  the  League  Court  and  ordered 
to  pay  £600  to  the  former  tenant  or  sur- 
render the  farm.  If  such  cases  as  these 
were  true,  it  went  to  show  that  there 
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were  Oourts  in  Ireland  hearing  oases 
and  enforcing  fines  and  penalties.  How 
was  this  done  ?  It  was  done  by  an  ex- 
treme and  monstrous  system  of  **  Boy- 
cotting," accompanied  in  many  cases  by 
^eadful  consequences  to  the  victims  of  the 
system.  This  system  was  not  confined 
to  rich  or  poor  in  particular — more  fre- 
quently, indeed,  it  was  the  poor  who 
suffered  from  it.  He  asked  the  Ques- 
tion with  great  confidence  in  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Spencer),  for  he 
could  bear  willing  testimony  to  the  fact 
that  when  he  was  Lord  Lieutenant  he 
took  the  strongest  means  to  put  down 
all  these  illegalities.  It  was  with  the 
greatest  pleasure  he  (the  Earl  of  Lime- 
rick) said  that  there  was  no  Member  of 
the  House  who  would  bear  more  willing 
evidence  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  discharged  his  duties  as 
Viceroy  with  impartiality,  firmness,  and 
fairness.  He  (the  Earl  of  Limerick)  then 
quoted  from  the  charge  of  a  County 
Court  Judge  in  Ireland,  who  said  that 
he  did  not  think  that  any  honest  man 
coidd  say  that  the  country  was  in  a  state 
of  tranquillity,  or  that  obedience  to  the 
law  was  observed.  On  the  contrary, 
the  law  and  government  of  the  country 
were  never  held  in  greater  contempt  than 
at  present.  The  Government  was  super- 
seded by  a  much  more  powerful  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  that  were  so,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  he  could  compliment  them, 
however  much  he  would  wish  to  do  so, 
on  the  state  of  order  which  prevailed. 

The  Earl  of  EGMONT  said,  that  one 
of  the  cases  mentioned  had  occurred  on 
his  property.  A  tenant  took  a  farm  in 
1881 ;  he  spent  a  good  deal  of  money 
upon  it,  and  improved  it ;  and  in  1885 
the  League  ordered  him  to  pay  £600  to 
the  former  tenant,  who  had  been  evicted. 
He  understood  that  the  present  holder 
had  already  paid  £500. 

The  LOED  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencer)  said :  I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of 
the  subject  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
introduced.  I  readily  admit  the  very 
grave  condition  of  affairs  to  which  allu- 
sion has  been  made,  and  which  shows 
that  a  very  unfortunate  state  of  things 
has  existed  during  the  last  seven  months 
in  Ireland.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
fact  that  these  Land  Courts  are  held, 
and  that  they  exercise  these  functions 
if,  as  I  believe,  it  is  true  that  they  do^ 
shows  a  very  unfortuate  state  of  things 

The  Earl  of  LifMrioh 


and  a  state  of  things  which  must  be 
remedied.     I  do  not   propose  now  to 
state — ^I  have  told  your  Lordships  be- 
fore that  I  am   unable  to  state— the 
policy  by  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have    to  meet  the   question    of 
social  order  in  Ireland,  and  the   other 
matters  which  are  committed  to  them. 
I  cannot  go  into  that.    With  regard  to 
the  Notice  on  the  Paper,  I  regret  that 
it  is  not  possible  for  the  Govemmoit 
— though  they  are  anxious   to  funufih 
as  much  information  to  the  House  and 
the  public  on  this  subject  as  they  can 
— to  give  any  Betum  of  this  character 
that  would  be  satisfactory,  or  which  it 
would  conduce  to  the  public  interest  to 
give.    These  Land  Courts,  as  they  are 
called,  are  held  in  private  houses,  and 
sometimes,  I  believe,  as  the  noble  Earl 
mentioned,   they  are  held    in    Eoman 
Catholic  chapels ;  but,  being  held  in  pri- 
vate, we  have  no  means  of  getting  any 
information  about  them  excepting   re- 
ports which  were  brought  to  the  Go- 
vernment   in    a    confidential    manner. 
Those  reports  could  not   be  presented 
to  Parliament.     There  are  obvious  and 
numerous  reasons  why  they  could  not 
be  made  public.     It  is,  therefore,  quite 
out  of  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
grant    these   Betums,    although    they 
would  be  exceedingly  glad  if  they  could 
to  furnish  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject.   The  other  night,  when  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite  (Viscount  Cranbrook) 
asked  for  a  Betum,  I  stated  that  the 
Governmeut  would  most  willingly  give 
it,  and  that  Betum  is  being  prepared 
as  quickly  as  possible.     That  Betnm 
relates  to  '*  Boycotting"  and  intimida- 
tion; but  it  does  not  touch  these  par- 
ticular cases  of  the  Land  Courts,  as  to 
which,  for  the  reasons  I  have  indicated, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  produce  satisfactory  information. 
Lord  ASHBOUBNE  said,  that  though 
the  noble  Earl  had  stated  that  he  oomd 
not,  without  detriment  to    the  public 
interest,  supply  a  technical  Betum  as  to 
these  Courts  asked  for  by  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Limerick),  he  (Lofd 
Ashbourne)  did  think  that  it  would  have 
been  possible  for  the  noble  Earl  (Eail 
Spencer),  without  detriment  to  the  publie 
interest,  to  have  said  something  more 
than  he  did  in  the  observations  ne  had 
made.    What  was  the  state  of  facte 
which  was  practically  and  almost  ia 
terms  admitted  now  not  only  to  ba?e 
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existed  daring  the  last  seyen  months ; 
but  he  wonld  go  further,  and  say  during 
many  more  months  of  the  noble  Earl's 
own  tenure  of  Office  as  Viceroy,  and 
which  existed  now  in  greater  intensity 
than  at  any  former  time — what  was  the 
state  of  facts  admittedly  in  existence? 
That  there  were  Courts  held  under  the 
sanction  of  the  National  League,  with  a 
procedure  of  their  own  and  an  appellate 
system  of  their  own,  administered  under 
the  sanction  of  the  League,  administered 
with  the  sanctions  of  terror  and  intimi- 
dation. The  purpose  of  such  Courts  was 
to  supersede,  degrade,  and  bring  into  con- 
tempt the  administration  of  the  Queen's 
law.  That  was  the  state  of  facts  now 
admitted  by  the  responsible  Minister  of 
the  Crown  to  be  the  existing  state  of 
affairs  in  L*eland,  and  to  have  been 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  for 
the  last  seven  months.  The  late  Go- 
yemment  were  quite  aware  of  the  great 
difficulty  which  the  noble  Eavl  had  stated 
of  obtaining  evidence  in  regard  to  what 
took  place  at  those  meetings ;  and  that 
might  have  been  one  of  the  very  powerful 
considerations  presented  to  Parliament 
by  the  late  Government  to  induce  it 
to  supersede  the  ordinary  law  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  grapple  with  the  state  of 
things,  and  with  a  procedure  so  insidious 
and  so  destructive  to  the  administration 
of  the  authority  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
But  what  was  the  outcome  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl?  The  noble 
Earl  admitted  the  great  evil  that  existed. 
He  would  be  taken  to  admit  its  deadly 
peril  to  the  Queen's  Sovereignty  and  to 
respect  for  the  law ;  and  he  further  prac- 
tically avowed  that  in  that  position  of 
affairs  the  Government  were  unable  to 
do  anything,  even  by  way  of  a  public 
announcement,  to  restore  confidence  in 
the  law  and  the  assertion  of  the  law.  It 
was  easy  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  unable  to  make  a  full  an- 
nouncement of  their  policy,  and  that 
they  were  not  to  expect  it  from  them 
for  four  or  five  weeks  to  come;  but 
that  was  a  question,  not  of  policy, 
but  of  administering  the  existing  law,  so 
as  to  insure  respect  for  the  Queen's  au- 
thority and  something  like  decent  respect 
for  the  Queen's  law.  At  all  events,  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  some 
statement  from  those  who  represented  the 
existing  GK>vemment  that  they  were  not 
only  alive  to  the  gravity  of  the  situation 
which  they  acknowledged  ezisted|  but 
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that  they  would  take  such  resolute  steps 
as  might  be  in  their  power  to  note  what 
went  on  in  Ireland,  and  to  procure  such 
evidence  as  might  be  in  their  power ; 
and  that  when  they  had  procured  that 
evidence  no  exertion  would  be  wanting  to 
put  down  a  state  of  facts  which  was  as 
perilous  as  it  was  discreditable  to  the 
Empire.  [Earl  Spenobr  assented.]  A 
gesture  could  not  be  reported;  but  he 
thought  he  was  doing  nothing  dis- 
respectful to  their  Lordships  when  he 
translated  the  nods  and  gestures  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  as  meaning 
that  they — the  present  Government — 
would  anxiously  watch  the  process  and 
procedure  by  which  these  Courts  now 
sought  to  bring  the  Queen's  law  into 
contempt,  and  that  whenever  they  could 
procure  evidence — and  no  efforts  would 
be  wanting  on  their  part  to  procure 
evidence — ^that  no  exertions  would  be 
wanting  to  bring  to  punishment  and 
trial  those  who  in  these  Courts  brought 
into  dierepute  the  whole  administration 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland.  He 
ventured  thus  to  put  into  plain  English 
what  he  took  to  be  the  meaning  of 
the  applause  and  gesture  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite;  and  if  he  (Lord  Ash- 
bourne) laboured  under  a  misconception, 
it  was  due  not  only  to  himself,  but  to 
their  Lordships'  House,  that  he  should 
be  publicly  corrected,  so  that  there 
should  be  a  perfect  understanding  as 
to  every  particular  about  so  grave  a 
matter. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Granville): 
I  have  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in 
endorsing  by  words  what  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Ashbourne)  gathers 
from  the  gesture  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Spencer)  who  was  some  time  ago 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  The  Go- 
vernment feel  the  responsibility  resting 
upon  them,  and  deem  it  necessary  to 
watch  in  the  most  attentive  manner  all 
the  events  going  on  in  Ireland  ;  and  they 
are  devoting  themselves  to  considering 
the  very  best  mode  of  dealing,  among 
other  subjects,  with  disorder  and  disre- 
spect for  the  law.  But  I  must  say  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Ashbourne)  is  one  of  the  last  per- 
sons who  should  make  an  attack  on  the 
Government.  He  has  said  that  "Boy- 
cotting "  existed  during  the  Viceroy alty 
of  my  noble  Friend  near  me.  Nobody 
denied  that   some    ''Boycotting"  did 
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exist  at  that  time.  But  Lord  Carnarvon 
told  your  Lordships,  and  the  Leader  of 
the  other  House  under  the  late  Govern- 
ment told  that  Assembly,  that  the  coun- 
try was  almost  in  a  state  of  normal 
quiet  on  the  accession  of  the  present 
Government  to  Office,  and  it  is  well 
known  that  it  increased  rapidly  after 
the  Prorogation  of  Parliament ;  and  yet 
the  late  Government  did  not  in  any 
manner  provide  a  remedy  for  dealing 
with  it  by  exceptional  legislation.  There 
was  nothing  like  the  amount  of  "Boy- 
cotting** that  afterwards  existed  when 
the  late  Government  were  in  Office. 
[Lord  Ashbourne  dissented.]  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  shakes  his  head.  I  do 
not  know  exactly  what  that  gesture 
means.  Does  he  deny  that  '*  Boycott- 
ing *'  increased  day  by  day  ? 

Lord  A8HB0UENE  said,  he  was 
not  dealing  with  **  Boycotting,"  but 
with  the  particular  subject  referred  to 
in  the  Question  put  by  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Limerick) — namely,  as  to 
the  existence  of  the  National  League 
Courts.  He  was  quite  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss the  wider  question. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  As  far  as  I 
know,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Ashbourne)  was  talking  of  the 
same  thing.  It  is  part  of  the  whole 
question ;  and,  therefore,  what  I  wish 
to  remonstrate  against  is  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  taking  every  opportunity 
to  twit  the  Government  with  being  a 
little  slow  in  dealing  with  that  which 
the  late  Gt)vernment  entirely  neglected. 

ARBITRATION  BILL   [h.L.]     (nO.  17.) 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  law  relating  to 
Arbitration : 

JITSTIOES*    JURISDICTION  BILL    [h.L.] 
(no.  18.) 

A  Bill  to  extend  the  juriadiotion  of  justioes 
in  general  and  quarter  sessions  of  the  peace : 
And 

law  of  evtdemoe  amendicent  bill 
[h.L.]  (no.  19.) 

A  Bill  further  to  amend  the  law  of  evidence : 
Were  presented  by  The  Lord  Bramwell ;  read  1*. 

UNION  of  BENEFICES  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relatingtothe union 
of  benefices— Was  presented  by  The  Earl  of 
MiUtown ;  read  1*.  (No.  20.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'dock, 

tiU  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  adook. 

Harl  Gramille 


HOUSE   OP   COMMONS, 
Thursday y  25th  Fehruaryy  1886. 


MINUTES.]— New  Mbmbbrs  Swo&k— Right 
honble.  Frederick  Edward  Gould  Lambartr 
commonly  called  Viscount  Ealoourrie,  for 
Somerset  County  (Southern  Division) :  J<^m 
William  Mellor,  esquire, /or  Oiantham. 

Select  Committees  —  Selection,  Sir  Lyon 
Playfair  disch.  ;  Dr.  Cameron  added ;  Riren 
Pollution  (River  Lea),  appointed ;  National 
Provident  Insurance,  appointed;  Edaratiomsl 
Endowments,  nominated. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — CrvrL  Ssa- 
VICES  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1885-6) ; 
Class  IV. — ^Edu cation,  Science,  akd  Aet, 
Votes  7,  8,  14;  Class  V.  —  Forbxon  ajcd 
Colonial  Services,  Votes  3  &  5  ;  Class  VL 
— Non-Effective  and  Charitable  SBRTicxt, 
Votes  1  &  4;  Class  VII. — MiscELX.AXBors, 
Votes  4  &  6  ;  Revenue  Departments,  Votes 
2  &  3  ;  Navy  (Supplementary  Estimates, 
1885-6). 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Semdimf  — 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  [118];  Water- 
works  (Rating)  •[117]. 

Committee^ltansLCj  (Vacating  of  Seats)  ^  [85]— 


R.r. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


PARLIAMENT-STANDING  ORBSB& 

The  chairman  of  WATS  ato 
MEANS  (Mr.  Courtney)  :  The  Motions 
I  have  to  make  are  to  alter  the  form  of 
Standing  Order  18Sa,  in  order  to  bring 
it  into  agreement  with  an  altered  con- 
dition of  things.  The  Standing  Order, 
as  it  now  exists,  requires  that  in  OTerj 
Bill  whioh  contains  power  to  takedweD- 
ings  occupied  by  the  labouring  clawoa, 
oompulsorily  or  by  agreement,  daneee 
shall  be  inserted  to  prevent  the  pro- 
moters from  taking  tnem  until  thej 
shall  have  obtained  the  approval  of  the 
Central  Authority  to  a  scheme  affording 
equal  accommodation  to  them.  Tlie 
Standing  Order  in  the  case  of  Soot- 
land  declares  the  ''Central  Authority " 
to  be  the  Home  Secretary.  Bat  m 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  now  bean 
appointed,  who  has  superseded  Hm 
Home  Secretary  as  Central  Autiiority 
for  Scotland;  and  the  object  of  tb* 
alterations  of  the  Standing  Order,  vbic^ 
I  am  about  to  propose,  is  simply  to 
substitute  the  Secretary  for  SooUaad 
for  the  Home  Secretary  as  the  Oentnl 
Authority.  I  beg  to  move,  in  line  49  of 
the  Standing  Order,  in  the  passage  whidi 
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defines  the  Central  Authority  to  mean 
^'  as  regards  the  Metropolis  or  Scotland 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, ' '  after  the  word ' '  Metropolis, ' ' 
to  leave  out  ^*  or  Scotland." 


QuestioD,  in  Standing  Order  ISSa,  in 
line  49,  after  the  word  **  Metropolis,**  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  or  Scotland,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Thb  chairman  of  ways  and 
MEANS  (Mr.  Courtney)  moved,  in  line 
50,  after  the  word  "Department,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  and  as  regards  Scot- 
land, the  Secretary  for  Scotland." 

Question, ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 

Sir  Lyon  Playtair  discharged  from 
attendance  on  the  Committee: — Dr. 
Cameron  added  to  the  Committee. — {Sir 
John  R,  Mowhray.) 

BELFAST  MAIN  DRAINAGE    BILL. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  beg  to  more— 

'*  That  the  Petition  agaiost  the  Belfast  Main 
Drainage  Bill,  deposited  in  the  Private  Bill 
Office  on  the  19th  instant,  be  printed  and  cir- 
culated with  the  Votes.*' 

The  Petition  referred  to  here  is  one 
which  was  adopted  at  a  public  meeting  of 
the  occupiers  and  inhabitants  of  Belfast 
in  opposition  to  a  local  Private  Bill  which 
is  about  to  come  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House.  But  in  consequence  of  the 
depressed  condition  of  trade  in  Belfast 
and  the  enormous  cost  which  attends  the 
opposition  to  a  Private  Bill  in  Parlia- 
ment the  ratepayers  are  unable  to  send 
witnesses  here,  and  appear  in  opposition 
to  the  Bill  in  the  ordinary  way.  I  have 
given  Notice  of  my  intention  on  Tuesday 
next  to  move  an  Instruction  on  an  im- 

r>rtant  matter  relating  to  this  Bill ;  and 
think  it  would  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  and  would  also  tend  to  an 
economy  of  its  time,  if  the  facts  relating 
to  the  case  were  placed  at  once  in  the 
hands  of  the  general  body  of  Members. 
I,  therefore,  make  this  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  the  Petition  against 
the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill,  depo* 
sited  in  the  Private  Bill  Office  on  the 
19th  instant,  be  printed  and  circulated 
with  the  Votes, 


NOTICE  OF  QUESTION. 

— « 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER  — ARQUMENTA- 
TIVE  QUESTIONS. 

Colonel  WAEING:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  Monday  next  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
his  statement  as  to  dispensing  with  cer- 
tain powers  claimed  by  the  Executive  in 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
National  League  arrogates  to  itself  the 
power  directly  and  indirectly  to  pro- 
hibit the  payment  of  rent ;  whether  the 
Eev.  Mr.  O'Connor,  parish  priest,  of 
Firies,  is  not  reported  in  The  Kerry  Sen- 
tinel of  November  10  to  have  stated  at  a 
meeting  of  the  National  League — 

*'That  any  tonant  who  went  behind  the 
back  of  the  other  tenants  and  paid  his  rent  was 
a  traitor  to  the  cause.  [A  Voice :  Shoot  them.  ] 
Father  O'Connor :  Don't." 

Whether  Mr.  Curtin  was  not  shot  on 
the  Friday  following,  having  paid  his 
rent ;  and,  whether  as  this  and  similar 
circumstances  have  occurred  constantly 
in  Ireland  the  Chief  Secretary  will  take 
steps  to  bring  the  laws  of  conspiracy  to 
bear  upon  illegal  combinations  of  this 
(uiaracter  ? 

Mb.  sexton  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
to  a  point  of  Order.  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that  the  National 
League  arrogates  to  itself  certain  powers 
is  not  a  matter  of  opinion  and  argu- 
ment, and  is,  therefore,  by  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House,  excluded  from  the 
Journals  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  At  the  same 
time  I  would  ask,  as  a  matter  of  Order, 
whether  it  is  within  the  spirit  of  the 
Eules  of  this  House  that  hon.  Members, 
at  Notice  time,  should  inflict  upon  the 
House  long  extracts  from  letters  in 
newspapers,  containing  expressions  such 
as  those  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
called  attention,  wluch  will  not  and 
cannot  afterwards  appear  on  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  House,  being  contrary  to  the 
Orders  and  spirit  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House? 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  the  two 
hon.  Members,  I  have  to  say  that  I  wish 
the  House  would  sanction  me  in  re- 
straining Questions  of  the  nature  re- 
ferred to,  and  also  in  enforcing  the 
practice  that  when  Questions  are  to  b^ 
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put  they  may  be  placed  on  the  Notice 
iraper  without  previous  Notice,  or  being 
required  to  read  them.  With  reference  to 
the  special  Question  asked,  I  shall,  of 
course,  before  it  appears  on  the  Paper, 
carefully  revise  it ;  and  if  I  find  intro- 
duced in  it  any  argumentative  matter  or 
any  disputed  statement  of  fact  I  shall 
not  allow  it  to  appear. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HAERINGTON:  When 
the  Question  is  put  I  will  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  whe- 
ther the  meeting  referred  to  was  not  a 
meeting  of  the  tenantry  of  a  certain 
estate ;  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  landlord,  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  tenants  since,  has  made  a 
reduction  of  rent  to  the  extent  of  20  per 
cent;  and,  whether  the  landlord  in  ques- 
tion is  not  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

QUESTIONS, 

WALES— INSPECTOR  OP  SLATE  AND 
SETT  QUARRIES. 

Mr.  JONES-PAERY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  will  appoint  an  In- 
spector of  slate  and  sett  quarries  in 
North  Wales  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildebs),  in  reply,  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
might  not  be  aware  that  legislation 
would  be  necessary  before  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  officer  referred  to  could  be 
made.  The  advisability  of  such  a  Bill 
was  now  occupying  his  careful  atten- 
tion. 

BOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  —  AL- 
LEQED  DISORDER  —  CONDUCT  OF 
POLICE  AT  BENNETSBRIDGB,  CO. 
KILKENNY. 

Mb.  MARXJM  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Lreland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  alleged  action  of 
the  Constabulary  force  at  Bennetsbridge, 
in  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  in  flinging 
stones  and  grappling  irons  during 
night-time  from  the  summits  of  bridges 
spanning  the  River  Nore,  and  from 
other  places  into  such  river,  to  the 
danger  and  bodily  injury  of  boatmen 
and  others  of  the  public  plying  on  the 
same,  instead  of  ascertaining  the  names 
of  offenders,  if  any,  against  the  police 
regulations  of  the  river,  and  proceeding 
by  summons  according  to  due  coarse  of 

Mr,  Speaker 


law ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause  inqniiy 
to  be  made,  with  a  view  to  putting  a 
stop  to  such  alleged  irregular  action  of 
the  Oonstabulary  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)  :  I  am  assured  that  the 
police  have  never  acted  as  alleged  in 
this  Question.  The  River  Nore  at 
Bennetsbridge  is  not  navigable,  and 
consequently  neither  boatmen  nor  the 
public  ply  on  it. 

RAILWAYS— RAILWAY.  COUPLINGa 

Mb.  CHANNING  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  Inspecting  Officers  of  Railways  have 
reported  upon  the  various  Railway 
coupling  appliances  that  were  exhibited 
at  the  Liventions  Exhibition  last  year  ; 
and,  if  so,  when  will  the  Report  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ;  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  fact  that  the  Amalgamated  Society 
of  Railway  Servants  have  voted  the 
sum  of  five  hundred  pounds  to  assist  in 
testing  improved  modes  of  Railway 
couplings ;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  great  loss  of  life  and  limb  con* 
sequent  upon  the  present  system  of 
doing  this  dangerous  part  of  Railway 
work,  the  Government  will  supplement 
this  ^um  by  a  grant  from  the  l^^asnxy 
for  the  purpose  of  a  thorough  and  prac- 
tical investigation  into  this  important 
question  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  MuronuL) : 
The  Railway  Inspecting  Officers  have 
not  reported  to  the  Board  of  Trade  npcm 
the  various  railway  coupling  appliances 
that  were  exhibited  at  the  Invention* 
Exhibition  last  year.  Some  of  those  offi- 
cers were  on  the  jury  to  whom  those 
appliances  were  referred ;  and  I  believe 
the  jury  expressed  an  opinion  with  i»> 
gard  to  the  various  inventions  that  were 
submitted  to  them.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Amalgamated  Society  of  Bail- 
way  Servants  have  voted  the  sum  of 
£500  to  assist  in  testing  improved  me- 
thods of  railway  couplings;  but  I  do 
know  that  some  experiments  have  re- 
cently taken  place  tmder  the  auspices  of 
that  society  in  regard  to  those  matters 
upon  the  London  and  South-Westerm 
REulway.  With  regard  to  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, I  am  not  prepared  to  reoomraend 
the  Treasury  to  supplement  the  sum  re- 
ferred to  for  the  purpose  of  farther  ia- 
vestigations  in  this  important  mattar, 
for  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  dssumUe 
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that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  assume 
the  responsihility  of  deciding  upon  the 
respective  merits  of  various  inventions 
— a  responsibility  which  must  properly 
rest  upon  those  who  have  the  control 
and  management  of  railways. 

IRELAND -COMMISSIONERS  OF  CHA- 
RITABLE DONATIONS  AND  BEQUESTS 
~«  BELFAST  WHITE  LINEN  HALL." 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  for  Ireland,  Will  he  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  Copies  of  all  Cor- 
respondence, had  from  4th  December 
1884  to  25th  January  1886,  between 
John  Suffern,  of  Windsor,  Belfast,  and 
the  Commissioners  of  Charitable  Dona- 
tions and  Bequests  for  Ireland,  relative 
to  the  management  of  the  lands  and 
property  of  the  **  Belfast  White  Linen 
Hnll,"  a  charity  founded  and  established 
in  the  year  1783,  at  a  great  cost,  for  the 
encouragement  and  extension  of  the 
linen  trade;  also  Copies  of  all  Cor- 
respondence and  Protests  and  State- 
ments had  between  the  Chamberlain, 
Chairman,  or  Committee  of  the  said 
"  Belfast  White  Linen  Hall "  and  the 
said  Commissioners,  and  the  said  John 
Suffern,  relative  to  the  management  of 
the  said  charity  from  the  1st  day  of  No- 
vember 1882  till  the  25th  day  of  January 
1886  P 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  :  A  correspondence  on 
this  subject  has  taken  place  between 
Mr.  Suffern  and  the  Commissioners  of 
Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  will  move  for  it 
in  due  form  there  is  no  objection  to  its 
production.  There  has  been  no  corre- 
spondence between  the  Commissioners 
and  the  Linen  Hall ;  and  if  any  has 
taken  place  between  the  Linen  Hall 
and  Mr.  Suffern  the  Qovemment  have 
no  control  over  it,  and  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  produce  it.  The  hon.  Member 
should,  therefore,  confine  his  Motion  to 
the  Correspondence  I  have  first  men- 
tioned. 

SEA  AND  COAST  FISHERIES  (IRELAND) 

—GRIEVANCE  OF  THE  FOYLE 

FISHERMEN. 

Mb.  JAMES  O'DOHERTY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Lispectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  have 
reported^  on  the  complaints  of  the  Foyle 
fishermen,   with  respect  to  a  steamer 


which  the  lessees  of  the  Foyle  and  Bann 
Fisheries  send  out  at  night  without  lights 
among  their  boats ;  whether  complaints 
have  been  made  by  the  fishermen  with  re- 
spect to  the  uncertain  boundary  between 
the  several  fisheries  in  the  Foyle  and 
the  sea  beyond;  and,  whether  he  will 
ask  for  a  report  on  these  matters,  and 
lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY  (Mr. 
JoHir  Morley)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Fisheries  have  reported  on  these 
matters,  and  there  is  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  the  Eeport,  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  it. 

EXCISE  —  COTTAGE  BREWING 
LICENCES. 

Mr.  EVERETT  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will 
kindly  consider  the  practicability  of 
complying  with  the  wishes  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  that  the  cottage 
brewing  licences  shall  expire  in  April 
instead  of  September,  so  that  those  who 
cannot  afford  to  take  them  till  hay  time 
in  May  or  June  may  be  able  to  enjoy 
the  use  of  them  for  all  the  year  instead 
of  for  only  a  small  portion  of  it,  as 
now? 

Mr.  JASPERMORE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  would 
consider  the  inequality  of  the  farmer 
with  a  large  house  and  small  farm 
having  to  pay  the  Private  Brewer's 
Duty,  whilst  the  farmer  with  a  small 
house  but  a  large  farm  pays  the  licence 
only;  and,  whether,  considering  the 
small  sums  produced  to  the  Exchequer 
by  Private  Brewer's  Licences,  he  would 
consider  the  utility  of  abolishing  them 
altogether  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Haecoukt):  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Suffolk 
(Mr.  Everett^,  I  made  Eome  inquiry  about 
this  matter,  and  I  hope  something  may 
be  done ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to  pledge 
myself.  In  reference  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shropshire  (Mr.  J. 
More),  there  is  considerable  difficulty 
about  the  first  part.  This  matter  was 
very  carefully  considered  at  the  time  the 
alteration  was  made  in  the  Malt  Tax, 
and  I  fear  I  cannot  propose  any  change 
in  that  direction.  As  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  it  is  quite  true  that 
the  sum  derived  from  these  licences  is 
very  small;  but  then  we  have  to  con- 
sider the  unfair  operation  which  this 


1195 


Landlord  and 


{COMMONS}  Tenant  {Ireland). 


1196 


would  have  upon  small  brewers.  At 
present  I  do  not  see  my  way  to  abolish- 
ing these  licences. 

CHURCH  OF  EN  GLAND— CONVOCATION 
— "  THE  HOUSE  OP  LAYMEN." 

Mb.  PIOTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  His  Grace  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  did,  on  the 
16th  instant,  while  the  two  Houses  of 
Convocation  were  sitting,  open  a  third 
House  in  the  Broad  Sanctuary,  giving 
it  the  title  of  the  **  House  of  Laymen ;  " 
whether,  in  his  opening  address  to  that 
House,  His  Grace  used  the  following 
words,  as  reported  in  The  Times: — 

**  The  ConTOcation  of  Canterbury  has  now, 
after  much  careful  discussion,  requested  the 
Bishops  in  each  diocese  of  the  Province  to  call 
upon  the  lay  members  of  their  several  con- 
ferences, who  are  themselves  all  elected  by  the 
laity  of  the  parishes,  to  elect  a  House  of  Lay- 
men;*' 

and,  whether  the  request,  mentioned  by 
the  Archbishop  as  adopted  after  careful 
discussion,  was  recorded  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  Convocation  and  acted  upon 
without  licence  from  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen;  and,  if  so,  whether  any  authori- 
tative legal  opinion  was  previously  ob- 
tained as  to  the  consistency  of  any  such 
resolution,  or  order  or  ordinance,  with 
the  25th  Henry  VIII.,  c.  19,  where  it  is 
enacted  that  the  clergy  shall  not 

"Enact,  promulge,  or  execute  any  canons, 
constitutions,  or  ordinances  provincial,  by  what- 
soever name  or  names  they  may  be  cabled,  in 
their  convocations  in  time  coming  (which  always 
shall  be  assembled  by  authority  of  the  King's 
writ),  unless  the  same  clergy  may  have  the 
King's  Most  Boyal  Assent  and  licence  to  make, 
promulge,  and  execute  such  canons,  constitu- 
tions, and  ordinances  provincial  or  synodal,  on 
pain  of  every  one  of  the  clergy  doing  contiury 
to  this  Act,  and  being  thereof  convict,  to  suffer 
imprisonment  and  make  fine  at  the  King's 
willP" 

Colonel  WARING :  I  wish  also  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  another 
Question — namely,  whether,  in  the  event 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  ad- 
vising Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  action  of  the  Archhishop  was  illegal, 
the  Government  will  be  prepared  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  legalize  such  an 
alteration  in  the  constitution  of  Convo- 
cation as  the  Archbishop  sought  to 
make,  thereby  facilitating  in  the  Church 
of  England  that  reform  from  within 
which  constitutes  the  sole  advantage 
derived  by  the  Irish  Church  from  the 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


otherwise  unmized  disaster  of  disestab- 
lishment an  d  disendowment  ?[**  Order !"] 

Mb.  SEXTON:  As  a  Question  of 
Order,  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
whether  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  like  the  former  Notice 
given  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, is  not  entirely  irregular  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  last  part  of  Uie 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber is  entirely  out  of  Order. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers)  :  When  I  have  answered  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  I  think  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  will  not  find  it  ne- 
cessary to  put  his  Question.  In  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  have 
ascertained  that  the  Archbishop  did,  at 
the  time  and  place  named,  open  a  meet- 
ing called  the  House  of  Laymen ;  bat 
the  Archbishop  did  not  open  a  third 
House  of  Convocation.  The  House  of 
Laymen  is  a  voluntary  body,  and  in  no 
sense  a  third  House.  The  Archbishop 
did  use  the  words  which  my  hon.  Friend 
quotes ;  but  the  request  was  an  informal 
one,  and  was  not  recorded  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Convocation.  It  was  not 
proposed  to  promulgate  or  execute  any 
ordinances  by  any  name  whatsooTer,  so 
no  question  arose  as  to  their  legality. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  MICHAEL  LYNCH,  BARNA, 
CO.  GALWAY. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Is  it  the  fact  that  the  Recorder 
of  Galway  last  month  granted  to  Mr. 
Marcus  Lynch  a  decree  of  ejectment 
against  Michael  Carter,  of  Bania,  from 
his  holding  of  six  acres,  although  the 
rent  was  fully  paid  up ;  that  the  cause 
of  the  proposed  eviction  is  the  fact  that 
the  tenant,  who  holds  from  a  middle- 
man, got  his  rent  reduced  in  the  Land 
Court  from  £8  2«.  2d,  to  £5,  this  beinff 
less  than  the  middleman  paid  the  heal 
landlord ;  that  though  the  tenant  has 
always  paid  the  fair  rent  fixed  by  the 
Land  Commissioners,  the  county  court 
now  holds  that  to  escape  eviction  he  is 
bound  to  pay  the  higher  rent  due  by  the 
middleman,  in  spite  of  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act;  are  the  Govenunoit 
aware  that  analogous  cases  haye  pre- 
viously occurred  in  county  Watenbrd 
and  elsewhere ;  do  they  propose  to  take 
any  steps  to  prevent  the  nuilificatioii  of 
the  Land  Act  by  such  proceedings ;  and. 
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is  it  intended  to  lend  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  to  the  landlord  to  evict  Carter, 
whose  **fair  rent"  is  fully  paid,  and 
who  has  complied  with  all  the  conditions 
of  his  judicial  tenancy  under  the  Land 
Act? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  :  The  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  reference  to  a  sub- 
ject which,  no  doubt,  as  an  abstract  one, 
is  of  importance  to  tenants  holding 
under  middlemen ;  but  in  this  particular 
instance  I  am  informed  that  the  tenant 
has  appealed,  and  the  legal  rights  of  the 
parties  depend  upon  the  result  of  the 
appeal,  which  will  be  disposed  of  next 
month. 

COURT  OP  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)— 

THE  LATE  OFFICIAL  ASSIGNEE 

(MR.  C.  H.  JAMES). 

Mr.  PETER  M'DONALD  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
the  Irish  Chief  Remembrancer  has  com- 
pleted his  investigations  into  the  ac- 
counts of  the  late  official  assignee  of  the 
Irish  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Mr.  Charles 
Henry  James ;  and,  if  he  has  reported 
thereon ;  and,  if  so,  will  the  report  be 
printed  and  circulated  in  the  usual 
manner  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  The  Trea- 
sury have  been  informed  by  the  Trea- 
sury Remembrancer  of  Dublin  that  the 
investigation  of  the  accounts  of  the  late 
official  assignee  of  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy would  be  completed  during  the 
next  week.  Until  my  Lords  have  re- 
ceived and  considered  the  information 
thus  obtained  they  cannot  state  what 
course  they  will  adopt  with  respect  to  it. 
As  I  have  not  yet  seen  the  Report,  I 
cannot  say  whether  it  can  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mb.  peter  Mcdonald  :  Might  i 

ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  this 
examination  has  not  been  g^ing  on  for 
the  last  eight  months  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  have  no 
means  of  answering  that  Question. 

PARLIAMENTARY    ELEOnONS  —  LIST 
OF  CLAIMS  TO  VOTE  OF  THE  DUBLIN 
PORT  AND  DOCKS  BOARD. 

Mb.  peter  Mcdonald  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  his  at* 
tention  has  been  drawn  to  the  manner 


in  which  the  revision  of  the  Dublin  Fort 
and  Docks  Board  list  of  claims  to  vote 
has  been  made,  such  revision  having 
been  begun  on  the  23rd,  instead  of,  as 
the  Act  directs,  ^^as  soon  as  possible 
after  the  first  day  of  November,"  the 
result  of  which  was  that,  before  it  was 
half  gone  through,  the  revising  bar- 
rister closed  the  list,  stating  it  should  be 
signed  on  the  dOth ;  and,  if  the  present 
Irish  authorities  purpose  taking  steps  to 
remedy  the  wrong  so  done  to  the  traders 
and  manufacturers  of  Dublin,  by  order- 
ing a  new  revision  and  election  ? 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  Question, 
I  would  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  900  claims  put  forward  by  the 
Nationalist  Party  were  disallowed ;  whe- 
ther many  of  Uie  so-called  claimants 
had  left  without  leaving  their  addresses ; 
whether  the  persons  advocating  such 
claims  were  not  liable  under  the  64th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1867  to  fine;  and, 
whether  the  term  '*  traders  and  manu- 
facturers of  Dublin"  could  not  at  all  be 
said  to  apply  to  these  persons  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  :  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
must  be  aware  that  his  Question  is  one 
which  could  not  be  answered  without 
Notice.  No  representation  whatever 
has  been  made  to  the  Irish  Government 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  revision 
was  carried  out.  Should  any  such  repre- 
sentation be  made,  it  will,  of  course,  re- 
ceive careful  attention ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  is  no  doubt  aware  that  the  Re- 
vising Barrister  is  appointed  by  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  and 
is  not  under  the  control  of  Government. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING-THE    "MARY 

MARK." 

Mb.  W.  E.  LAWRENCE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
British  barque  Hary  Marky  when  lying 
at  anchor  at  British  Honduras,  was  on 
9th  July  1883  rim  down  by  a  Spanish 
man-of-war,  owing  to  the  sole  negligence 
of  the  latter,  as  certified  bv  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  held  at  Belize  7th  August  1883  ; 
that  the  claim  of  the  owners,  in  respect 
of  the  loss  thereby  sustained,  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Spanish  Government  by 
Her  Majesty's  Foreign  Office  in  March 
1884,  but  that  up  to  the  present  no  com  • 
pensation  has  been  awarded ;  and,  what 
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steps  Her  Majesty's  Foreign  Office  pro- 
pose to  take  to  insure  the  prompt  settle- 
ment of  the  reasonable  demands  of  the 
owners,  so  long  neglected? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  :  The  facts  of  the 
case  are  correctly  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  it  must  be  added  that  the 
Spanish  GoTornment  do  not  recognize 
the  sufficiency  of  the  inquiry  held  by 
British  authority  at  Belize,  and  are 
prosecuting  a  further  investigation  of 
their  own.  Sir  Clare  Ford,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Madrid,  was  assured, 
on  the  1 2th  ultimo,  that  the  case  would 
receive  immediate  consideration,  and  he 
will  continue  to  press  the  matter  on  the 
attention  of  the  Spanish  Government. 

LAND  COMMISSION  COURT  (IRELAND) 

—APPEALS. 
Mb.  MARXJM  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  large  arrears  of 
appeal  cases,  in  reference  to  fixing  fair 
rents,  now  depending  in  the  Land  Com- 
mission Courts  in  Ireland,  and  undis- 
posed of,  amounting  to  some  10,000  in 
number;  and,  further,  to  the  great 
length  of  time  which  has  elapsed  since 
proceedings  have  been  initiated  by  some 
of  the  poor  tenantry  concerned,  and  the 
harassing  character  of  the  dilatory  pro- 
ceedings; for  instance,  in  the  county 
Carlo w  appeal  cases :  —  Denis  Pack 
Beresford,  landlord,  Thomas  O'Neill, 
tenant  (Mr.  M.  M.  Murphy,  solicitor  for 
the  tenant).  Record  No.  631.  That 
notice  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  was 
served  on  the  2l8t  April  1883;  the  case 
was  heard  by  Sub-Commission,  19th 
March  1884,  and  rent  reduced  from  £78 
to  £63 ;  that  notice  of  appeal  was  served 
by  landlord  immediately  after ;  that  ap- 
peal was  listed  for  hearing,  15th  July 
1885,  tenant  and  six  witnesses  brought 
to  Dublin  from  SlyguflP,  county  Carlow, 
seventy  miles,  kept  in  Dublin  for  two 
days,  and  appeal  not  heard  ;  that  appeal 
was  again  listed  on  29th  July  1885,  and 
tenant  and  his  witnesses  had  again  to 
go  to  Dublin,  but  the  case  was  not 
heard ;  that,  pursuant  to  General  Order, 
Session  1885-6,  there  will  be  no  sitting 
for  hearings  for  the  county  of  Carlow 
until  the  2nd  August  1886.  And,  again, 
in  the  case  of  Arthur  M'Murrogh  Kava- 
nagh,  landlord,  Denis  Doherty,  tenant 
(same  solicitor).  Record  No.  660.   That 
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originating  notice  was  served,  18tli  May 
1883 ;  case  heard  on  5th  June  1884  by 
Sub-Commission  at  Bagenalstown,  and 
rent  fixed  at  £34,  old  rent  £48;  that 
notice  of  appeal  by  landlord  was  served 
on  the  20th  Jime  1884,  and  the  case  has 
never  been  listed  for  hearing  by  the 
Appeal  Court ;  and,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  prepared  to  make 
immediate  provision  for  this  state  of 
things  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Morlet)  :  I  have  not  been  able  to  go 
fully  into  the  subject  of  the  arrears  of 
appeal  cases  before  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. I  should  observe,  however,  that 
the  number  of  cases  at  present  undis- 
posed of  is  about  8,000.  As  regards  the 
particular  cases  referred  to,  it  appears 
that  in  both  instances  the  appeal  is  hy 
the  landlord.  It  is  fair,  therefore,  to 
assume  that  the  tenants  are  not  dissatis- 
fied with  the  judicial  rents,  which,  I 
believe,  are  considered  to  be  the  rents 
they  are  liable  for  pending  the  hearing  of 
the  appeals.  The  delay  and  expense  due 
to  a  case  not  being  reached,  or  having 
to  be  postponed  for  one  cause  or  another, 
are,  I  fear,  inevitable  when  the  sittings 
at  dififerent  places  have  to  be  fixed  some 
time  in  advance.  I  am  assured  that  the 
Land  Commissioners  use  every  effort  to 
dispose  of  all  the  oases  on  their  lists. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— FIC 
TITIOUS  OUTRAGES,  lilOVILLE,  CO. 
DONEGAL. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'DOHERTY  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
the  police  at  Moville,  county  Donegal, 
have  discovered  that  the  autlior  of  cer> 
tain  outrages  reported  to  them  bj  one 
Caldwell  Moore  (caretaker  for  a  load 
landlord  there)  is  Moore  himself;  whe- 
ther Moore,  having  been  summoned 
therefor,  failed  to  appear  to  answer  the 
charge,  and  a  warrant  has  been  issued 
for  his  arrest;  whether  Moore  has  been 
since  made  amenable;  and,  whether 
care  will  be  taken  to  exclude  Moore's 
reported  outrages  from  the  forthooming 
return  of  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARr  (Mr.  Jomr 
MoKlet):  The  facts  are  as  stated.  Moore 
was  convicted  at  Petty  Sessions  on  the 
2nd  instant,  and  sent  to  prison  lor  14 
days  in  default  of  payine  a  fine  of  £l. 
The  case  was  not  reported  by  the 
as  an  outrage. 
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REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(IRELAND)  ACT  (1884)— DEFECTIVE 
RETURNS. 

Mb.  CLANCY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tarj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  last  year,  a 
person  named  Townsend,  agent  of  Sir 
Eoger  Palmer,  baronet,  failed  to  make 
a  return,  which  he  was  bound  to  make 
under  the  ''Representation  of  the  People 
Act,  1884,"  of  the  names  of  nearly  two 
hundred  Parliamentary  voters  in  the 
district  of  Bush,  county  of  Dublin ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  en- 
force the  penalties  provided  by  the  Act 
against  Townsend  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  :  I  am  informed  that  Mr. 
Townsend  did  omit  to  make  the  Return 
provided  for  by  the  Representation  of 
the  People  Act,  1884.  I  will  consult 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  as  to 
whether  a  prosecution  should  be  insti- 
tuted, and,  if  so,  by  whom. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  H.  M*DOUGALL,  AGENT  TO 
THE  GORMANSTOWN  ESTATE, 
00.  MEATH. 

Mb.  CLANCY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Henry  M'Dougall,  agent  of 
the  Oormanstown  estate  in  the  county 
of  Meath,  recovered  money  under  the 
Arrears  Act  when,  us  a  matter  of  fact, 
no  arrears  were  due  on  that  estate  ;. 
whether,  when  called  on  for  an  explana- 
tion, he  practically  admitted  his  offence 
by  re-funding  the  money  in  one  case  in 
which  he  had  obtained  it  on  an  ex  parte 
application  made  in  spite  of  the  tenant's 
refusal  to  join  in  applying;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  accordingly  direct  a  pro- 
secution of  M*Dougall,  either  under  the 
section  of  the  Arrears  Act  which  is  oon- 
ceroed  with  such  cases,  or  for  perjury  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  :  Applications  under  the  Ar- 
rears Act  were  made  in  the  case  of  20 
tenants  on  the  Gbrmanstown  Estate; 
and  in  one  case  the  tenant  was  stated 
by  the  agent,  Mr.  M*Dougall,  to  owe  a 
half-year's  rent,  £3  10«.,  which,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  had  been  paid.  Mr. 
M'Dougall  was  called  on  to  explain  this 
in  November  last ;  and  his  explanation 
was,  and  is,  that  the  payment  of  the 
Tent  had  not  been  written  up  in  the 


ledger  by  his  clerk — who  was  leaving 
him  at  the  time — that  he  had  1,849 
tenants  under  him  as  agent,  who  took 
the  benefit  of  the  Act,  and  that,  as  there 
was  pressure  for  time,  the  payment 
escaped  attention.  He  has  refunded 
the  sum  paid  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners, and  has  given  the  tenant  credit 
for  half  a  year's  rent.  I  am  advised 
that,  on  this  information,  there  does  not 
appear  to  be  evidence  of  a  criminal  in- 
tent on  Mr.  M'Dougall's  part ;  but,  if  a 
case  is  made,  the  Attorney  General  will 
consider  it. 

Mb.  CLANCY  asked,  whether  10  such 
cases  regarding  Mr.  M*Dougall  had  not 
been  laid  before  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Holmes)  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  he  could 
not  be  aware  of  that  fact. 

AFFAIRS  OF  THE  EAST— SIR  H.  DRUM- 
MOND  WOLFF'S  MISSION. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AJPairs, 
To  state  the  total  amount  of  actual  p^- 
ments  for  telegrams  to  and  from  Sir  H. 
D.  Wolff,  distinguishing  those  to  and 
from  Turkey  and  to  and  from  Egypt. 
He  further  asked  if  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  take  the  Vote 
for  the  Diplomatic  Service  that  night  ? 

Mr.  RYLANDS  inquired  whether 
arrangements  had  been  made  to  pay 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  any  salary  or 

Eersonal  allowances  in  connection  with 
is  mission  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryoe):  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ry- 
lands),  I  may  say  that  the  Estimates,  I 
think,  will  show  that  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  is  in  receipt  of  a  salary.  In  reply 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  I  have 
to  say  that  the  cost  of  the  telegrams 
sent  from  the  Foreign  Office  to  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  at  Constantinople 
amounted  to  £165,  and  to  Cairo,  up  to 
the  20th  instant,  to  £607.  The  cost  of 
the  telegrams  received  from  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  while  at  Constanti- 
nople amounted  to  £685,  and  from 
Cairo,  up  to  the  20th  instant,  to  about 
£2,507.  The  total  amount,  therefore, 
up  to  the  20th  instant,  was  £3,964. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  asked  what  was  the 
amount  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
salary,  as  it  was  not  showa  in  the  Esti- 
mates? 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  question  of 
salary  does  not  arise  out  of  the  cost  for 
telegrams. 

FRANCE  AND  MADAQASOAB— THE 

TREATY. 

Mb.  M'ABTHUR  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A£fairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  the  full  Malagasy  text  of 
the  Treaty  lately  concluded  between 
France  and  Madagascar;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  lay  that  document,  to- 
gether with  a  translation,  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible  ? 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  new  Treaty  con- 
cluded between  France  and  Madagascar 
will  in  any  way  change  the  relations  of 
England,  Germany,  Italy,  and  the  United 
States  with  the  Malagasy  Government, 
•r  otherwise  affect  the  existing  Treaties 
between  those  Powers  and  the  Queen  of 
Madagascar  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  :  The  French  text 
of  the  Treaty,  as  it  has  been  published 
in  the  Yellow  Book  laid  before  the 
French  Chamber,  has  been  received 
from  Lord  Lyons,  and  will  be  laid  on 
the  Table ;  but  neither  the  Malagasy 
text  nor  a  translation  of  it  has  as  yet 
been  received.  In  reply  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London,  I  may  now  state  that 
by  that  Treaty  the  relations  with  Mada- 
gascar of  the  Powers  named  will  be  so 
far  changed  by  Artides  1  and  2  of  the 
Treaty  as  to  give  to  France  the  right 
of  representing  Madagascar  in  all  its 
foreign  relations  through  a  Resident 
appointed  by  the  Frendi  Government. 
Distinct  assurances  have  been  given  by 
France  to  the  Powers  that  the  Treaty 
will  make  no  change  in  their  existing 
Treaties  with  Madagascar. 

NAVY-HAULBOWLINE     DOCK   (CORK 

HARBOUR). 
Mr.  lane  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  At  what  date  the  con- 
struction of  the  Royal  Dock  at  Haul- 
bowline  was  commenced ;  what  was  the 
total  amount  of  expenditure  on  the 
work  up  to  the  Slst  December  1885 ; 
what  was  the  original  estimated  cost ; 
whether  the  plans  provided  for  the  erec- 
tion of   suitable  workshops  connected 


with  the  dock ;  and,  whether,  consider- 
ing the  importance  of  having  a  proper 
dock  in  Cork  Harbour  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  ships  could  be  repaired,  and 
the  great  dearth  of  employment  in 
Queenstown,  he  can  promise  to  acce- 
lerate the  completion  of  the  work  by 
employing  additional  labourers  and  ar- 
tizans  ? 

The  lord  op  the  ADMIRALTY 
(Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
work  was  commenced  in  the  year 
1865,  and  the  expenditure  up  to  the 
dlst  December,  1885,  amounted  to 
£494,845,  the  work  having  been 
chiefly  done  by  free  labour.  The  ori- 
ginal plans,  which  proposed  the  em- 
ployment of  convict  labour,  estimated 
the  cost  at  £550,000.  The  original  plan 
contains  a  design  for  the  erection  ^ 
workshops;  but  the  time  has  not  yet 
come  when  they  are  wanted.  In  re- 
gard to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  beg  to  say  ^at  the  works  are 
drawing  to  a  close.  To  engage  extra 
labourers  just  now  would  defeat  the  ob- 
ject which  the  hon.  Member  appears  to 
have  in  view. 

Mb.  LANE:  Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  thinks  it  will  be 
necessary  to  commence  the  workshops  ? 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  :  I  think  the  erec- 
tion of  the  workshops  will  have  to  be 
delayed  till  the  Dockyard  is  completed. 

Mb.  lane  :  Might  I  ask  what  time 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  the  work 
will  be  completed,  considering  that  it 
has  now  been  22  years  in  progress  ? 

Mb.  R.  W.  duff  :  I  think  the  work 
will  be  completed  in  the  conrse  of  the 
present  year. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRB- 
LAND)  —  WORKS  AT  KILLERDUFF 
AND  POLNAMUCK,  CO.  MATO. 
Mb.  ORILLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  early  in  1SS5, 
the  Irish  Piers  and  Harbours  Oommt*- 
sioners  made  grants  of  £1,250  «nd 
£400  for  the  construction  respectiTelj 
of  a  boat-slip  and  breakwater  at  Killerw 
dufiP,  and  of  an  inclined  approach  to 
the  landing  place  at  Folnamuck,  both 
in  the  parish  of  Ballycastle,  ooimfty 
Mayo;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  al- 
though nearly  a  year  has  expired*  the 
Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  haa  not  as 
yet  even  commenced  the  oonstrootion  ol 
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the  works  in  question ;  and,  whether,  if 
the  facts  be  as  stated,  he,  in  view  of  the 
severe  distress  existing  on  the  Western 
Ooast,  will  use  his  influence,  as  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Works,  to  hasten 
the  beginning  of  these  undertakings, 
which  would,  by  providing  local  labour, 
relieve  local  distress,  and  which  would, 
when  they  were  finished,  advance  the 
interests  and  protect  the  lives  and  pro- 
perty of  the  local  fishermen  ? 

The  CHIEF8E0RETAEY(Mr.  John 
MoRiiEY) :  The  hon.  Member,  in  de- 
scribing me  as  President  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  invests  me  with  a  responsibility 
which  I  do  not  possess.  That  Depart- 
ment is  under  the  control  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  not  of  the  Irish  Government. 
However,  the  Board  have  furnished  me 
with  a  Beport,  from  which,  it  appears 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  JPiers 
and  Harbours  Commissioners  in  these 
eases  were  made,  not  early  in  1885,  but 
in  the  month  of  July  last,  and  that  the 
working  plans  and  necessary  legal  pre- 
liminaries were  not  completed  till  to- 
wards the  end  of  the  year.  There  will 
be  no  unnecessary  delay  in  beginning 
work.  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  add 
that,  in  view  of  the  existing  distress, 
the  Board  have  departed  from  the 
usual  course  of  calling  for  tenders,  and 
have  ordered  that,  in  17  cases,  the 
works  shall  be  executed  by  day-labour, 
under  the  supervision  of  their  own 
officers. 


THE   ADMIRALTY  —  NAVAL 
PENSIONS. 

Captaii?  PEIOE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  difficulty  in  providing  Green- 
wich Hospital  pensions  for  the  aged 
Seamen  and  Marines  who  are  eligible 
for  them,  the  Admiralty  will  abstain 
from  bestowing  the  pension  of  £160  a 
year,  freed  by  the  death  of  the  late 
Admiral  Morshead,  upon  another  Flag 
Officer  ? 

The  LOBD  of  the  ADMIRALTY 
(Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  :  There  is  no  inten- 
tion to  deprive  officers  of  their  share  of 
Ghreenwich  Hospital  funds.  This  share 
is  a  small  one,  officers  and  their  rela- 
tives receiving  between  £8,000  and 
£9,000  ayear;  while  seamen,  marines, 
their  children,  and  relatives  receive 
£145,000  ayear  from  the  fimds  of  the 
charity. 


POLICE  SUPERANNUATION  AND 
PENSIONS  BILL. 

8iB  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  it  is  his  intention 
to  introduce  the  Police  Superannuation 
and  Pensions  Bill  of  the  last  Liberal 
Government  during  the  present  Session? 

The  SEOBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohilders):  I  have  to  reply  that  the 
Government  are  still  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  which  they  have 
supported  for  the  last  three  years.  I 
therefore  hope  to  be  able  to  re-introduce 
a  measure  dealing  with  this  subject ; 
but  there  are  certain  details  in  the  Bill 
of  last  year  which  will  have  to  be  re- 
considered. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS— 
COMPENSATION. 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  will  indicate  the  mode  by  which 
compensation  will  be  made  to  the  trades- 
men who  were  sufferers  in  the  riot  of 
the  8  th  instant,  for  the  destruction  and 
robbery  to  which  they  were  exposed  from 
no  fault  of  their  own  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
CntLDEBs) :  In  reply  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  a  Bill  has 
been  drafted,  and  will  be  introduced 
immediately,  enacting  that  such  com- 
pensation as  seems  just  shall  be  provided 
out  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Fund  to 
those  who  have  su£fered  loss  through  the 
riots  on  the  8th  of  February.  The 
various  claims  will  be  inquired  into  by 
the  Beceiver  of  Police ;  and  in  the  event 
of  dispute  an  arbitrator  will  be  ap- 
pointea  to  decide  upon  the  claims.  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  introduce  the  Bill  to- 
morrow. 

Me.  MAQNIAO  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  include  in 
the  Bill  the  case  of  persons  whose  pro- 
perty was  destroyed  at  the  late  General 
Election  ? 

Mk.  ohilders  :  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not 
our  intention  to  do  so. 

HARBOUR  ACCOMMODATION  (NORTH 
OF  SCOTLAND). 
Dr.  R.  M'DONALD  asked  the  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  any  in- 
quiry has  ti^en  place  on  the  subject  of 
new  and  improved  harbour  acoommoda- 
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tion  for  the  islands  of  Lewis  and  Skye, 
and  for  the  Highlands  generally ;  and, 
if  so,  when  may  the  House  hope  to  have 
a  report  thereof,  and  hear  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  on  the 
subject  ? 

The  8E0EETAEY  to  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AcLAin)) :  No 
inquiry  has  been  made  on  the  subject 
of  harbour  aocommodation  since  the 
general  inquiry  made  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment by  the  Select  Committee  presided 
over  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Maxjoribanks). 

SCOTLAND-ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUS- 
TICE IN  THE  HiaHLANDS  AND 
ISLANDS. 

Dk.  R.  Mcdonald  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  for  Scotland,  If  the  Government  will 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  appoint  a  Royal 
Commission  or  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjb)  :  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  this  matter,  no  sufficient  cause  for 
it  having  been  shown.  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  in  the  Report 
of  the  Crofters'  Commission,  1884,  there 
was  a  passage  which  deals  with  this 
matter,  and  which  has  been  fully  kept 
in  view. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (SCOTLAND)  —  MR. 
WILLIAM  IVORY,  SHERIFF  OFINVER. 
NESS-SHIRE. 

Db.  R.  M'DONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  If  any  inquiry  has  been 
made  into  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  alleged  illegal  demands  of 
Sheriff  Ivory,  of  Inverness-shire,  to  have 
the  contents  of  private  telegrams  dis- 
closed to  him;  and,  if  so,  will  the 
papers  and  memoranda  in  reference 
thereto  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  f  Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjb)  :  I  will  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  answer  given  by  the  then 
Postmaster  General  and  myself  on  the 
8th  of  June,  1885,  on  this  subject,  from 
which  it  will  be  seen  that  we  did  not 
consider  there  was  ground  for  further 
inquiry  beyond  what  was  then  made; 
and  also  to  a  statement  made  in  this 
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House  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  TreamiTj 
of  the  late  Government  on  10th  July 
last,  in  which  he  said  that  **  no  new 
information  having  reached  the  present 
Government,  the  Secretary  of  State  did 
not  see  any  ground  for  re-opening  the 
case."  Nothing  has  since  ocourred  to 
alter  the  views  thus  expressed  on  ^e 
part  of  two  successive  Governments.  I 
believe  that  there  are  various  documents 
which  have  been  called  affidavits  con- 
nected with  the  case. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  OFFICERS— THE  SEE- 
VIAN  AND  BULGARIAN  CAMPAIGN. 


Sir  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
any  officers  of  the  Army  Medical  Senrice 
have  been  sent  to  report  upon  the 
surgical  treatment  of  the  wounded,  and 
the  working  of  the  field  hospitals,  in  the 
recent  Servian  and  Bulgarian  War; 
and,  if  so,  whether  their  Report  will  be 
published  ? 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  Baniterman)  :  No  British 
medical  officers  have  been  sent  to  report 
on  the  campaigpi  between  Senria  and 
Bulgaria. 

POST  OFFICE -THE  UNIVERSITIES. 

Mr.  SHIRLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  Post  Office  Authorities  have  in- 
terfered with  the  long-continued  prac- 
tice of  the  colleges  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge to  send  messages  within  their 
localities  respectively ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther there  is  any,  and  what,  justificatioB, 
for  the  interference  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Postmaster  General  having 
been  called  to  certain  private  arrange- 
ments made  by  the  CoUeses  for  the  m- 
lection  and  delivery  of  Tetters  in  their 
respective  localities,  he  was  advised  that 
these  arrangements  were  illegal,  as  being 
an  infringement  of  the  exclusive  pri- 
vilege of  carrying  letters  by  peet  con- 
ferred on  him  by  Act  of  Parliame&t 
It  was,  therefore,  incumbent  upon  tit« 
Postmaster  Qeneral  to  inform  the  Col- 
lege authorities  to  that  effect,  and  to 
request  that  the  arrangements  objected 
to  might  le  discontinued.  I  am  hapnr 
to  say  that  the  Postmaster  Gener«l*f 
representations  were  received  in  this 
spirit  which  might  have  been  expeeted 
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in  the  learned  bodies  to  which  they  were 
addressed,  and  steps  have  been  taken 
to  put  an  end  to  the  practices  to  which 
objection  was  made. 

Mb.  HAIKES  gave  Notice  that  he 
would,  at  an  early  date,  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  what  Act  of  Parliament  con- 
ferred the  privilege  to  which  he  had 
referred  ? 


ARMY— THE  SOUDAN  CAMPAIGN— THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  REGIMENT. 

Sm  HEEBEET  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  intended  to  give  any  special  recog- 
nition to  the  Boyal  Irish  jRegiment  to 
commemorate  their  march  from  Korti  to 
Gubat,  which  began  on  the  28th  January 
1 8815  and  was  completed  6th  February, 
eeeing  that  it  was  the  only  regiment 
which  accomplished  it  P 

The  SECKETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannebhait):  The  Boyal  Irish 
Begiment,  in  conjunction  with  the  other 
regiments,  did  its  duty  well  in  the  course 
of  the  campaign.  It  is  not  intended  to 
give  any  mark  of  recognition  to  the  re- 
giment, as  the  services  of  all  the  troops 
engaged  in  the  operations  were  specially 
acknowledged.  

Sib  HEBBEBT  MAXWELL  asked 
if  the  regiment  had  not  performed  a 
yery  gallant  march  across  the  desert  on 
foot? 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  :  I 
do  not  know  about  on  foot  or  otherwise ; 
but  the  whole  of  that  regiment  was  not 
engaged  in  the  operations. 

Sib  HEBBERT  MAXWELL:  One 
battalion. 

INLAND  REVENT7B  OFFICIALS. 

Sib  HEBBEBT  MAXWELL  asked 
Mr.  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther any  consideration  will  be  given  to 
the  representations  made  during  the  late 
Parliament  on  behalf  of  the  Inland  Be- 
venne  officials ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
Tomment  will  consent  to  the  appointment 
of  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  alleged 
grieyances  P 

ThbOHANCELLOBofthe  EXOHE- 
QIJEB  (Sir  William  Habooubt)  said, 
that  this  matter  had  not  come  before 
him,  and  he  should  certainly  act  upon 
the  same  principles  as  his  immediate 
Predecessor,  who  declined  to  re-open 
ihia  qnestion  unless  new  points  or  new 
eridenoe  were  brought  be&re  him.  Last 


December,  however,  it  had  been  found 
possible,  owing  to  savings  in  other 
branches  of  the  Inland  Bevenue,  to  im- 
prove very  sensibly  the  condition  of  the 
Excise  staff,  and  Papers  on  the  subject 
would  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Sib  HEBBEBT  MAXWELL  asked 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  the  officers  of  the  Treasury  had 
bound  themselves  to  accept  the  decision 
of  any  Oonmiittee  which  might  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  House ;  and  whether  it 
was  not  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
recollection  that  when  he  was  a  candi- 
date for  the  representation  of  Derby  he 
did  not  undertake  in  writing,  if  he  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  were  not  mistaken,  to 
support  a  Motion  for  inquiry  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT:  I 
really  have  no  recollection  of  that ;  but 
candidates  and  OhanceUors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer are  very  different  persons. 

THE  LUNACY  0OMMI8SIONEES  (ENG- 
LAND AND  SCOTLAND)— THE 
REPORTS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  OOBBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  inconvenience  caused  by  the  delay  in 
issuing  the  Beports  of  the  English  and 
Scotch  Limacy  Oommissioners ;  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  they  are  never  ready 
for  distribution  untU  the  month  of 
August,  when  the  Session  has  ended,  or 
nearly  so,  and  that  last  year  the  Scotch 
Beport  was  not  ready  till  September; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  special  reason 
why  these  Beports,  which  are  prepared 
annually  on  set  forms  that  never  vary 
materially,  could  not  be  issued  while 
the  facts  are  fresh,  say  in  at  least  three 
or  four  months  after  the  expiration  of 
the  year  ? 

Thb  SEOBETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbbs)  :  I  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  English  and  Scotch  Oom- 
missioners on  the  subject  of  the  issue  of 
their  Beports.  The  former  tell  me  that, 
owing  to  the  data  for  the  tabulation  of 
statistics  not  being  to  hand  till  the  end 
of  March,  they  cannot  promise  an  ear- 
lier issue  of  their  full  Beport ;  but  they 
will  undertake  to  have  ready  by  the 
end  of  April  for  presentation  to  Parlia- 
ment a  tabular  statement  showing  the 
total  number  of  lunatics  in  various  in- 
stitutions up  to  the  beginning  of  each 
year.    The  Scotch  Oommissioners  tell 
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me  that  thej  expect  to  be  able  to  present 
their  Eeport  in  future  by  the  middle  of 
June/ 

THE  NEW  FOREST— MUTILATION  OF 
HOLLY  TREES. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  a  wholesale  mutilation  of 
large  and  ornamental  holly  trees  has 
taken  place  throughout  the  New  Forest 
during  November  and  December  last, 
by  cutting  off  the  heads  for  sale  with 
the  berries ;  by  whose  authority  and  by 
whom  this  has  been  done ;  what  precau- 
tions have  been  taken  to  prevent  the 
death  of  the  trees  so  mutilated ;  what  is 
the  total  amount  receivable  from  the 
sale  of  such  holly ;  and,  whether  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House  unanimously 
recommended,  in  1875,  that  the  ancient 
ornamental  woods  and  trees  should  be 
preserved,  and  the  character  of  the 
scenery  be  maintained,  by  the  officials 
in  charge  of  the  said  Forest  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee),  in  reply, 
said,  that  no  unusual  cutting  of  the  trees 
had  taken  place  during  the  last  season. 
The  cutting  was  executed  under  the 
direction  of  the  proper  authorities,  and 
as  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  trees  no 
steps  would  be  taken  to  prevent  it.  The 
amount  which  had  been  realized  from 
the  sale  of  the  cuttings  was  £142  d«. 
With  reference  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee  that  the  orna- 
mental trees  should  be  preserved,  they 
were  endeavouring  to  carry  it  out ;  but 
the  authorities  had  not  the  powers  they 
required  for  the  purpose. 

ARMY  (SIDE  ARMS)— TENDERS  FOR 

SWORDS. 

Mr.  MAPPIN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  What  steps  have  been 
taken  to  obtain  the  entire  quantity  of 
Cavalry  swords  from  manufacturers  of 
steel  cutting  tools  in  this  country ;  whe- 
ther tenders  for  the  supply  of  Cavalry 
swords  were  advertised  for  in  The  Tim$8 
and  other  newspapers;  and,  whether 
applications  have  been  made  during 
1885,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  to  manu- 
facturers of  steel  cutting  tools  in  Eng- 
land, and  how  many  such  applications 
were  made  and  sent  to  Sheffield,  Bir- 
mingham, or  other  towns  in  this 
country? 

Mr,  CMd&rs 


The  SUBYETOB  GENERAL  or 
OEDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodaix)  :  No  steps 
were  taken  to  invite  the  manufacturen 
of  steel  cutting  tools  to  tender  for  the 
supply  of  swords.  Hie  sword  of  1S85, 
introduced  upon  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
a  Member,  has  to  sustain  a  test  in  ad- 
vance of  any  to  which  swords  had 
hitherto  been  subjected  by  the  War  De- 
partment; and  it  was  not  oonaidwed 
probable  that  weapons  which  would 
stand  such  a  test  could  be  produced  ia 
sufficient  numbers  by  firms  whirii  had 
never  made  swords.  For  what  were  re- 
garded as  sufficient  reasons,  it  was  not 
Qiought  advisable  to  advertise  the  re- 
quirements; but  the  Department  will 
gladly  ivelcome  any  desire  of  English 
manufacturers  to  address  themselves  to 
the  task  of  producing  the  whole  quan- 
tity of  swords  from  time  to  time  re- 
quired ;  and  if  my  hon.  Friend  will  con- 
fer witii  me  on  the  subject  I  will 
undertake  to  afford  him  all  reasonable 
facilities  and  encouragement. 

CHURCH    OP     ENGLAND  —  OOXWOLD 

RECTORY  AND  TRINITY  COLLEGE, 

CAMBRIDGE. 

Sib  EGBERT  J?EEL  asked  the  Senior 
Member  for  Cambridge  University, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  tha^  under  a  grant 
of  Henry  YIEE.  and  after  the  diaaolatioa 
of  the  Monastery  at  Newburgfa,  the 
Rectory  of  Ooxwold,  Yorkshire,  which 
had  belonged  to  that  Monastery,  was 
given  to  Trinity  College,  Cambridge, 
under  the  sacred  obligation  of  proriding 
for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  parishionen; 
whether  the  present  state  of  things  as 
between  Trinity  College,  Cambridge, 
and  the  parish  of  Cozwold  is  aa  follows : 
Trinity  College  is  possessed  of  the  Rec- 
tory, which  comprises  the  whole  oede- 
siastical  revenues  of  the  pariah,  of  the 
annual  value  of  £1,678  IZ$.  M.  com- 
muted rent-charge,  under  the  sacred  ob- 
ligation of  providing  for  the  spirttnal 
wants  of  the  people  of  the  pariah,  wbkh 
obligation  the  College  diaohimes  by  the 
annual  money  payment  of  £S0,  then 
being  no  parsonage  house  in  the  pariah, 
no  glebe  land,  ana  no  other  endowmeol 
except  £20  per  annum  from  the  Oorer- 
nors  of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  wbil^  the 
parish  is  so  extensive  that  it  is  tapot' 
sible  for  one  clergyman  properij  todia* 
charge  his  duties  without  aiaislaaoe; 
and,  whether  steps  cannot  be  taken  wil^ 
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out  delay  to  put  an  end  to  the  negleot  on 
the  part  of  Trinity  College  to  fulfil  the 
obligations  accepted  by  the  College 
when  it  became  possessed  of  the  whole 
ecclesiastical  revenues  of  the  parish  of 
Coxwold  ? 

Mb.  8PEAKEE  :  I  am  very  sorry  to 
have  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net that  under  the  Eules  of  the  House 
he  is  not  entitled  to  put  a  Question  to 
an  hon.  Member  who  is  not  in  an  official 
position. 

Sir  EGBERT  PEEL :  May  I  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  I  have  brought  the 
case  under  the  notice  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners ;  but  they  decline  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  so  gross  a  case. 
My  object  in  putting  the  Question  upon 
the  Paper  was  to  obtain  a  confirmation 
of  the  report  as  to  the  state  ^f  the  case. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  afraid  that  it 
is  not  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of 
this  House  to  put  a  Question  of  this 
nature  to  a  private  Member. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL:  Inconsequence 
of  your  ruling,  Sir,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
I  will  c^l  a^ention  to  the  matter  which 
forms  the  subject  of  my  Notice,  and  will 
move  a  Resolution. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)— MAJOR 
KERR,  CAVAN  MILITIA. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  authori- 
ties intend  retiring  Major  Kerr,  of  the 
Cavan  Militia,  as  being  beyond  the  limit 
of  age  and  service  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbbll-Bannbrman)  :  This  officer  has 
not  yet  attained  an  age  at  which  he 
would,  under  existing  Regulations,  be 
compulsorily  retired. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  What  number  of  re- 
cruits has  the  Adjutant  of  the  Cavan 
Militia  secured  since  the  last  training  of 
the  regiment  ? 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman)  :  35  for  the 
Army,  and  56  for  the  Militia,  since  the 
1st  of  July,  1885. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— OUT-DOOR 

RELIEF. 

Mb.  DWYER  gray  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, aa  President  of  the  Irish  Local 
CK>Teniment  Bourd,  If  any  circular  will 


be  issued  to  local  authorities  in  Ireland 
relative  to  out-door  relief  similar  to  that 
recently  issued  by  the  English  Local 
Government  Board;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  distress  and  want  of  employ- 
ment in  Ireland,  local  authorities  will 
be  permitted  to  grant  out-door  relief 
there  on  similar  conditions  to  those  upon 
which  it  may  be  granted  in  England  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  The  Irish  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  have  already  much  in- 
formation on  the  subject  of  the  prevail- 
ing distress,  from  communications  made 
to  them  by  Boards  of  Guardians  and 
others,  and  from  the  Reports  of  their 
Inspectors,  and  they  do  not  think  it 
necessary,  at  present,  to  issue  a  Circulcur. 
The  hon.  Member  is  no  doubt  aware 
that,  under  existing  powers,  out-door 
relief  cannot  be  afiPorded  to  able-bodied 
men  whild  there  is  room  in  the  work- 
house ;  but,  as  I  have  previously  stated, 
the  situation  is  most  carefully  watched, 
and  we  shall  not  hesitate  to  ask  for 
further  powers  if  the  necessity  should 
unfortunately  arise. 

INLAND  REVENUE— THE  INCOME 

TAX. 

Mb.  DWYER  GRAY,  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  any 
directions  have  lately  been  given  for  the 
more  rigid  exaction  or  more  prompt 
collection  of  the  Income  Tax  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  In  reply 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
have  to  inform  him  that  no  instructions 
have  heen  given  for  the  more  rig^d 
exaction  or  more  prompt  collection  of 
the  Income  Tax  by  the  Treasury.  The 
preparation  of  the  terminal  assessments 
for  1885-6,  however,  caused  some  delay 
in  the  commencement  of  the  collection 
of  the  tax,  which  was  due  on  or  before 
the  1st  of  January  last;  and  that  has 
necessitated  at  tliis  moment  greater 
activity  on  the  part  of  the  collectors  to 
enable  them  to  collect  the  amount  proper 
for  the  current  financial  year  before  the 
31st  March  next. 

INLAND  REVENUE— STAMPED  NEWS- 
PAPER WRAPPERS. 

Mr.  DWYER  GRAY  asked  the  Fi- 
nancial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, up  to  a  couple  of  years  ago,  paper 
for  impressed  stamps  for  Irish  news- 
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t;Jnf  Tifti^insr  the  ooet  of  carriage;  wne  ^^^tttV  asked  tbe  Chief  Socre- 

?hr."Ss.i"P.IJ'f<«''«Srjte    CHIEF    SEOBKrABI     (»b. 

i^ -,,^«  »' iio^ft  Tiover  been  etampea  in       the    ud-jj^jx       .^    t    >.«»e   already 

eaoli  wrapper  to  be  Bent  toLondon  ha«  stated  in  ^^Wj;^  Qalway.  I  ^OP* 
consequenfly  been  made.  Pomerly  the  Member  for  ^«""  ^4^^^  to  make  an 
"°°!??„  "*^*K«>  ««T.flr  wraBoers  sent  up    ehortly  to  be  m  a  ponw.  ^ 


pay  tbe  carriage  of  wrappers  wm«ii  «"^ 
Send  up  to  be  impressed  for  their  own 

convenFence.    BecVB^will^" '^""^ I  ^^^    xflE  BECKST 

at  the  Custom  House,  DubUn.  FRANCE  AND  CHINA^THE  Jsxi.^ 

T.TTNATIO   ASYLUMS    (IRBLAND)— Tffll  ,,./iiaTAn    naked    the    Under 

EVIDENT    MEDICAL  8DPERINTEN.         Mb.   ^AGNIAC    asked    t       ^^^^ 

Drarr,  LETTERKENNY  ASYLUM.  |«?'-«*f'y  ,^1  SJlatv  lately  mlde  by  &• 

MB.    AETHUR   O'CONNOE  ^ed h^«tt«'-(*J;,SS^^  China  tho^ 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-    Freqcn  wov^  exclusive  pnTilege 

tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fa«t    ports  *«  ^oiuer  a  y  ^^  ^^ 

that,  on  the  28th  April  1886,  in  reply  to  ^P"?,  ™e  'Se  of  the  Treaty  of 
In  inquiry  by  Wufiam  /e^y yhe  "si-  lowmg  the  «»^f  ^j^j^^  j  rf^hU 
dent  medical  superintendent  of  the  Let-  Lord  ^{P|;'  ^"  -  ^j^  subiecto  (rf  all 
terkenny  Lunatic  Asylum  stated  that  were  a^'P^^^JJ'ihe  Government  have 
John  Finy,  an  inmate,  "was  not  im-  natwns;  TJ^®*Xend^vonr8topt«^ 
proving  in  the  state  of  his  mind,  but  -nadf.?' '^^J  X^L  if  anv  for  ^ritid. 
K.  ±  ^..  With  is  .ood;"  -'^-ltXS;C^:t^larauJ»^^^^ 

Copy  of  the  Franco-Chi^  Treaty  wiU 

Bame  official,  on  tne  ^viu  ^.ugun.  .«»«,    be^ommunicatedto  the^u»9^^_ 

that  his  son  John  had  died  on  the  14th 

July  1884 ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause  I  pATi-i  (.Mr.  bb^u^,  .  -  ""»  •- --^^ 

inqWto'be  made  into  the  case?  h\«°- .^_"«^^^^',.^„ri^w'':f™vC-t. 

Thk  chief  SECBETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobxey)  :  Some  confusion  appears 
to  have  arisen  from  the  fact  that  there 
were  twiu  how  "ia  of  the  same  name  at 
tboro  made  and  sent^sylum. 
mingham,  or  other  NNOB:  Will  the 
country?  qmre  generally 
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proving  in  tne  siaiie  ui  um  uhjav*,  */**« 
tiiat  his  bodily  health  is  good  ; "  whe- 
ther, in  reply  to  a  further  application, 
William  Feny  was  informed,  by  the 
same  official,  on  the  20th  August  1885, 
4-v.of  Ilia  aATi  .Tohn  had  died  on  the  14th 


non.  menu  lur  uc*^***©  — ^ ^^^ 

tion  over  fiom  last  week,  at  my  requew, 
and  perhaps  the  Honse  will  allow  me  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  saying  tW » 
would  be  not  merely  lor  the  adv»ttta«t 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  but  for  that  or»« 
public  service  and  hon.  ^«°^'^^ 
selves,  if  in  future,  when  pomwi  »^ 
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out  delay  to  put  an  end  to  the  neglect  on 
the  part  of  Trinity  College  to  fulfil  the 
obligationa  accepted  by  the  OoUege 
when  it  became  poaaesaed  of  the  whole 
eccleaiaatical  revenuea  of  the  pariah  of 
Coxwold  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  am  very  aorry  to 
bave  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net that  under  the  Eulea  of  the  Houae 
be  ia  not  entitled  to  put  a  Queation  to 
an  hon.  Member  wbo  ia  not  in  an  official 
position. 

Sib  BOBEBT  PEEL :  May  I  be  al- 
lowed  to  aay  that  I  have  bronght  the 
oaae  under  the  notice  of  the  Eccleaiaa- 
tical Oommiaaionera ;  but  they  decline  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  ao  gproaa  a  caae. 
My  object  in  putting  the  Queation  upon 
the  Paper  was  to  obtain  a  confirmation 
of  the  report  aa  to  the  atate  t>f  the  caae. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB :  I  am  afraid  that  it 
ia  not  in  accordance  with  the  Bulea  of 
thia  Houae  to  put  a  Queation  of  thia 
nature  to  a  private  Member. 

Sib  BOBEBT  PEEL:  In  oonaequence 
of  your  ruling,  Sir,  I  be^to  give  Notice 
that  on  going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply 
I  will  call  attention  to  the  matter  which 
forma  the  aubject  of  my  Notice,  and  will 
move  a  Beaolution. 

ABMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)— MAJOE 
KERR,  CAVAN  MILITIA. 

Mb.  HATDEN  aaked  the  Secretaxy 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  authori- 
tiea  intend  retiring  Major  Kerr,  of  the 
Cavan  Militia,  as  being  beyond  the  limit 
of  age  and  service  ? 

The  SEOBETABT  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bakxbrmak)  :  Thia  officer  baa 
not  yet  attained  an  age  at  which  be 
would,  under  eziating  Kegulatione,  be 
compulaorily  retired. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  aaked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  What  number  of  re- 
cruita  baa  the  Adjutant  of  tbe  Cavan 
Militia  secured  aince  the  laat  training  of 
the  regiment  ? 

The  SECBETABT  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  Baitnebman)  :  35  for  the 
Army,  and  56  for  the  Militia,  since  the 
Istof  July,  1885. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— OUT-DOOR 

RELIEF. 

Mb«  DWYEB  GBAY  aaked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land,  ae  Preaident  of  the  Iriah  Local 
Ch>veniment  Board,  If  any  dzcular  will 


be  leaned  to  local  authoritiea  in  Ireland 
relative  to  out-door  relief  aimilar  to  that 
recently  iaaued  by  the  Englidi  Local 
(Government  Board;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  diatreaa  and  want  of  employ* 
ment  in  Ireland,  local  authoritiea  will 
be  permitted  to  g^ant  out-door  relief 
there  on  aimilar  conditiona  to  thoae  upon 
which  it  may  be  granted  in  England  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)  :  The  Iriah  Local  Qo- 
vernment  Board  have  already  much  in- 
formation on  the  aubject  of  the  prevail- 
ing diatreaa,  from  communicationa  made 
to  them  bv  Boarda  of  Ouardiana  and 
othera,  and  from  the  Beporta  of  their 
Inapectora,  and  they  do  not  think  it 
neceaaary,  at  preaent,  to  iaaue  a  Circular. 
The  hon.  Member  ia  no  doubt  aware 
that,  under  exiating  powera,  out-door 
relief  cannot  be  afforded  to  able-bodied 
men  while  there  ia  room  in  the  work- 
houae ;  but,  as  I  have  previoualy  atated, 
the  aituation  ia  moat  carefully  watched, 
and  we  ahall  not  beaitate  to  aak  for 
further  powera  if  the  neoeaaity  abould 
unfortunately  ariae. 

mLAND  REVENUB-THE  INOOME 

TAX. 

Mb.  DWYEB  GBAY.  aaked  the  Se- 
cretaiy  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  any 
directiona  have  lately  been  given  for  tbe 
more  rigid  exaction  or  more  prompt 
collection  of  the  Income  Tax  ? 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  In  reply 
to  the  Queation  of  tbe  bon.  Member,  I 
have  to  inform  him  that  no  inatructiona 
have  been  given  for  the  more  rigid 
exaction  or  more  prompt  collection  of 
the  Income  Tax  by  the  Treaaury.  The 
preparation  of  the  terminal  aaaeaaments 
for  1885-6,  however,  cauaed  aome  delay 
in  the  commencement  of  the  collection 
of  the  tax,  which  waa  due  on  or  before 
the  lat  of  January  last;  and  that  haa 
necesaitated  at  tbis  moment  greater 
activity  on  the  part  of  the  collectors  to 
enable  them  to  collect  the  amount  proper 
for  the  current  financial  year  before  the 
31st  March  next. 

INLAND  REVENUE— STAMPED  NEWS- 
PAPER WRAPPERS. 

Mb.  DWYEB  GBAlFere''ed.  ite  Fi- 
nandal  Secretary  t^  the  present  S^b®* 
ther,  up  to  a  oou*  the  question  of  the 
for  impresaed  ipper  Burmah,  and  if 
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papers  was  stamped  at  the  Oustom 
House,  Dublin ;  wnether  a  new  regula- 
tion was  then  made  requiring  all  such 
paper  to  be  sent  to  Somerset  House, 
London,  to  be  stamped,  but  the  Govern- 
ment paying  the  cofit  of  carriage ;  whe- 
ther recently,  still  another  regulation  has 
been  made  requiring  the  newspapers  to 
pay  the  carriage  to  and  from  London : 
whether  the  receipts  for  the  goods  are 
still  required  to  be  sent  to  the  Oustom 
House,  Dublin ;  and,  what  reasons  have 
influenced  the  Government  in  making 
these  changes? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  thb  TEEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee)  :  I  have,  in 
reply  to  the  Question,  to  say  that  news- 
paper wrappers,  which  it  is  supposed  is 
the  meaning  of  ''paper  for  impressed 
stamps,"  have  never  been  stamped  in 
Dublin,  and  no  new  regulation  requiring 
each  wrapper  to  be  sent  to  London  has 
consequently  been  made.  Formerly  the 
carriage  of  the  paper  wrappers  sent  up 
to  London  to  be  stamped  was  paid  by 
the  Government ;  but  from  motives  of 
public  economy  the  Board  of  Inland 
Bevenue  now  expect  newspaper  pro- 
prietors in  all  parts  of  the  Kingdom  to 
pay  the  carriage  of  wrappers  which  they 
send  up  to  be  impressed  for  their  own 
convenience.  Beceipts  will  be  required 
at  the  Oustom  House,  Dublin. 

LUNATIC   ASYLUMS    (IRELAND)— THE 

RESIDENT    MEDICAL  SUPERINTEN. 

DENT,  LETTERKENNY  ASYLUM. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'OONNOR  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  on  the  28th  April  1886,  in  reply  to 
an  inquiry  by  William  Feny,  the  resi- 
dent medical  superintendent  of  the  Let- 
terkenny  Lunatic  Asylum  stated  that 
John  Feny,  an  inmate,  **was  not  im- 
proving in  the  state  of  his  mind,  but 
that  his  bodily  health  is  good ; ''  whe- 
ther, in  reply  to  a  further  application, 
William  Feny  was  informed,  by  the 
same  official,  on  the  20th  August  1885, 
that  his  son  John  had  died  on  the  14th 
July  1884 ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  case  ? 

Thk  ohief  SEOEETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Moeley)  :  Some  confusion  appears 
to  have  arisen  from  the  fact  that  there 
were  tw-Ai  how  jS  of  the  same  name  at 
t^o^e  made  and  Bencisylum. 
mingham,  or  other  NNOB:  Will  the 
ooantry?  quire  generally 

Mr,  CMlden 


into  the  condition  of  the  persons  in 
asylum,  and  the  number  of  deaths  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  was  understood 
to  reply  in  the  affirmative. 

THE  SEED  RATE  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  FOLEY  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  under  the  existing  distress 
which  prevails  along  the  Oonnemara 
coast,  the  Government  will  prevent  un- 
due pressure  being  exercised  in  the  ccA- 
lection  of  the  seed  rate  in  that  district, 
and  will  also  g^ve  immediate  instroe- 
tions  that  the  works  which  have  been 
discontinued  at  the  Bunowen  Pier  be  at 
once  resumed,  with  the  view  of  miti- 
gating to  some  extent  the  prevailing  dis- 
tress ? 

The  ohief  SEOEETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)  :  As  I  have  already 
stated  in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Gtdway,  I  hope 
shortly  to  be  in  a  position  to  make  an 
announcement  of  our  intentions  with  re- 
spect to  the  seed  rate.  The  Boaxd  of 
Works  inform  me  that  work  has  not 
been  suspended  at  the  pier  at  Bnnowen. 
On  the  contrary,  directions  were  given  oa 
the  22nd  instant  for  additional  men  to 
be  employed  on  it. 

FRANCE  AND  CHINA— THE  RECENT 

TREATY. 

Mb.  MAGNIAO  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiurs, 
Whether  the  Treaty  lately  made  by  the 
French  Government  with  Ohina  par- 
ports  to  confer  any  exclusive  privilege 
upon  French  subjects,  in  place  of  fol- 
lowing the  example  of  the  Treaty  of 
Loid  Elgin,  under  which  equal  ri^ito 
were  stipulated  for  the  subjecta  ^  all 
nations ;  whether  the  Government  have 
made  or  will  make  endeavours  to  procure 
the  like  privileges,  if  any,  for  British 
subjects;  and,  with  an  authenticated 
Oopy  of  the  Franco-Ohineae  Treaty  will 
be  communicated  to  the  House  ? 

Thb  UNDEE  SEOEETAEY  oj 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbyce)  :  I  beg  to  thank  my 
hon.  Friend  for  having  held  this  Qae«- 
tion  over  from  last  week,  at  my  reqnesi, 
and  perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that  it 
would  be  not  merely  tor  the  advantage 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  but  for  that  td  the 
public  service  and  hon.  Membeta  thevH 
selves,  if  in  fntore,  when  poaribh»  they 
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would  be  kind  enough  to  giYe  two  or 
three  days'  Notice  of  Questions  which 
refer  to  the  Foreign  Office,  because  it  is 
often  necessary  to  send  telegrams  abroad 
and  make  extensive  researches  at  the 
Foreign  Office  itself,  which  necessarily 
take  some  time,  in  order  to  answer  their 
Questions.  In  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend  I  have  to  say  that  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  laying  at  once  before 
Parliament  the  text  of  the  Franco- 
Chinese  Treaty,  which  has  already  been 
published  in  Paris.  Meanwhile  I  may 
state  that  permission  to  trade  across  the 
land  frontier  of  Tonquin  at  certain  fixed 
points  and  to  establish  Consuls  is  granted 
to  French  subjects;  but  the  conditions 
under  which  the  trade  is  to  be  carried 
on  are  to  be  defined  in  special  regula- 
tions which  are  now  being  negotiated  in 
China.  The  Article  in  regard  to  the 
construction  of  railways  by  French  as- 
eistance  stipulates  that  no  exclusive 
privilege  is  to  be  constituted  in  favour 
of  France.  Her  Majesty's  Charge 
d' Affaires  in  China  was  repeatedly  in- 
structed, at  the  time  when  the  Treaty 
was  being  negotiated,  to  claim  for  this 
country,  under  the  Most- Favoured  Nation 
Clause  of  our  Treaty,  any  such  special 
privileges  as  might  be  granted  to  French 
subjects.  He  has  made  representations 
accordingly,  and  is  continuing  to  pay 
every  attention  to  the  negotiations, 
which  are  still  going  on,  with  a  view  to 
secure  British  subjects  any  improved 
facilities  which  these  new  regulations 
may  contain.  Papers  on  the  subject  will 
be  prepared  and  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  as  soon  as  possible. 

ARMY— PAYMENT  OF  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  C.  H.  WILSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  evils  and  inconveniences 
resulting  from  paying  the  Army  Pen- 
sioners quarterly,  and  whether  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  paying  them 
at  shorter  intervals,  say  every  month  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETAEY, 
WAR  DBPAETMENT  (Mr.  Heebert 
Gladstone):  It  is  believed  that  the 
great  majority  of  pensioners  themselves 
prefer  the  present  system  of  quarterly 
payments.  It  was  found  that  the  men 
were  more  apt  to  squander  the  monthly 
small  sum  than  they  are  to  make  away 
with  the  more  appreciable  amount  re- 
ceived quarterly.  There  is,  of  course,  a 
saving  in  labour,  and  therefore  in  ez- 
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pense,  to  the  War  Department  and  the 
Post  Office  by  the  quarterly  instead  of 
monthly  payment  of  pensions;  and  it 
would  require  strong  evidence  of  incon- 
venience or  hardship  to  justify  a  rever- 
sion to  the  former  system. 

COLLEGIATE    APPOINTMENTS   (SOOT- 
LAND). 

Mr.  EDMUND  E0BEET80N  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  What  course 
the  Government  intend  to  take  with  re- 
spect to  the  two  vacant  Principalships 
and  the  vacant  Professorship  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  St.  Andrews  ? 

The  SECEETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  :  The  Government 
hope,  in  a  few  days,  to  fill  up  the  Prin- 
cipalship  of  the  United  College  of  St. 
Salvator  and  St.  Leonard  and  the 
Physiological  Chair  at  Aberdeen.  With 
regard  to  the  Prinoipalship  of  St.  Mary's 
College  and  the  vacant  Divinity  Pro- 
fessorship, to  which  it  has  been  attached, 
the  Government  are  considering  the 
obligations  under  which  they  are  laid 
by  the  Eeport  of  the  Eoyal  Commission 
of  1878  and  their  legal  position  with 
regard  to  the  recommendations  of  that 
Eeport. 

ARMY— REPORT  OF  THE  INSPECTOR 
GENERAL  OF  RECRUITING. 

Sir  WALTEEB.  BAETTELOT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  will  take  care  that  the  Annual  Ee- 
port of  the  Inspector  General  of  Ee- 
cruiting,  and  also  the  Preliminary 
Eetum  of  the  British  Army  (presented 
last  year  on  the  18th  of  April),  may 
both  be  presented  before  the  discussion 
on  the  Army  Estimates  is  taken  ? 

The  8E0EETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbbll-Bannerman)  :  I  hope  to  pre- 
sent the  Eeport  of  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral of  Eeoruiting  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days.  With  regard  to  the  preliminary 
general  Annual  Eetum,  I  will  do  my 
best  to  hasten  its  completion  ;  but  I  can- 
not at  present  make  any  promise  on  the 
subject. 

ANNEXATION  OF  UPPER  BTJRMAH. 
Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
the  Council  of  India  were  consulted 
either  by  the  late  or  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  the  question  of  the 
annexation  of  Upper  Burmah,  and  if 
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they  were  agreed  in  advising  that  the 
interests  of  India  demanded  the  annexa- 
tion of  that  Country;  or,  if  not,  who 
were  the  advisers  of  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  who  expressed  that  opinion  ? 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
wokth)  :  The  orders  on  the  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  were 
given  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
under  the  special  powers  by  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  can  deal  with  certain 
questions  without  submitting  them  to 
the  Council.  With  regard  to  any  other 
advisers,  I  must  refer  him  to  the  late 
Secretary  of  State. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  if 
they  were  to  understand  that  the  Coun- 
cil of  India  had  not  been  consulted  by 
either  the  late  or  the  present  Indian 
Secretary  ? 

Sir  ughtred  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WOETH  said,  he  had  already  answered 
the  Question  in  regard  to  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State.  As  to  the  present 
Secretary  of  State,  he  reminded  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  annexation  took 
place  before  he  came  into  Office. 

ALLOTMENTS  AND  SMA.LL  HOLDINGS— 
THE  RETURN. 

Mr.  HENEY  TOLLEMACHE  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter, Whether,  considering  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  the  Government  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  the 
Eetum  on  the  subject  of  Allotments  and 
Small  Holdings,  which  has  been  pro- 
mised by  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  to  the  House  of  Lords  ? 

The  CH ANCELLOE  of  the  DUCHY 
(Mr.  Hbiteaoe),  in  reply,  said,  the  Ee- 
tum promised  by  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  to  the  House  of  Lords  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  of 
Commons  also. 

POST    OFFICE  —  PARCELS    POST    BE- 
TWEEN FRANCE  AND  ENGLAND. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Is  the  Postmaster  General  taking  any 
further  steps  to  induce  the  French  Go- 
vernment to  complete  the  connecting 
link  for  the  parcels  post  between  France 
and  England,  the  system  being  in  opera- 
tion in  the  two  countries  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY    (Mr.    H.   H.   Fowlbr)  :    The 
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Postmaster  General  is  in  active  commu- 
nication with  the  French  Postal  Admi- 
nistration as  to  the  proposed  Paroeli 
Post  between  this  country  and  France. 
Some  questions  of  difficulty  have  pre- 
sented themselves,  which,  however,  it  ia 
hoped,  will  be  shortly  adjusted.  In 
any  event,  before  a  Parcel  Post  Conven- 
tion can  be  brought  into  operation  it 
will  have  to  be  submitted  to  the  French 
Chambers  for  ratification. 

POLLUTION  OF  THE  THAMES— REPORT 
OF  THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOGEES  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take  efficient  steps  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  on  the  Pollution  of 
the  Thames  by  the  outfalls  at  Barking 
Creek  and  Crossness  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers)  :  This  question  has  been  re- 
peatedly under  the  consideration  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board,  who  have  charge  of 
the  sewerage  of  London.  They  have  not 
yet  finally  reported  to  me  their  conda- 
sions ;  but  I  will  press  the  Board  for  an 
early  answer. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOGEES  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  6,000  tons  of  liquid  muck  were 
emptied  into  the  Thames  every  day  at 
these  points  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  that  was  a 
calculation  he  should  be  slow  to  accept 
the  responsibility  for ;  but  there  was  no 
question  that  the  subject  was  a  serions 
one. 

METROPOLIS  —  REORGANIZATION   OP 

THE  POLICE. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Seera- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department* 
If  he  will  now  say  in  what  way  he  pro- 
poses to  make  the  further  inquiry  into 
the  organisation  of  the  Police  Force  of 
the  Metropolis,  which  he  states  his  in- 
tention to  undertake ;  and,  whether  he 
will  engage  that  no  such  steps  shall  be 
taken  until  the  House  has  had  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  an  opinion  on  the 
Eeport  of  the  Committee  now  in  the 
hands  of  Members  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs):  I  propose  to  make  mj  in* 
quiry  into  the  org^ization  of  the  PoUee 
Force  by  means  of  a  Departmental  Oom* 
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mittee,  over  which  I  shall  myself  pre- 
aide.  L"Oh!"  and  m  Umg\:]  Yes;  I 
am  responsible  for  the  oi^anization,  and 
X  am  not  going  to  throw  the  responsi- 
bility upon  others.  I  have  not  finally 
settled  the  names  of  the  Committee; 
but,  in  all  probability,  whoever  may  be 
the  new  Chief  Commissioner  will  be  one. 
I  also  hope  to  have  the  assistance  of 
Mr.  PemDerton,  now  Assistant  Under 
Secretary  at  the  Home  Office,  and  long 
a  Member  of  this  House,  and  of  Mr. 
Pennefather,  whose  financial  experience 
in  police  matters  will  be  of  great  service 
to  me.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say,  when  on  the  point  of  instituting 
this  inquiry,  how  much  I  regret  the  ab- 
sence of  the  late  Chief  Con^missioner, 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson,  whose  length- 
ened experience  and  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  details  of  police  administration 
would  have  been  invaluable  upon  such 
an  inquiry.  I  am  afraid  I  do  not  quite 
understand  the  words  '*  such  steps  "  in 
the  second  Question.  I  shall  certainly 
undertake  this  inquiry  without  waiting 
for  any  particular  debate  in  this  House. 
To-morrow  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  has 
the  first  place  on  the  Motion  for  Sup- 
ply, and  proposes  to  call  attention  to 
this  subject.  If  Notice  of  a  serious 
Motion  be  placed  upon  the  Table,  it 
will  be  sufficient  time  to  consider  whe- 
ther any  facilities  would  be  required 
for  its  discussion. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
on  the  Motion  which  he  has  mentioned 
as  coming  on  to-morrow,  we  shall  have 
the  opportunity  of  discussing  the  He- 
port  of  the  Special  Committee,  and  the 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  in  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  The  only  answer 
I  can  give  is  that  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  he  wishes  to  discuss  either  the  Eeport 
or  my  conduct,  will  be  able  to  do  so  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Is  there  any 
objection  to  placing  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son on  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  It  would  hardly 
be  right  that  a  gentleman  who  has  just 
retired  or  is  just  retiring  from  the 
Public  Service  should  be  asked  to  sit  on 
the  Committee ;  but  means  will  be  found, 
no  doubt,  of  obtaining  the  advantage  of 
Colonel  Henderson's  experience. 


ARMY  CLOTHIXO  FACTORY,  PIMLICO. 

Mr.  ALBERT  GREY  asked  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  the  Ordnance,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  case,  as  stated  in  The  Fall 
Mali  GazeiU  of  February  22nd,  that  the 
wages  of  the  workwomen  employed  in 
the  Army  Clothing  Factory  at  Pimlioo 
have  been  reduced  25  per  cent,  in  the 
last  year  ? 

Mr.  MAGNIAC  asked  whether  it 
is  the  fact,  as  currently  reported,  that 
the  women  in  the  factory  referred  to 
were  working  at  starvation  wages ;  and 
whether  he  will  give  a  Return  showing 
the  number  of  workers  whose  wages 
were  respectively  below  and  above  10*. 
per  week  in  tne  week  ending  Feb- 
ruary 12  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  :  I  shall 
be  happy  to  give  the  Returns,  and  to 
include  in  them  all  the  information  I 
can.  The  statement  referred  to  in  the 
first  Question  is  not  accurate.  The  ave- 
rage  wages  of  the  women  employed  in 
the  Army  Clothing  Factory  during  1884 
amounted  to  15«.  Bd,  a- week  of  actual 
earnings.  The  average  for  1885  was 
\58.  Sid.  The  corresponding  average 
for  the  four  weeks  ending  February  17 
last  was  17«.  l^d.  Perhaps  the  num- 
bers at  different  rates  of  wages  will 
make  the  comparison  more  intelligible. 
In  1884  and  1885  respectively  there 
were  employed  in  all  1,259  and  1,399 
women.  Of  these,  231  and  262  received 
respectively  less  than  10«.  a- week;  752 
and  805  from  \0s.  to  £1  a- week;  254 
and  291  from  20«.  to  SOi.  a- week;  and 
22  and  41  respectively  over  30«.  a- week. 
I  may  add  that  certain  Memorials  and 
representations  have  been  addressed  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  concerning  the 
general  administration  of  the  clothing 
factory,  to  which  I  am  giving  my  own 
very  careful  attention. 

THE  LONDON  WATER  COMPANIES. 

Mb.  BOBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Qovernment  to  in- 
troduce, at  an  early  date,  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  acquisition  of  the  London  Water 
Companies,  so  long  looked  forward  to 
by  the  people  of  London  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childees)  :  I  am  fully  alive  to  the  great 
importance  of  this  question  ;  but  I  think 
the  question  of  the  acquisition  of  tho 
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London  Water  Companies'  property  can- 
Hot  be  dissociated  from  tlie  larger  ques- 
tion of  the  government  of  London,  as  to 
which  I  hope  to  be  able  to  make  a  state- 
ment in  a  few  weeks. 

TRAMWAYS  AND  PUBLIC  COMPANIES 
(IRELAND)  ACT— THE  WEST  CLARE 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Mb.  cox  asked  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Trea- 
sury, in  the  month  of  June  last,  inti- 
mated their  willingness  to  aid  under- 
takings under  the  Tramways  (Ireland) 
Act  by  loans  to  be  made  through  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works,  and  the  West 
Glare  Bailway  Company  applied  in  the 
same  month  for  a  loan  on  the  security 
of  shares  haying  diyidends  guaranteed 
in  perpetuity  by  the  county  of  Clare; 
has  the  granting  of  this  loan  been  de- 
layed by  the  Board  of  Works  down  to 
the  present  time,  although  the  adequacy 
of  ^e  proposed  security  is  not  ques- 
tioned ;  has  the  result  of  this  dolay  been 
that  the  works  of  the  Bailway  had  been 
partially  suspended  about  two  months 
ago,  by  which  several  hundred  men 
were  thrown  out  of  employment ;  whe- 
ther representations  have  reached  the 
Government  that  great  distress  exists  in 
the  district ;  and,  whether  they  wiU 
cause  the  Board  of  Works  to  hasten  the 
completion  of  this  loan,  and  enable  the 
works  to  be  resumed,  which  will  give 
large  and  immediate  employment  where 
it  is  now  so  badly  wanted  ? 

Thb  8ECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  said,  that 
serious  legal  difficulties  had  arisen  in 
the  way  of  granting  to  the  West  Clare 
Bailway  Company  the  loan  for  which 
they  applied  on  the  security  offered  by 
them.  The  Board  of  Public  Works  had 
had  every  desire  to  facilitate  in  every 
way  in  their  power  the  advance  of  the 
loan,  in  order  that  the  works  might  not 
be  stopped,  and  that  the  railway  might 
be  completed  and  opened  for  traffic. 
Their  Surveyor  was  now  on  the  spot, 
and  it  was  hoped  that  in  the  course  of  a 
few  days  his  Keport  would  be  received, 
and  such  arrangements  made  as  would 
enable  the  works,  a  portion  of  which 
only  were  suspended,  to  be  resumed. 

THE  POSTAL  UNION- AUSTRALIA. 

Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
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The  names  of  the  Australasian  Colonies 
that  have  declined  to  join  the  Postal 
Union ;  is  he  aware  that  French  mail 
steamers  convey  ten  centime  or  one 
penny  postal  cards  from  France  via 
Australia  to  New  Caledonia ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  introdoee 
penny  postal  cards  between  Engiand 
and  Australia  in  the  interests  of  poor 
emigp-ants  and  their  friends  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  The  Aus- 
tralian  Colonies  were  all  represented  at 
the  Postal  Union  Congress  which  was 
held  at  Lisbon  last  year ;  and  after  con- 
sidering the  conditions  on  which  they 
could  be  admitted  into  the  Union  thev 
all  declined  to  join  for  the  present.  It 
is  true,  as  the  hon.  Member  states,  that 
postcards  can  be  forwarded  from  France 
to  New  Caledonia  for  a  postage  of  10 
centimes,  or  1^.  each.  Pending  ad- 
mission of  the  Australian  Colonies  into 
the  Postal  Union,  it  has  not  been  consi- 
dered desirable  to  extend  the  postcard 
system  from  this  country  to  Australia. 
No  such  arrangement  could  take  place 
without  the  previous  concurrence  of  the 
Colonies  concerned ;  and,  looking  at  the 
reduction  of  postage  which  would  be 
involved  by  the  introduction  of  1^. 
postcards,  it  is  by  no  means  certain  that 
they  would  acquiesce  in  any  such  arrange- 
ment. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS— SPEECH  OF  LORD 

RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  AT 

BELFAST. 

Mb.  NEWNES  asked  the  Secreiaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
language  used  in  the  north  of  Ireland, 
on  Monday  last,  by  a  Member  of  this 
House,  the  late  Secretary  of  State  far 
India,  to  the  following  effect : — 


*'  In  the  north  th«  great  privilegee  yon  _ 
are  worth  defending,  are  worth  demonsbatinf 
for,  and,  by  Heaven,  it  may  be  they  are  worth 
fighting  for.  I  do  not  myself  /ear  that  m 
heavy  a  trial  conld  be  pat  npon  yon,  bvt  I 
imprees  upon  you  to  keep  the  orgaaintioa  ia 
perfect  readiness ; " 

and,  whether  he  intends  to  prosecute  the 
author  of  these  words  under  the  same 
Act  which  has  been  put  in  force  with 
regard  to  the  London  Socialists  ? 

The  SEORETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildebs)  :  From  no  want  of  respect  to 
the  hon.  Member  who  made  the  speetih^ 
hnt  simply  from  want  of  time  on  mj 
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part,  I  have  not  properly  read  that  speech 
so  as  to  appreciate  the  whole  of  it.  But 
the  speech  itself  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  and  the  language  to  which  he 
objects,  was  not  delivered  in  England ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  no  part  of  my  duty 
to  consider  its  character  in  the  aspect 
suggested  by  the  Question. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  if  no  action  is  taken  in  this  matter 
by  the  Government,  I  shall  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  open  to  me  to  move 
a  Besolution  to  the  effect  that  this  House 
particularly  regrets  and  condemns  the 
public  employment,  by  a  Member  of  this 
House  who  has  held  high  Office  under 
the  Grown  and  who  continues  to  hold  the 
Office  of  a  Privy  Councillor,  of  language 
designed  to  intimidate  this  House,  and 
to  excite  bodies  of  persons  in  Ireland  to 
the  use  of  arms,  in  defiance  of  the  will 
of  this  House  and  in  opposition  to  the 
authority  of  the  Grown. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  GHUEGHILL  : 
I  beg  to  give  Notice,  with  regard  to 
the  Notice  of  Motion  just  now  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  that  if  it 
should  appear  on  the  Paper  to-morrow 
I  shall  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  will  afford  a  very  early 
day  for  its  discussion  ? 

ARMY— ENFIELD  SMALL  ARMS 
FACTORY. 

Lord  ALGEENON  PEECY  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  War  Office  have 
sent  orders  to  the  Eoyal  Small  Arms 
Factory  at  Enfield  to  the  effect  that  the 
number  of  workmen  will  be  reduced  by 
300  on  the  1st  of  April,  thus  throwing  a 
large  number  of  men  out  of  employment 
during  the  time  of  the  present  prevailing 
distress  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  :  No  such  order 
has  been  given.  The  number  of  workmen 
employed  in  a  Government  factory  must, 
of  course,  depend  on  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament  for  the  produce  of  that 
factory.  The  Vote  to  be  asked  for  Enfield 
for  next  year's  service  is  at  present 
under  consideration. 

IRISH  ESTATES  OF  THE  LONDON 
COMPANIES. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
attempt  by  the  Salters'  Oompany,  the 


Ironmongers'  Company,  and  other  Lon- 
don Companies  to  make  sale  of  their 
Derry  estates ;  and,  if  the  Government 
propose  to  do  anything  to  prevent  these 
Corporations  making  away  with  their 
property  before  the  question  can  be 
legislatively  dealt  with  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  I  understand  that  in  a 
very  short  time  a  Bill  will  be  introduced 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  whose  Depart- 
ment it  concerns,  on  the  subject  to  which 
this  Question  refers,  and  which  would 
embrace  such  cases  as  are  mentioned  in 
the  Question.  The  further  Question, 
whether  that  Bill  can  be  extended  to 
retrospective  proceedings,  is  one  which 
I  am  not  so  well  able  to  answer  at  the 
present  moment,  not  having  a  precise 
knowledge  of  the  character  of  those  pro- 
ceedinors 

Mb.  T.  M.   HEALY:     Would    the 

right    hon.   Gentleman    kindly  permit 

me  to  ask  this  Question — Whether  his 

attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  recent 

notice  issued  by  the  agent  of  the  Salters' 

Company  in  the  following  words  : — 

"  On  being  informed  that  you  had  refused  to 
complete  the  purchase  of  your  farm  I  consulted 
the  Worshipful  Company  of  Salters.  I  am  now 
desired  to  give  you  notice  that  if  the  necessary 
steps  to  complete  be  not  taken  within  one  fort- 
night from  this  date,  proceedings  will  be  taken 
in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland  to 
compel  specific  performance  of  your  agreement 
to  purchase,  and  that  this  notice  will  be  used 
to  fix  you  with  the  costs  of  such  proceedings." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  cogni- 
zaut  of  the  document  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  quoted  ;  but 
the  answer  I  have  previously  given  will, 
I  think,  convey  a  perfect  and  distinct 
intimation  to  the  Companies  concerned 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  Government. 

SMALL  HOLDINGS  AND  ALLOTMENTS^ 

Colonel  BROOKFIELD  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  give 
any  legislative  effect  to  the  opinion  re- 
cently expressed  by  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  small  holdings  and  allotments  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  In  the  debate  to  which 
this  Question  refers  it  was,  I  think,  fully 
understood  by  the  House,  and  was  stated 
expressly  by  myself  and  others,  that  the 
preliminary  condition  of  giving  eflfect  in 
any  manner  to  the  idea  contained  in  the 
Motion  would  be  the  establishment  of  a 
thoroughly  efficient  local  government. 
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When  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
able  to  propose  to  the  House  their  Local 
Government  Bill  they  will  consider  what 
steps  they  can  properly  take  in  the  di- 
rection of  the  Motion  which  was  carried 
on  the  occasion  referred  to. 

IRELAND— AUTHORITY  OP  THE 
CROWN. 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  is  correctly  reported  as  having  de- 
clared on  22nd  February  that — 

**Her  Majesty's  Government  are  very  de- 
sirous to  see  the  authority  of  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land restored  to  that  full  state  of  efficiency  which 
it  enjoys  in  England  and  Scotland  ;  " 

and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go" 
vemment  have  taken  or  are  taking 
effectual  steps  to  put  an  end  forthwith 
to  so  alarming  a  state  of  affairs  as  is 
implied  in  this  confession  that  the  au- 
thority of  the  Crown  is  in  a  definite  de- 
gree in  abeyance  in  Ireland  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  :  I  thought  that  this  Ques- 
tion had  been  answered  by  me  more 
than  once.  With  regard  to  the  words 
ascribed  to  me,  I  have  no  complaint 
whatever  to  make  of  the  report  of  my 
words.  I  have  no  doubt  of  their  sub- 
stantial accuracy.  I  considered,  and 
still  consider,  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  in  any  portion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  must  be 
measured  by  the  degree  of  fulness  with 
which  the  Judicial  and  Administrative 
Departments  of  the  Government  attain 
the  end  for  which  they  are  appointed  in 
the  protection  of  personal  liberty,  pro- 
perty, and  life.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  stated 
more  than  once,  and  I  apprehend  it  can- 
not be  denied,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  the  question  of 
«ocial  order  in  Ireland  requires  close 
attention,  and  we  are  engaged  in  con- 
sidering by  what  means  we  can  obtain 
remedies  for  the  existing  state  of  things. 

Mr.  LALOR  aAed  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  it  is  in  accordance  with 
the  invitation  conveyed  in  his  letter  of 
the  12th  instant  to  Lord  De  Vesci,  seek- 
ing information  in  reference  to  the  wants 
and  wishes  of  the  Irish  people,  that  Lord 
De  Vesci,  through  his  agent  Mr.  Fitzher- 
bert,  has  been  trying  to  compel  his  la- 
bourers and  small  tenants  to  sign  a  docu- 
ment protesting  against  Home  Bule  for 
Ireland,  and,  at  the  same  time,  com- 
pelling those  labourers  who  signed  the 
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paper  to  remit  a  portion  of  their  weeVs 
wages  in  order  to  pay  expenses  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  R 
Gladstone)  :  In  regard  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Question,  the  object  of  my  letter 
to  Lord  de  Vesci  was  to  make  it  known, 
for  the  purpose  of  obviating  possible 
misapprehensions,  that  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  receive  information  of  the  wants 
and  wishes  of  the  people  of  Ireland  from 
those  best  qualified  to  describe  them, 
quite  irrespective  of  parties  or  opinions. 
I  do  not  see  the  connection  between  the 
object  of  that  letter  and  the  report  which 
the  Question  recites.  I  am  aware  of  no 
such  proceeding  on  the  part  of  Lord  de 
Vesci  or  his  agent.  I  have  never  known 
Lord  de  Vesci  except  in  the  character  of  a 
most  humane,  kind,  and  estimable  man  ; 
and  I  should  be  very  slow  indeed  to  credit 
without  evidence  any  report  to  a  con- 
trary effect.  I  have  no  information  sup- 
porting the  report  here  mentioned ;  and 
I  do  not  find,  upon  telegraphic  inquiry, 
that  the  Gt)vernment  of  Ireland  are  in 
possession  of  any  such  information. 

MO  no  If. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  rising  to 
move — 

'*  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  Bubseqnent  to 
the  Order  for  the  Committee  on  the  Land 
Registry  Bill  [Lords]  he  postponed  until  after 
the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  introdaction  of  a 
Bill  relating  to  Crofters  in  the  Highland*  aaiA 
Islands  of  Scotland,*' 

said,  that  when  they  approached  10 
o'clock  the  Government  would  ask  the 
House  to  report  Progress,  in  order  to 
enable  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  to  bring  forward  his 
Motion. 

Motion  agreed  io, 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  F. 


SUPPLY-CIVIL    SERVICES   (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY ESTIMATES,  ISW^X 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  IV. — Education,  ScisircXy 

AKD  Abt. 
(1.)  £460,  London  Univeraity. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID :    I  wiak 
to  call  the  attention  of  Her  Ifiyac^t 
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GoyernmeDt  to  the  fact  that  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  is  treated  in  a  manner 
in  which  no  other  University  in  the  King- 
dom is  treated.  The  fees  of  the  Univer- 
sity are  paid  into  the  Public  Chest,  and 
every  Id.  paid  by  the  University  has  to 
be  accounted  for  to  a  Public  Department, 
and  has  to  be  voted  by  this  House.  If 
hon.  Members  will  turn  to  the  next 
Yote  they  will  find  that  University 
College,  Wales,  is  allowed  the  sum  of 
£4,000  to  spend  as  it  likes  ;  £2,550 
has  already  been  granted  to  that  Body, 
and  this  is  a  Supplementary  Yote  for 
£750.  If  hon.  Members  will  look  at 
the  Vote  for  the  Scotch  Universities 
they  will  find  that  a  sum  of  money  is 
also  given  to  them  to  spend  as  they 
like.  Now,  the  University  of  London 
has  already  existed  for  50  years.  Earl 
Granville  is  the  Chancellor  of  the  Uni- 
versity, and  Sir  James  Paget  Vice  Chan- 
cellor ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  the  Univer- 
sity, through  its  Senate,  is  in  every  way 
capable  of  managing  the  affairs  of  the 
University  if  it  has  a  suitable  grant 
given  to  it  by  Parliament.  That,  I  be- 
lieve, would  be  a  much  better  course 
than  to  retain  the  present  system  of  ask- 
ing the  House  to  vote  particular  items. 
If  hon.  Members  will  look  at  this  Vote 
they  will  find  that  the  sum  of  £460 
which  appears  in  the  Estimates  has 
come  from  the  extension  of  the  work  of 
the  Universitv.  As  a  member  of  the 
Senate  of  the  University,  I  may  say  that 
there  are  many  other  extensions  of  the 
work  of  the  XJ  Diversity  which  might  be 
undertaken  by  the  University,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  trouble  caused  by  the  neces- 
sity for  their  being  submitted  to  the 
scrutiny  of  the  Government.  About  two 
years  ago  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  an 
allowance  to  the  University  of  London 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  it  autonomy  in 
these  matters;  and  that  proposal  was 
viewed  by  him  with  favour,  and  would 
have  been  acted  upon  if  special  circum- 
stances had  not  arisen  which  caused  a 
postponement.  If  hon.  Members  will 
examine  the  Estimates,  they  will  find 
th^t  a  larger  sum  is  received  from  fees 
this  year  than  was  received  in  the  year 
before ;  and  that  result,  instead  of  being 
brought  about  by  the  grants  made  out 
of  the  Bevenues  of  this  country,  is  due 
to  the  system  of  examination  adopted 
by  the  University  of  London  for  many 
years  past,  and  which  has  been  of  so  sa- 


tisfaototy  a  character  as  to  induce  a  larger 
number  of  students  to  enter  the  Univer- 
sity. It  is  hardly  fair,  however,  that  the 
University  should  receive  no  benefit  from 
its  growing  prosperity ;  and  I,  therefore, 
claim  on  its  behalf  that  in  future  the 
Government  should  give  a  lump  sum  to 
the  University,  instead  of  putting  down 
in  the  Votes  every  year  the  charges 
which  have  to  be  borne  by  the  Univer- 
sity. I  find  that  the  amount  received 
from  fees  last  year  was  £10,900,  while 
the  total  amount  required  for  the  ex- 
penses of  the  University  was  £12,900. 
Consequently,  the  University  only  cost 
the  Government  at  the  present  moment 
£2,000 ;  but  in  some  years  it  has  cost 
£4,000,  £5,000,  £6,000,  and  even 
£7,000  above  the  fees ;  therefore,  in  my 
opinion,  if  a  grant  of  £5,000  a-year  were 
given  to  the  University,  which  would  be 
a  less  sum  than  is  given  to  some  of  the 
small  Scotch  Universities,  the  University 
of  London  would  only  be  put  on  the  foot- 
ing it  is  entitled  to  occupy.  I  earnestly 
hope  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  consider  this  matter  with  the  view 
of  no  longer  placing  a  detailed  charge 
upon  the  Estimates  with  regard  to  the 
University  of  London,  but  of  giving  a 
lump  sum  of  £5,000  to  the  University, 
on  the  same  principle  as  large  sums  are 
now  given  to  the  Scotch  Universities. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  I  think 
the  suggestion  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  made  is  a  very  valuable  one ; 
but  I  would  submit  that  the  case  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  to  urge  would 
come  with  greater  force  when  the  Vote 
for  the  University  of  London  is  pro- 
posed for  next  year.  The  present  Vote 
of  £460  is  only  a  Supplementary  sum  in 
order  to  make  up  a  deficiency  which 
has  occurred.  As  far  as  the  main  ques- 
tions are  concerned,  the  grant  from  Par- 
liament for  the  Universities  is  practically 
decreasing.  If  it  is  proposed  now  to  make 
a  new  departure  it  will  require  consider- 
able discussion,  and  may,  perhaps,  raise 
the  grave  question  whether,  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  Pari  lament  ought  to 
make  any  grant  at  all  to  this  University. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  cir- 
cumstances which  exist  in  1886  are  very 
different  from  those  which  existed  in  1836 
when  these  grants  were  first  made,  and 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  might 
raise  the  whole  question  whether  the 
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House  would  be  justified  in  making  any 
grant  at  all.  I  do  not  wish,  however, 
to  forestall  the  discussion  of  that  ques- 
tion ;  but  I  shall  be  happy,  when  the 
regular  Estimates  are  brought  forward, 
to  discuss  the  matter  at  greater  length. 
I  do  not  know  that  any  information  is 
needed  by  the  Committee  as  to  this  par- 
ticular Vote ;  but  I  may  say  that,  so  far 
as  the  Public  Bevenue  is  concerned,  the 
additional  amount  seems  to  be  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  an  increase  of 
fees. 

Mb.  BETJNNEE  :  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  aim  of  the  Goyernment  ought  to  be 
to  encourage  the  University  of  London 
to  do  better  and  better  work.  If  the 
work  done  50  years  ago  was  worth  a 
certain  sum  per  year,  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  now  worth  at  least  twice  the 
same  amount  of  money. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID :  The  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  now  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childers),  was  good  enough  to  say, 
after  he  had  examined  the  matter,  that 
he  thought  a  g^ant  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  University  of  London  ;  because,  in- 
stead of  inducing  the  University  to 
spend  as  little  as  possible,  they  ought  to 
be  encouraged  to  spend  more.  I  must 
confess  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  by  no 
means  liberal — nay,  rather  somewhat 
shabby — ^for  a  public  official  who  seems 
to  know  nothing  of  the  matter  to  say 
that  it  is  questionable  whether  the  only 
public  money  voted  for  University  pur- 
poses in  the  South  of  England  ought 
not  to  be  done  away  with  altogether, 
when  upon  the  very  next  Vote  the  same 
hon.  Gentleman  will  have  to  stand  up 
and  support  a  considerable  Yote  for  a 
University  in  Wales. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  I  ex- 
pressed no  opinion  as  to  the  propriety 
of  the  Yote  at  all ;  and,  so  far  from  being 
ignorant  of  the  merits  of  the  question,  I 
was  speaking  from  information  which 
had  been  supplied  to  me  by  the  high- 
est authority.  No  doubt,  my  hon. 
Friend  is  correct  in  the  statement 
which  he  has  made  with  regard  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  with  regard  to  that 
matter  I  expressed  no  opinion  whatever. 
I  think  there  can  be  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  make  a  profit 
out  of  the  University  fees.  The  net 
charge  in  regard  to  the  University  of 
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London  is  £3,600 ;  and  all  I  suggested 
was  that,  if  a  proposal  were  made  to 
increase  that  grant,  the  question  might 
be  raised  whether  the  State  ought  to  be 
called  upon  to  make  any  grant  at  alL 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that 
the  Committee  will  be  able  to  discuss  the 
matter  in  a  more  suitable  manner  when 
they  come  to  the  main  Vote.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  the  remarks 
made  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
if  they  are  left  uncontradicted,  would 
produce  an  erroneous  impression  oot- 
of- doors.  It  might  be  supposed  that, 
although  there  was  a  stiong  case  for  a 
grant  when  the  University  of  London  was 
first  founded,  it  is  less  needed  now,  on  ac- 
count of  the  action  which  has  since  been 
taken  by  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge.  On  the  contrary,  the  £aet 
is  that  a  much  larger  number  of  persons 
now  take  degrees  in  the  University  of 
London  than  at  any  former  period,  and 
there  are  a  very  large  number  of  per- 
sons for  whom  the  University  of  London 
is  the  only  University  open.  So  far 
from  the  case  of  the  University  being 
weaker  than  it  was  at  the  time  of  its 
foundation,  my  hon.  Friend  will  find, 
when  he  takes  into  consideration  the 
amount  of  work  done  and  the  number  of 
persons  who  take  degrees,  that  it  is  very 
much  stronger  than  ever  it  was.  I  think 
that  the  University  of  London  may 
fairly  claim  that  the  small  sum  voted  by 
this  House  is  well  spent,  and  that  tlM 
University  has  never  been  doing  more 
or  better  work  than  at  the  pres^ 
moment. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  :  I  quite  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  that  this  is  a  matter  which  had 
better  be  discussed  when  we  have  the 
regular  Estimates  before  us.  I  am  not 
inclined  to  differ  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Loa- 
don  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  as  to  ^e  fact 
that  the  University  is  doing  more  woik 
now  than  in  former  years.  If  it  is,  it  is 
compensated,  to  a  certain  extent,  by  the 
amount  of  fees  it  receives ;  and  I  b^eve 
that  the  fees  it  receives  amount  to  a 
larger  sum  year  by  year.  I  believe 
that,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  has  stated,  there  is  no  die* 
position  on  the  part  of  the  Oovemmott 
to  make  a  profit  out  of  the  Univera^. 
What  the  Government  do  is  this — ^they 
pay  a  sum  of  money  which  iso(»uBdend 
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by  the  best  aathorities  to  be  tbe  sum 
necessary  to  maintain  the  TJniyersity  of 
London  in  a  state  of  efficiency ;  and  it 
appears  that  the  fees  receiyed  by  the 
University  itself  gradually  approach 
nearer  and  nearer  the  sum  voted  by 
Parliament.  But  I  do  not  suppose, 
if  the  fees  were  so  increased  as  to  be- 
come in  excess  of  the  Vote,  that  under 
such  circumstances  the  Government 
would  wish  to  keep  back  any  portion  of 
them.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  there  is 
a  general  desire  that  the  University  of 
London  should  have  every  support  it 
can  obtain  in  that  way.  But  I  wish  to 
remind  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
that  there  is  some  difiPerence  in  the 
situation  of  the  University  now  as  com- 
pared with  what  it  was  some  years  ago. 
We  have  now  Universities  springing  up 
in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom ;  and  I 
am  glad  to  think  that  an  important  Uni- 
versity— the  Victoria  University  at  Man- 
chester ^has  not  only  the  power  of  grant- 
ing degrees,  but  that  it  has  other  im- 
portant educational  advantages  which 
it  is  able  to  confer  upon  a  very  large 
and  populous  district.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  if  we  are  to  make  this  a  question  of 
increasing  the  grant  to  the  University 
of  London,  it  will  be  nece(E>sary  to  open 
up  a  much  wider  question  than  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Sir 
Julian  Goldsmid)  imagines. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID :  My  hon. 
Friend  does  not  appear  to  be  aware  that 
the  Scotch  Universities  receive  a  grant 
from  this  House,  and  that  they,  never- 
theless, appropriate  the  fees  paid  by  the 
students  to  their  own  purposes.  My 
contention  is  that  the  University  of 
Liondon  should  be  allowed  to  use  the 
fees  paid  by  the  students  in  the  same 
way  that  otner  Colleges  and  Universi- 
ties do  which  receive  a  Government 
mint.  If  that  course  were  followed,  I 
believe  that  it  would  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  University  itself.  I  may 
add  that  the  University  of  London  is 
the  only  g^eat  institution  in  the  South 
of  England  which  has  the  power  of  con- 
ferring degrees  in  the  way  required  by 
a  large  number  of  students ;  and  there- 
fore I  think  that  a  considerable  grant 
in  aid  ought  to  be  given  to  that  Uni- 
rersity,  especially  when  we  find  that  a 
sum  of  £4,000  is  to  be  given  to  a  little 

Sokey  College  in  Wales.    I  cannot  un- 
orstond  why,  under  such  circumstances, 


a  sum  of  £5,000  should  be  considered 
too  much  for  the  University  of  London, 
which  has  been  in  existence  for  50  years, 
and  which  has  in  its  Senate  a  body  of 
the  highest  distinction  quite  capable  of 
managing  the  affairs  of  the  University 
without  submitting  them  to  the  super- 
vision of  the  Treasury.  I  hope  that  the 
matter  will  be  thoroughly  considered 
before  the  regular  Estimates  are  brought 
on  this  year. 

Captain  VERNEY  :  I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  never  extended  his  travels  as 
far  as  Aberystwyth,  because  I  am  satis- 
fied that  if  he  had  ever  seen  that  re- 
markable and  beautiful  building  he 
would  never  have  alluded  to  it  as  a 
**  pokey  little  College."  I  am  proud  to 
say  that  I  am  a  member  of  the  Senate 
of  that  College. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £750,  University  Colleges,  Wales. 

(3.)  £27,700,  Public  Education,  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  p.  M 'DONALD:  Before  this 
Vote  is  agreed  to,  I  wish  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  National  School  teachers. 
They  have  many  grievances  to  complain 
of ;  but  I  will  only  trouble  the  Commit- 
tee with  those  which  are  most  pressing, 
and  the  first  of  them  is  the  insufficiency 
of  the  remuneration  which  they  receive. 
They  are  verv  much  under -paid  as 
compared  witn  the  elementary  school 
teachers  of  England  and  Scotland.  They 
do  not  receive  quite  two-thirds  of  the 
salary  of  the  English  elementary 
teachers,  and  they  are  not  as  well  paid 
as  the  ordinary  artizans  of  Ireland ;  in 
fact,  their  emoluments  are  very  much 
below  the  pay  received  by  the  ordinary 
Police  Force.  But  there  is  another 
and,  perhaps,  a  still  greater  griev- 
ance in  the  manner  in  which  they  are 
housed.  It  is  only  in  the  towns  that 
accommodation  can  be  had  by  the 
teachers.  I  have  been  informed,  and 
in  some  cases  I  am  aware,  that  in  the 
country  districts  they  have  to  walk  three, 
four,  and,  in  some  instances,  five  miles 
from  their  residences  to  the  schools. 
Even  the  female  teachers  have  to  do 
the  same.  I  think  the  Committee  will 
admit  that  that  is  a  state  of  things  which 
ought  not  to  exist ;  but,  at  the  present 
moment,  they  can  fiind  no  aooommoda- 
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tion  nearer  the  schools  than  miserable 
cabins  totally  unfit  for  educated  people, 
with  any  nicety  of  taste,  to  live  in. 
Therefore,  I  consider  that  the  condition 
of  the  teachers,  as  regards  the  manner 
in  which  they  are  housed,  ought  to 
receive  immediate  attention  at  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Another  matter  of  complaint  on  the 
part  of  the  teachers  is  that  they  are  not 
placed  on  the  Pension  List  like  other 
public  servants.  I  maintain  that  they 
ought,  at  least,  to  be  treated  as  well  as 
the  junior  Civil  servants — at  any  rate, 
as  well  as  the  Excisemen  and  the  Police- 
men. That,  however,  is  not  the  case. 
As  they  discharge  duties  second  only  to 
the  clergyman  of  the  parish,  and  they 
ought  to  be  placed  in  a  position  that 
would,  at  least,  command  for  them 
the  respect  of  the  people.  If  nothing 
is  done  to  improve  their  condition  it  is 
quite  evident  that  they  will  be  unable 
to  exercise  authority  and  discharge  the 
duties  necessary  to  the  position  they 
occupy.  The  duties  thrown  upon  them 
are  of  a  very  arduous  nature,  and  every 
e£E6rt  should  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  secure  for  them  the  necessary 
respect  of  parents  and  pupils..  There  is 
one  other  point  which  I  desire  to  men- 
tion, and  it  is  this — the  desirability  of 
introducing  without  delay  technical 
teaching  into  the  schools.  Last  autumn 
very  exhaustive  evidence  was  given  on 
that  subject  before  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot's 
Committee;  and  I  believe  there  was  a 
consensus  of  opinion  in  that  Committee 
that  technical  education  was  a  subject 
which  ought  to  receive  immediate  atten- 
tion at  the  bands  of  the  Government. 
Now,  I  consider  that  we  ought,  in  this 
matter  of  technical  education,  to  begin 
at  the  beginning,  and  that  is  in  the 
elementary  schools.  I  am  pleased  to 
learn  that  a  beginning  has  been  made 
by  the  Commissioners  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  that  admirable  text-book,  Handi- 
craft for  Handy  People ;  but,  instead  of 
requiring  the  pupils  to  buy  it,  there 
ought  to  be  50  copies  presented  free 
to  each  school.  In  the  second  place, 
we  should  have  normal  or  district  schools, 
perhaps  one  or  two  for  each  county ;  and 
they  ought  to  be  established  so  that  they 
would  be  able  to  educate  technically  the 
youths  in  such  districts  in  the  trades 
and  manufacturing  operations  suited  to 
the  locality,  and  which  required  to  be 
developed.    I  believe  that  we  have  al- 
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ready  existing  in  Ireland  institatioDs 
which  might  take  the  place,  for  the 
present,  of  these  technical  Bchools — I  al- 
lude to  the  workhouse  schools;  but  I 
consider  that  the  education  given  in  these 
workhouse  schools  is  such  that  youths  so 
instructed,  when  sent  into  the  world,  are 
unable  to  shift  for  themselves;  and  I 
regret  to  say  that  in  consequence  they 
very  often  go  from  the  workhouse  into 
the  gaol.  Such  a  state  of  things  should 
no  longer  be  allowed  to  exist.  They 
should  be  taught  the  use  of  their  hands 
and  eyes.  Instruct  them  in  some  useful 
trade  or  occupation,  so  that  when  they 
go  abroad  they  will  be  able  to  find  some 
employment,  and  no  longer  become  a 
burden  upon  the  public.  We  have  also 
other  institutions  in  Ireland — the  in- 
dustrial schools,  where,  already,  tlie  ma- 
nagers of  the  schools  are  very  ably  car- 
rying out  the  intentions  of  the  founders. 
They  are  instructing  the  youths  placed 
under  their  care  in  trades  that  will  fit 
them  to  find  a  ready  means  of  employ* 
ment  after  they  leave  these  establish- 
ments; but  I  think  the  Gk>Temment 
ought  to  give  increased  grants  to  these 
industrial  schools,  so  that  the  technical 
education  carried  on  should  be  made 
more  perfect.  In  the  first  place,  how- 
ever, the  Gt>vernment  ought  to  apply 
themselves  to  the  workhouse  schools, 
and  place  in  each  two  or  three  men 
trained  and  capable  of  imparting  instruc- 
tion in  some  particular  trade  or  occupa- 
tion. I  hope,  therefore,  that  before  the 
Estimates  of  the  year  are  brought  on 
these  matters  will  receive  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  and  that  some  steps 
will  have  been  taken  in  the  direction  I 
have  indicated. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD:  I 
am  very  glad  that  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  has  been  called  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  inadequacy  of  the  pay  of  the 
National  School  teachers  in  Ireland,  and 
I  am  glad  that  I  am  able  to  speak  on 
the  same  side  of  the  question  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  It  is 
a  fact,  and  a  notorious  fact  to  anyone 
who  knows  anything  of  the  subject,  that 
the  National  School  teachers  of  IreUad 
are  not  sufficiently  paid  ;  and  I  venture 
to  remind  the  Committee  that  there  is 
no  body  of  men  to  whom  we  must  more 
look  for  the  future  of  the  younff  of  Ire- 
land than  the  teachers  of  the  National 
Schools.  I  would  not  have  presumed  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  if  the 
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hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  liad 
not  omitted  one  other  part  of  the  claim 
of  the  National  teachers,  which  calls,  I 
think,  for  the  immediate  interference  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvernment ;  and  that  is 
that  their  pay,  inadequate  as  it  is,  is  worse 
than  inadequate,  because  it  is  uncertain. 
What  I  refer  to  is  the  power  which  now 
rests  with  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  either  to  increase  or  not  to  in- 
crease the  pay  of  the  National  School 
teachers  at  their  will  or  discretion,  by 
voting  a  sum  of  money  per  annum  as 
an  addition  to  their  ordinary  remu- 
neration. In  the  Board  of  Guardians 
with  which  I  am  acquainted,  it  not  un- 
frequently  happens  that  in  one  year  a 
sum  of  money  is  voted  for  the  teachers 
in  the  Union ;  but  after  they  have  en- 
joyed it  for  one  year  it  is  possible  by 
some  accident — perhaps  by  a  whip  being 
made  by  some  of  the  Guardians  who 
are  careful  of  the  public  purse — that 
the  decision  formally  arrived  at  is  re- 
versed, and  next  year  the  pay  the 
teachers  thought  from  the  previous  vote 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  they  were 
entitled  to  receive  is  cut  down,  and 
they  are  deprived  of  an  addition  to 
their  salary  of  £20  or  £30  a- year,  which 
they  thought  they  wore  fairly  entitled 
to  look  forward  to.  I  therefore  urge 
Upon  the  Government  to  take  into  con- 
sideration whether  the  pay  of  the  Na- 
tional School  teachers  of  Ireland  should 
not  at  least  be  made  certain.  I  can 
hardly  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  be  guided  altogether  by  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  upon  technical  education  ;  but 
I  sincerely  trust  that  they  will,  at  any 
rate,  take  the  subject  into  consideration. 
It  is  one  which  the  people  of  Ireland 
have  much  at  heart.  It  is  one  in  which 
I  have  myself  taken  a  deep  interest,  and 
I  know  of  no  subject  which  is  more 
calculated  to  confer  advantage  upon  the 
country. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HAREINGTON  :  I  am 
anxious  to  say  a  word  in  support  of  the 
view  which  has  been  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  P.  Fitzgerald).  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  uncertainty  which 
exists  in  regard  to  the  salary  of  the  Na- 
tional school  teachers  is  one  of  the  most 
pressing  of  the  immediate  grievances 
this  deserving  body  have  to  complain  of. 
The  salary  of  the  National  teachers  in 
Ireland  is  derived  from  three  sources. 


One  portion  of  the  salary  is  a  certain 
fixed  annual  sum,  another  portion  of  it 
is  made  contingent  on  the  will  of  the 
local  Guardians  as  to  whether  they  will 
throw  it  upon  the  rates  or  not,  and  a 
third  portion  of  their  emoluments  is  de- 
rived from  the  gratuities  given  to  them 
from  the  parents  or  guardians  of  the 
children.  The  system  works  in  such  a 
manner  that,  in  the  richest  districts  in 
Ireland,  where  the  National  teachers 
have  a  fair  allowance  from  the  parents 
and  guardians  of  the  children  in  the 
shape  of  school  fees,  they  have  also  the 
other  two  portions  of  the  salary  made 
certain  ;  because,  as  a  general  rule,  it  is 
in  the  wealthiest  parts  of  the  country 
that  the  Guardians  contribute  out  of  the 
rates,  and  by  so  doing  enable  the  school 
teachers  to  derive  the  whole  benefit  of 
the  system.  But  in  the  poorer  districts 
of  Ireland,  where  the  Guardians  are  not 
able  to  make  a  contribution  out  of  the 
rates,  and  where  the  parents  contribute 
very  little,  if  at  all,  in  the  shape  of 
school  fees— and  these  are  the  very  dis- 
tricts where  education  is  most  required — 
it  will  be  found  that  the  teachers  are 
very  inadequately  remunerated.  The 
only  emolument  they  receive  is  the 
salary  granted  annually  by  the  National 
Board  of  Education ;  and  because  the 
local  Boards  of  Guardians  are  so  poor,  or 
so  ungenerous,  as  not  to  contribute  a  cer- 
tain sum  out  of  the  rates,  the  teachers  are 
not  only  deprived  of  that  portion  which 
the  Guardians  do  not  contribute,  but  are 
also  deprived  of  that  portion  which  the 
National  Board  are  willing  to  give  con- 
tingent upon  a  certain  sum  being  pro- 
vided by  the  Guardians.  I  think  this 
is  a  matter  which  deserves  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant ;  and  I  am  sure  that  when  he  ap- 
plies his  mind  to  the  case  he  will  see 
that  this  is  a  pressing  grievance,  falling 
heavily  upon  the  poor  teachers  of  Ire- 
land, which  demands  a  remedy. 

Mr.  EVERETT:  I  would  like  to 
make  a  remark  upon  one  of  the  sugges- 
tions which  has  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  forSligo(Mr.  P.  McDonald) — 
namely,  that  the  Government  should 
give  pensions  to  the  Irish  schoolmasters. 
Now,  there  are  many  taxpayers  in  this 
country  who  think  that  the  pension 
system  has  already  been  extendea  quite 
far  enough.  We,  who  have  to  find  the 
money  to  pay  pensions  to  other  people^ 
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have  nothing  in  the  shape  of  pensions 
provided  for  ourselves  except  the  poor 
rates  or  the  workhouse.  No  doubt,  it  is 
a  very  pleasant  thing  to  receive  a  pen- 
sion ;  but,  seeing  the  difficulty  of  raising 
the  money  which  is  necessary  in  order 
to  pay  pensions,  I  would  respectfully 
submit  that  the  time  is  come  when,  in- 
stead of  making  any  extension  of  the 
system  of  pensioning  our  public  servants, 
we  ought  rather  to  be  disposed  to  in- 
quire, in  our  future  arrangements  for  the 
Public  Service,  whether  it  is  not  desir- 
able to  adopt  the  system  which  prevails 
in  regard  to  private  employment — 
namely,  to  pay  a  workman  for  the  full 
value  of  the  work  he  performs,  leaving 
him  to  make  a  provision  for  his  own 
future  maintenance. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  sympathize  with 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated ; 
but  I  am  afraid  that  he  is  not  very 
much  acquainted  with  this  particular 
subject.  He  is  labouring  under  the  em- 
barrassment of  applying  an  abstract 
theory  without  having  made  the  par- 
ticular subject  to  which  he  wishes  to 
apply  it  a  matter  of  investigation.  Our 
complaint  is  not  so  much  of  the  in- 
adequacy of  the  pension  itself,  as  of  the 
fact  that  the  men  and  women  we  em- 
ploy are  obliged  to  serve  so  long  before 
they  become  eligible  for  a  pension  that 
the  pension  is  of  no  use  to  them  when 
they  get  it.  A  man  commences  to  serve 
as  a  teacher  at  the  age  of  18  or  20  ;  and 
it  is  only  when  he  reaches  the  age  of  65, 
and  in  tiie  case  of  a  woman  when  she 
reaches  the  age  of  60,  that  a  pension  of 
a  very  reasonable  amount  comes  to  them. 
We  think  that  the  pension  ought  to  be 
made  available  at  an  earlier  age  than 
that.  I  will  also  tell  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman another  fact — ^namely,  that  the 
British  Exchequer  has  accomplished  a 
remarkable  feat  in  connection  with  the 
matter  of  Irish  education.  Formerly  an 
annual  payment  of  £7,000  was  made  out 
of  the  Imperial  Purse ;  but  a  few  years 
ago  another  system  was  established  by 
which  the  grant  of  £7,000  from  the  Im- 
perial Purse  was  discontinued,  and  the 
cost  placed  upon  the  local  ratepayers.  I 
think  it  is  out  of  the  sphere  of  argument 
that  the  National  School  teachers  are 
wretchedly  paid,  and  the  advantages 
which  have  often  been  promised  them 
have  been  too  long  deferred.  The  only 
question  now  is,  in  what  manner  and  to 
what  extent  the  Government  are  pre- 
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pared  to  give  them  redress  ?  We  shoald 
all  regret  if  it  is  thought  necessary  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject until  after  that  other  question  of 
Imperial  politics  which  is  about  to  be 
brought  forward.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  consider  whether  the  two 
questions  are  inextricably  blended  ;  bat 
if  not,  I  trust  we  may  indulge  in  a  hope 
that  he  may  be  able  to  make  some  cheer- 
ing statement  to-night. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWEE :  I  am  fully  pre- 
pared to  endorse  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  P.  McDonald) 
in  regard  to  the  defective  accommo- 
dation for  the  housing  of  the  school 
teachers.  In  many  instances,  owing  \o 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  suitable  ac- 
commodation, they  have  to  walk  four  or 
five  statute  miles  to  the  school,  teach  the 
children  all  day,  and  then  return  to 
their  homes.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  see  their  way  to  the  making  of  some 
concession  in  this  matter,  and  that,  at 
any  rate,  something  will  be  done  to  make 
the  salaries  of  the  teachers  more  certain 
than  they  are  at  present.  I  must  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  the  Government 
have  themselves  to  thank  for  the  salaries 
of  these  persons  being  so  uncertain.  If 
they  had  made  the  education  of  the  Irish 
people  in  harmony  with  the  wishes  of 
the  Irish  people,  I  venture  to  say — and  I 
speak  from  some  experience — that  the 
majority  of  Unions  in  Ireland  would 
have  readily  become  contributors  to- 
wards the  salaries.  They  are  not  con- 
tributors at  present,  because  they  believe 
they  would  stultify  themselves  if  they 
were  to  contribute  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  a  system  which  they  oppoee, 
and  which,  under  the  name  of  National^ 
is  as  anti-National  as  can  well  be  ima- 
gined. I  hope  that,  as  vacancies  occur 
in  the  National  Board  of  Education,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  has 
shown  his  sympathy  with  the  Irish 
people  in  many  respects,  will  endeavour 
to  place  upon  the  Board  individuals  who 
are  more  in  harmony  with  the  feelings 
of  the  Irish  people.  The  National  BoaH, 
as  at  present  constituted,  does  not  pos- 
sess the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people ; 
and  it  acts  in  a  most  dictatorial  way 
upon  many  subjects.  In  the  oonstitnency 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent — 
Waterford — some  time  since  the  ma- 
nagers of  a  convent  school  decided  oa 
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placing  their  school  under  the  National 
6oard.  Over  the  building  where  the 
schools  were  conducted  stood  a  stone 
cross.  The  National  Board  of  Educa- 
tion compelled  the  nuns  to  remove  this 
cross,  contending  that  its  remaining 
there  was  against  the  spirit  of  the 
National  Education  in  Ireland.  Oan 
it  be  imagined  that  in  the  19th  cen- 
tury, and  in  a  Catholic  country,  a  Na- 
tional Board,  supposed  to  govern  the 
education  of  the  people  upon  National 
principles,  should  have  been  so  anti- 
National  in  their  proceedings  as  to  insist 
upon  the  removal  of  this  cross?  I  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  undertake  to  bring  in  a 
measure  upon  this  question,  if  it  is  not 
included  in  that  other  measure  to  which 
reference  has  been  made;  and  I  trust 
that  some  endeavour  will  be  made  to 
render  the  education  of  the  Irish  people 
in  conformity  with  the  wishes  of  the 

Eeople.  If  this  is  done,  the  taunt  which 
as  been  cast  against  the  Irish  Board  of 
Guardians  will  at  once  be  removed,  and 
they  will  readily  become  ungrudging 
contributors  to  the  cost  of  National 
Education. 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  fob  lEE- 
LAJ^D  (Mr.  John  Mobley)  :  I  have 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  re- 
marks which  have  been  made  by  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Penrose 
Fitzgerald).  I  have  long  been  aware  of 
the  great  interest  which  is  taken  in  Ire- 
land in  the  question  of  the  position  and 
remuneration  of  the  National  School 
teachers.  Although  I  have  only  been 
in  Office  for  a  very  short  time  I  have 
not  been  idle.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
acquire  all  the  information  I  could  as  to 
the  position  of  these  teachers;  and  I 
have  listened  to  their  demands,  and 
considered  the  weight  which  ought  to 
be  attached  to  them.  But  I  think  the 
Committee  will  see  that  this  is  hardly 
the  occasion  on  which  I  might  be  ex- 
pected to  'enter  upon  so  wide  a  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  P.  McDonald)  goes  very  far  in- 
deed when  he  asks  me  to  say  whether 
this  matter  will  form  part  of  another 
question  with  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  have  to  deal.  I  must 
certainly  defer  giving  an  answer  to  that 
question  at  the  present  moment.  What 
has  been  very  truly  pointed  out  in  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of  the  National 


School  teachers  is  its  liability  to  fluctua- 
tion ;  but,  so  far  as  the  present  Estimate 
is  concerned,  it  is  satisfactory  to  find  that 
the  fluctuation  in  the  amount  is  a  fluc- 
tuation in  the  right  direction.  All  Parties 
in  the  Committee  will  feel  satisfaction 
in  voting  money  for  what  all  must  admit 
to  be  a  good  cause.  There  is  a  larger 
number  of  pupils  on  the  books  than  in 
the  previous  year,  an  increase  in  the 
average  daily  attendance,  and,  what  is 
most  satisfactory  of  all,  an  increase  in 
the  general  results  achieved.  The  con- 
sequence of  all  this  is  directly  favour- 
able to  the  teachers  themselves.  It  has 
re-acted  upon  them.  They  have  been 
stimulated  to  make  more  zealous  efforts 
for  their  own  self-improvement,  and  to 
seek  for  a  higher  standard  of  dassiflca- 
tion  and  inspection.  The  opening  of 
the  denominational  Training  Colleges 
has  also  stirred  them  up  to  renewed 
efforts,  and  awakened  in  them  a  natural 
desire  for  promotion.  The  result  of  the 
examinations  accounts  for  the  increase 
in  the  expenditure,  that  result  having 
been  beyond  the  calculation  which  was 
made  at  the  time  the  original  Estimate 
was  framed ;  and  of  this  Supplementary 
Vote  of  £27,700,  no  less  than  £6,000 
arises  from  an  increase  in  the  salaries  of 
the  teachers,  £8,000  from  the  result  fees 
classified  as  unconditional,  and  £7,000 
£rom  gifts ;  so  that  no  less  than  £21,000 
go  in  the  direction  of  meeting  some  of 
the  complaints  which  have  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion.  I  can 
only  promise  that  when  the  general 
Estimate  is  framed  I  shall  be  prepared 
with  rather  more  mature  views  on  this 
question  than  I  am  able  to  express  at 
the  present  moment. 

Mr.  DEASY:  Upon  this  question  I 
only  desire  to  say  a  few  words.  I  accept 
the  assurance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  that  he  will 
look  into  the  whole  matter  between  this 
and  the  framing  of  the  general  Esti- 
mates of  the  year ;  and  I  trust  that  the 
House  will  then  be  much  better  informed 
as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Gt>vernment 
with  regard  to  the  wants  of  the  National 
School  teachers  of  Ireland  than  they  are 
now.  For  myself,  and  speaking  for 
other  Members  of  the  Irish  Party,  we 
might  say  a  great  deal  about  the  treat- 
ment which  the  Irish  National  School 
teachers  have  received  at  the  hands  of 
successive  Governments.  During  the 
past  10  or  12  years  promises  have  £re- 
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quently  been  made  that  their  position 
should  be  materially  improved;  but, 
like  most  promises  emanating  from  the 
British  Government,  they  have  been  in- 
variably broken.  I  trust  that  a  new 
order  of  things  will  now  prevail ;  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  at 
the  head  of  the  Irish  Department  will 
carry  out  the  intentions  he  has  expressed 
to-night,  and  be  able  to  do  something 
substantial  for  a  very  deserving,  al- 
though hitherto  a  very  unfortunate, 
class  of  the  Irish  people  —  the  Irish 
teachers,  to  whose  charge  is  committed 
almost  the  whole  care  of  the  future  edu- 
cation of  the  Irish  population.  I  am  glad 
that  in  this  matter  I  am  able  to  agree  with 
the  aims  of  the  Patriotic  and  Loyal  Union 
of  Ireland ;  and,  having  regard  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald),  I  can 
only  regret  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  in  Parliament  when  his  Government 
were  in  power,  and  able  to  give  valuable 
assistance  to  the  Irish  Members  in  this 
direction.  If  he  had  been,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  would  have  exerted  him- 
self to  better  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
National  teachers.  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  no  serious  opposition  is  likely 
to  be  offered  to  any  proposition  that  may 
be  made  for  assisting  the  National  School 
teachers.  I  have  only  one  word  more  to 
offer,  and  it  is  on  behalf  of  the  teachers 
employed  in  the  workhouses.  These 
teachers  have  not  been  as  well  treated 
even  as  the  ordinary  teachers ;  and  it  is 
a  great  shame,  I  think,  that  they  who 
are  confined  within  the  walls  of  the 
workhouses  in  Ireland,  having  the 
lowest  class  of  children  to  instruct, 
should  not  receive  more  considera- 
tion than  that  which  they  at  present 
obtain  from  the  National  Board.  I 
strongly  object  to  the  way  in  which 
these  teachers  are  treated ;  and  one  re- 
sult of  the  system  is  that  the  instruction 
of  the  pauper  children  in  these  estab- 
lishments is  left  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
young  and  incompetent  teachers,  as  is 
now  the  case;  because  when  a  young 
workhouse  teacher  passes  his  examina- 
tions and  becomes  a  first  or  second-class 
teacher  he  resigns  his  position  and 
takes  up  a  school  outside.  I  consider 
that  the  duty  of  the  workhouse  school 
teachers  is  infinitely  more  arduous  than 
that  of  the  teachers  of  the  ordinary 
National  Schools.  They  have  to  deal 
with  a  totally  different  class  of  people ; 
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and  if  the  condition  of  any  teachen  in 
Ireland  calls  for  immediate  improve- 
ment, I  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
particular  attention  should  be  paid  to 
the  position  of  teachers  in  the  work- 
house schools.  As  regards  the  in- 
dustrial training  in  the  workhouses  by 
the  National  School  teachers,  I  think 
that  is  a  question  which  must  be  left 
over  for  a  later  Yote ;  but  it  is  one  which 
ought  not  to  be  overlooked  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  the  course  of  any  inquiries 
he  proposes  to  make.  I  scarcely  think 
that  the  employment  of  National  School 
teachers  to  instruct  children  in  this  use- 
ful branch  of  education  will  commend 
itself  to  the  Committee ;  nor  do  1  think 
it  is  the  proper  mode  of  conducting  such 
instruction.  On  the  contrary,  I  think 
that  the  industrial  training  of  children 
in  the  workhouses  is  a  matter  which 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  itself,  and  it 
is  certainly  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  which  can  be  brought  before 
a  Committee  of  this  House.  I  will  only 
add  that  I  feel  perfectly  satisfied,  after 
the  speech  we  have  heard  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  that 
there  will  be  a  full  and  satisfactory  pro- 
vision laid  before  us  when  we  come  to 
discuss  the  matter  more  formally. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 

Sebvioes. 

(4.)  £3,000,  Slave  Trade  Services. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posea, 

'^  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,200,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay* 
ment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1886,  in  aid  of  Colonial  Local  Rerenne, 
and  to  defray  the  Salaries  and  Allowanoea  of 
Governors,  &c.,  and  other  Charges  ooaneot«d 
with  the  Colonies,  including  Ezpenaet  incoznd 
under  <  The  Pacific  Islanders  Protectioa  Act. 
1876.'  »* 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  if 
this  Vote  has  anything  to  dp  with  the 
Canadian  Volunteers  for  the  Expedition 
against  Eiel  ? 

Mb.  OEEMER  :  I  would  also  ask  for 
information  concerning  this  Vote.  What 
have  the  Canadians  done  to  entitle  them 
to  medals  to  he  paid  for  hy  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TBSA* 
SUEY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlkr)  :  Part  of 
the  Yote  is  for  the  cost  of  medals  to 
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Toltmteera  in  Canada  who  served  in  the 
recent  Expedition  against  Kiel ;  it  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  services  of  the 
Canadian  Militia.  The  Canadian  Yo- 
lunteers  performed  a  great  public  sor- 
yice ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Cana- 
dian Government  and  of  the  Home 
Oovemment,  it  was  a  fit  and  proper 
recognition  of  their  services  that  a  medal 
should  be  granted  to  them  by  the  Impe- 
rial Government. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Last  year,  when 
I  put  a  Question  in  reference  to  the  sup- 
pression of  Kiel's  rebellion,  and  the 
causes  from  which  the  rebellion  itself 
had  sprung,  all  information  was  denied ; 
but,  nevertheless,  this  country  is  now 
called  upon  to  pay  for  medals  for  the 
Canadian  Volunteers.  It  is  only  a  natural 
thing  that  men  who  behave  well  on  the 
field  of  battle  should  be  rewarded  ;  but 
my  complaint  is  that  when  I  put  a  Ques- 
tion last  year  as  to  the  rebellion  of  Eiel, 
and  asked  for  infoniLation  in  regard  to 
the  grievances  of  the  Indians  and  Half- 
breeds  in  the  North-West  of  Canada; 
I  could  get  no  information  whatever. 
Unfortunately,  it  is  too  frequently  the 
case  that  no  information  can  be  obtained 
with  regard  to  Colonial  questions.  We 
are  now  asked,  in  this  case,  to  pay  for 
the  cost  of  these  medals ;  but  why  should 
not  the  Canadian  Government  pay  for 
their  own  medals  themselves?  They 
entered  upon  the  war  for  the  benefit  of 
their  own  country,  and  the  least  they 
can  do  is  to  pay  the  wages  and  rewards 
of  their  soldiers.  The  door  ought  either 
to  be  open  or  shut ;  and  if  it  is  right 
that  this  country  should  be  called  upon 
to  provide  the  rewards  intended  to  be 
given  to  the  Canadian  soldiers  we  ought 
to  pay  the  wages  of  the  soldiers  as  well. 
We  should  either  do  that,  or  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  them  at  all.  We  did 
not  care  to  send  out  soldiers  to  Canada 
to  put  down  the  rebellion  there ;  and 
why  should  we  give  the  men  engaged 
in  suppressing  it  silver  pieces  in  the  shape 
of  medals,  when  we  decline  to  give  them 
silver  pieces  to  put  in  their  pockets? 
We  have  heard  too  much  already  of  this 
rebellion,  which  arose  out  of  a  renewed 
attempt  at  insurrection  on  the  part  of 
this  unfortunate  man — Riel — who  ap- 
pears to  have  been  a  confirmed  lunatic, 
and  ought  to  have  been  confined  in  an 
asylum.  Instead  of  taking  that  course 
the  Canadian  Government  took  him  and 
hung  him,  and  they  hung  a  number  of 


other  Indians  at  the  same  time,  in  a  way 
that  was  not  altogether  creditable  to  the 
Canadian  Volunteers.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  shall  certainly  divide  the 
Committee  against  this  Vote.  If  we 
want  to  go  CO  war  with  the  Indians,  or 
with  anybody  else,  let  us  go  to  war  in  a 
just  cause ;  but  we  ought  not,  in  a  case 
b'ke  this,  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  any- 
thing either  for  medals  or  in  the  shape 
of  soldiers'  wages.  I  beg  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  By  the  whole 
sum? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Yes;  by  the 
entire  sum  charged  in  coi^nection  with 
the  cost  of  these  medals. 

Mr.  CEEMER:  The  answer  which 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  gave  just 
now  to  a  question  I  addressed  to  the 
Committee  was  not  quite  understood  in 
this  quarter  of  the  House.  I  asked  dis- 
tinctly whether  the  sum  named  in  the 
Estimate  was  for  the  purpose  of  reward- 
ing the  Volunteers  who  suppressed  the 
rebellion  of  the  Half-breeds;  but  the 
reply  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  it 
was  understood,  was  unsatisfactory,  and 
I  shall  certainly  join  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Londonderry  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  in  opposing  the  Vote.  I  be- 
lieve the  feeling  extensively  prevails 
that  those  Half-breeds  were  goaded  into 
rebellion  by  the  injustice  with  which  they 
were  treated  by  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment; and  I  cannot  understand  why, 
when  a  Government  has  driven  its  sub- 
jects into  rebellion,  the  British  taxpayer 
should  be  called  upon  to  reward  the 
soldiers  engaged  in  suppressing  the  re- 
bellion into  which  these  unfortunate 
Canadian  subjects  were  goaded.  It 
seems  to  me  that  those  of  us  who  have 
the  interests  of  the  people  at  heart,  and 
who  represent  the  poorer  class  of  the 
taxpayers,  would  be  wanting  in  our  duty 
unless  we  gave  a  distinct  and  sturdy 
opposition  to  this  Vote. 

Mr.  HOOPER:  I  certainly  heard 
nothing  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  from  the  Eront  Bench  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  justify  the  Com- 
mittee in  voting  this  sum.  After  all, 
we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the  policy 
which  led  to  the  Expedition  against 
Eiel.  The  whole  matter  was  one  which 
had  reference  to  the  internal  policy  of 
the  Canadian  Dominion,  and  it  was  a 
matter  in  which  the  Canadian  troops 
were  alone  engaged.    I,  therefore,  take 
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it  that  neither  the  Goyernment  of  this 
country  nor  the  taxpayers  were  con- 
sulted as  to  the  merits  of  the  policy  pur- 
sued hy  the  Canadian  Government;  and 
I  take  it  that  if  we  Tote  this  sum  now 
we  shall  most  decidedly  be  giving  the 
sanction  of  this  House  and  of  this  coun- 
try to  the  merits  of  a  policy  which  was 
entered  into  by  the  Canadian  Dominion 
after  consultation  with  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment. Under  these  circumstances, 
and  not  appi'oving  of  the  policy  which 
led  to  the  execution  of  Biel,  I  consider 
that  Members  sitting  upon  these  Benches 
are  perfectly  entitled  to  divide  the  Com- 
mittee against  the  Vote,  more  especially 
when  it  is  manifest  that  the  question  of 
policy  is  the  one  which  underlies  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  :  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of 
the  House  always  show  their  sympathy 
with  rebels  against  the  British  power 
and  the  Queen's  authority  in  all  parts  of 
the  world.  [Mr.T.M.HEALY:  Civil  war.] 
In  this  case  a  notorious  rebel  was  trying 
his  hand  for  a  second  time  at  insurrec- 
tion, and  to  put  down  British  power  in 
Canada ;  but  the  loyal  Volunteers  of 
Canada,  a  large  proportion  of  whom, 
I  am  happy  to  say,  are  Orangemen,  al- 
ways prepared  to  vindicate  the  honour 
of  the  British  Government,  volunteered 
to  go  to  the  North- West  Provinces,  and 
having  gone  there  succeeded  in  putting 
down  the  rebellion  against  British  autho- 
rity. That  being  so,  I  think  it  would 
have  been  a  very  ungrateful  act  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  if  they  were 
to  fail  to  recognize  the  loyalty  of  the 
Volunteers  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
and  were  to  refuse  to  make  this  small 
recognition  of  their  services  that  is  asked 
from  the  Committee  in  the  Vote  to-night. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 
this  side  of  the  House  have  made  them- 
selves familiar  with  these  sort  of  matters 
in  Ireland;  and  I  cannot  forget  that 
cheers  were  given  for  the  Mahdi  when- 
ever an  attack  was  made  upon  the 
British  troops  in  the  Soudan.  The  Mahdi 
found  no  want  of  sympathizers  in  Ire- 
land amongst  those  who  would  like  to 
see  the  British  Flag  lowered  and 
trampled  in  the  dust.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  have  sympathized 
on  every  ocoasion  with  the  enemies  of 
England  and  of  the  Crown  of  England. 
And    the    sentiments  uttered  to-night 
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below  the  Gttngway  only  ahow  Hiai 
feeling  which  is  ever  ready  to  exprem 
itself  whenever  there  is  an  oppor- 
tunity of  sympathizing  with  rebdUlktt 
against  British  authority,  and  express- 
ing a  desire  to  bring  dishonour  upon  tlie 
British  Flag.  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
not  listen  to  the  arguments  which  kaTO 
been  advanced  to-night;  bat  as  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  loyal  Volanteen  of 
Canada  are  fully  entitled  to  these 
medals  I  trust  that  nothing  wiU  be 
done  in  this  House  to  deprive  them  of 
the  reward  they  have  so  well  merited. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  :  I  do  hope  that  the 
Committee  will  not  be  led  into  a  discus- 
sion which  strikes  me  as  going    alto- 
gether beyond  the  purpose  of  this  Vote. 
We  are  not  here  to  sit  in  judgment  upon, 
the  Canadian  policy,  or  upon  the  acts  of 
the  Canadian  Government.     For  my  owa 
part,  I  have  a  high  opinion  of  the  ability 
of  the  Canadian  Government,  and  per- 
fect confidence  that  in  the  steps  wnidi 
they  took  with  regard  to  the  rebellion 
they  took  steps  which  they  considered  to 
be  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the  Do- 
minion.   The  point  for  the  consideration 
of  this  Committee  is  altogether  a   dif- 
ferent one.     It  is  whether  the  Canadian 
Government,  having  its  own  Adminis- 
tration, and  paying  its  own  admiaistra- 
tive    expenses,   should    not  also   have 
authority  to  confer  any  reward  it  may 
deem  necessary  to  mark  its  appreciation 
of  the  services  rendered  by  its  soldiers. 
As  to  loyalty,  or  want  of  loyalty,  that  hat 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question.    I  m^ 
not  be  of  the  same  opinion  altogether  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang^waj  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House ;  but  I  am 
quite  sure  that  this  is  a  kind  of  expendi- 
ture,  out  of  British  taxes,  which  will 
not  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  this 
coimtry.     I  do  not  wish  to  deprecate,  lor 
a  moment,  the  policy  of  the  Canadian 
Government,  or  the  services  rendered  by 
the  Canadian  Volunteers.     The  accomits 
which  I  read  in  the  newspapers  cer- 
tainly redounded  to  the  honour    and 
credit  of  the  Volunteers ;  but  I  most  ssj 
that  I  have  not  heard  from   my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  any 
reason  sufficient  to  justify  this  Vote.     I 
strongly  suspect  that  my  hon.  Friend  b 
only  the  mouthpiece  of  the  late  Gorem- 
ment ;  and  that  if  he  would  make  a  clesn 
breast  of  it  it  would  be  found  that  tlus 
Imperial  idea  was  sprung  in  the  mind  of 
some  Member  of  toe  late  Ooyemmeat} 
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and  that  it  was  the  late  Government 
which  proposed  to  give  these  medals, 
and  not  the  occupants  of  the  present 
Treasury  Bench.  I  shall  be  very  glad, 
indeed,  if  my  hon.  Friend  will  withdraw 
ibis  Vote.  Otherwise  I  shall  feel  bound, 
although  with  some  reluctance  I  admit, 
to  vote  against  it. 

Ms.  LANE :  I  cannot  £nd  that  there 
is  any  precedent  for  a  Vote  of  this  kind ; 
and  I  strongly  object  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  precedent  which  may  be  here- 
after made  use  of  to  justify  similar  ex- 
penditure. I  may  add  that,  personally,  I 
oppose  the  Vote  on  the  same  grounds  as 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) — namely,  that  the 
Volunteers  of  Canada  were  engaged  in 
suppressing  a  rebellion,  with  which  we, 
as  the  Kepresentatives  of  an  oppressed 
people  in  Ireland,  naturally  sympa- 
thize. In  addition  to  that  fact,  I  am 
afraid  that  a  precedent  might  be  estab- 
lished for  spending  the  taxes  of  the 
people  of  this  country  in  rewarding 
with  medals  the  Indian  troops  who  have 
been  lately  engaged  in  the  suppression 
of  the  Burmese  and  Egyptian  ''rebel- 
lions.'' I  am,  therefore,  bound  to  oppose 
this  Vote.  I  trust  that  the  Committee 
will  take  no  notice  whatever  of  the 
arguments  which  have  been  put  before 
it  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
W.  Johnston),  who,  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill),  has  lately  been  proving 
bis  loyalty  tx)  -the  Crown  by  preaching 
rebellion  in  Belfast.  I  trust  that  my 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derry  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  will  persist  in  dividing 
against  the  Vote,  which,  I  think,  ought 
to  be  rejected  upon  the  simple  ground 
that  it  would  establish  a  very  dangerous 
precedent  for  the  future  in  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  money  of  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  at  large  is  to  be 
expended. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston)  has  alto- 
gether misrepresented  the  remarks  which 
fell  from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derry  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy).  My  hon. 
Friend  did  not  speak  upon  the  merits  of 
the  question  at  all;  but  he  said  he 
thought  that  the  Government  of  Canada 
would  have  acted  more  wisely  if,  instead 
of  executing  £iel,  they  had  con£[nedhim 
in  a  lunatic  asylum.  My  hon.  Friend 
said  that  Biel  was  a  man  of  strong  con- 
victions  and  very  excitable   tempera- 

VOL.  OCCEL       [thibd  sbbibs.] 


ment;  but  he  undoubtedly  holds — and 
I  hold — that  certain  incidents  connected 
with  that  rebellion,  and  the  punishment 
of  it,  did  not  redound  to  the  general 
credit  of  the  country.  The  statement  of 
my  hon.  Friend  was  that  the  Canadian 
Government  have  not  only  their  own 
Administration,  but  their  own  Treasury. 
They  initiated  and  carried  on  the  Expe- 
dition, and  brought  to  a  close  the  re- 
bellion in  the  North- West.  They  paid 
the  wages  of  their  soldiers,  and  they 
ought  also  to  have  rewarded  them.  That 
is  the  simple  position  of  matters,  and  not 
that  which  has  been  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  W.  John- 
ston), who  has  entirely  misrepresented  the 
drift  of  the  argument  addressed  to  the 
Committee  by  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
Government  of  Canada  actually  pay  the 
salary  of  the  Governor  General  whom 
we  send  out  from  this  country ;  and  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  understand  why  the  Mother 
Country  should  be  asked  to  pay  for  such 
an  expenditure  as  this.  There  is  only 
one  other  point.  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  the  presentation  of  military 
medals  was  intended  as  a  reward  for 
distinguished  bravery.  I  should  like  to 
know  how  many  soldiers  were  engaged 
in  suppressing  this  rebellion?  I  see 
that  5,250  medals  have  been  issued,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  every 
soldier  who  took  part  in  the  suppression 
of  the  rebellion  has  been  granted  a 
medal  for  distinguished  bravery  ? 

Mr.  LAJBOUCUERE  :  I  think  that 
the  Canadian  Government  ought  to  take 
an  example  from  the  United  States  in 
this  matter,  considering  that  Canada 
itself  is  in  America.  No  medals  of  any 
kind  were  given  by  the  United  States  to 
the  soldiers  who  were  engaged  in  putting 
down  the  Great  Eebellion  there.  It  was 
thought  an  undesirable  thing  that  any- 
one should  go  about  the  country  with  a 
medal  for  having  killed  some  of  his 
fellow-countrymen.  But  if  the  Canadian 
Government  choose  to  take  a  different 
view,  let  them  pay  for  it  themselves. 
Why  should  we  do  so  ?  They  have  no 
right  to  expect  that  this  country  should 
pay  for  medals  presented  to  their  soldiers. 
I  hope  there  will  be  a  division  upon  the 
Vote,  and  that  there  will  be  a  majority 
against  this  perfectly  ridiculous  and 
wicked  charge. 

Sm  ROBERT  PEEL:  I  entirely 
endorse  the  opinion  which  has  been 
expressed   by   the   bon.    Member   for 
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Burnley  (Mr.  Bjlands)  and  the  bon. 
Member  for  Nortbampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
cbere).  I  really  think  that  this  is  a 
very  bad  precedent  to  set.  I  understand 
that  it  has  been  already  stated  by  an  bon. 
Member  that  there  is  no  precedent  for 
awarding  medals,  under  such  circum- 
stances, to  soldiers  not  engaged  in  a  war 
against  the  enemies  of  tbis  country ;  and 
I  think  it  is  a  serious  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether  it  is  proper  that 
we  should  establish  a  precedent  now. 
Certainly,  when  the  bon.  Member  for 
Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston)  stands  up  in 
the  House  of  Commons  and  asks  the 
Government  to  justify  this  grant  on  the 
plea  that  the  Volimteers  employed  were 
Orangemen,  I  at  once  decline  to  accept 
such  a  recommendation,  coming  at  such 
a  moment,  from  the  bon.  Member.  It  is 
quite  enough,  however,  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  ^ow  that  tbere  is  no  prece- 
dent for  tbis  Vote,  and  I  think  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
go  on  voting  away  the  money  of  the  tax- 
payers as  tbey  have  been  doing  within 
the  last  three  or  four  days.  We  have 
been  told  that  the  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is  not  respon- 
sible for  this  Vote ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  be  is  responsible  for  it.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  bon.  Members  who  sit  on 
that  Bench  to  offer  opinions  now  which 
are  intended  to  put  themselves  in  ac- 
cord with  those  which  they  were 
accustomed  to  express  when  they  sat 
below  the  Gangway.  The  Committee 
bas  nothing  to  do  with  that.  The  bon. 
Gentleman  brings  forward  this  Estimate 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  am  perfectly  sure 
that  my  right  bon.  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  cannot  for  a  moment 
sanction  a  Vote  of  this  kind  for  which  it 
is  perfectly  dear  there  is  no  precedent 
whatever.  In  no  other  instance  except 
where  the  services  have  been  rendered 
by  the  soldiers  of  Her  Majesty  have  we 
given  medals  to  troops  engaged  in  any 
other  transaction,  with  yards  of  ribbon 
besides 

The  SECEETAHY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  I  think  I 
am  entitled  to  explain  that  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  which  the  Committee 
are  now  discussing  are  not  Supplementary 
Estimates  which  have  been  prepared  by 
the  present  Gt)yernment,  nor  have  they 
been  signed  bv  myself,  as  Financial 
Secretary,  but  by  my  Predecessor  who 

Sir  Rohert  Peel 


sits  opposite.  The  present  Gt>verament 
bad  no  discretion  in  the  matter,  nor  have 
they  exercised  any.-  When  they  came 
into  Office  they  found  that  the  money 
now  asked  for  had  been  expended,  and 
that  the  medals  had  been  manufactured ; 
and,  consequently,  they  have  not  been  in 
a  position  to  exercise  any  discretion  in 
regard  to  the  purpose  for  which  the 
grant  is  made. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  only  an 
imperfect  knowledge  of  the  present  ease, 
because  I  was  not  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  when  the  medals  were 
granted,  and,  as  bon.  Members  are 
aware,  it  is  not  the  duty,  nor  is  it,  of 
course,  in  the  power  of  every  Member 
of  a  Government  to  become  aware  of  all 
the  circumstances  and  all  the  facts  which 
may  be  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Government.  But  I  have,  however,  some 
recollection  of  the  circumstances  of  this 
case.  This  is  a  medal  to  reward  soldiers 
acting  under  the  orders  of  a  General 
Officer  in  the  Queen's  Service.  I  believe 
the  custom  is  that  when  a  medal  is  given 
to  one  portion  of  the  force,  it  is  given  to 
the  whole  force.  I  am  under  that  im- 
pression ;  but  I  wish  to  speak  with  caution 
upon  the  matter,  because  I  do  not  desire 
to  create  any  false  impression.  I  believe 
the  operations  undertaken  in  the  North- 
West  of  Canada  were  undertaken  by 
the  Government  of  Canada,  with  the  full 
knowledge  of  the  Colonial  Departmoit 
of  this  country,  but  without  any  deoire 
on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Office  to  in- 
terfere with  the  full  responsibility  of  a 
Constitutional  Government  like  that  of 
Canada.  The  military  operations  in 
question  were  not  conducted  during  the 
Administration  of  the  late  Govemmeat* 
but  in  that  of  its  Predecessor.  It  was 
represented,  I  believe  by  the  Govem- 
ment  of  Canada,  that  a  very  great  pablie 
advantage  would  be  derived  from  a  re- 
cognition on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty  of 
the  bravery  and  endurance  which  the 
soldiers  displayed  in  the  diacharge  of 
their  duty  in  ^q  Dominion  of  Canada. 
It  was  also  represented  that  no  such  re» 
cognition  could  be  g^ven  by  the  Ooraii- 
ment  of  Canada  itself,  because  it  had  ao 
power  to  grant  a  Boyal  medal  in  leoof^ 
nition  of  those  military  operations.  Coa- 
sidering  all  the  circumstances  of  the  ease; 
having  regard  to  the  fact  Uiat  the  Oc^o- 
nial  forces  were  forces  of  the  Ctowa. 
although  not  paid  by  this  coaatzy.  aad 
having  regard  also  to  the  fact  tikat  this 
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country  had  reoeiyed  much  aid  and  com- 
fort from  our  Colonial  forces  in  an  enter- 
prize  which  this  country  lately  conducted 
on  the  Nile,  the  late  GoTemment  deemed 
it  advisable  to  accede  to  the  request  of 
the  Canadian  Government,  and  grant  a 
medal  to  these  men  in  recognition  of 
the  services  they  had  rendered  in  an 
Expedition  which  terminated  so  success- 
fully. 

Mb.  INCE  :  I  am  quite  willing,  after 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  to  accept  the 
word  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  knows  very  little  about  this  matter. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  Do- 
minion of  Oanada  could  not  grant  these 
medals,  he  carefully  guarded  himself 
against  saying  that  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  cannot  pay  for  them.  That  is 
the  question  which  the  Committee  have 
to  consider.  I  was  also  surprised  to 
hear  from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  that  neither  he,  or  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  he  is  a  distinguished 
Member,  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
Estimates  which  are  brought  forward, 
and  which  he  recommends  the  Commit- 
tee to  adopt.  I  do  not  know  why  the 
hon.  Gentleman  moved  them,  unless  he 
was  prepared  to  recommend  them.  I 
can  quite  understand  that  there  might 
be  a  difficulty  if  the  medal  has  already 
been  ordered  and  the  money  spent.  I 
understand,  however,  that  the  medals 
are  of  standard  silver,  and  there  is  one 
suggestion  I  would  throw  out  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  I  ima- 
gine they  are  of  the  value  put  down 
in  the  Estimate,  and  I  anticipate  that 
that  value  could  be  obtained  if  the  Com- 
mittee, in  its  wisdom,  did  not  choose  to 
pay  for  the  medals.  I  am  quite  willing 
to  pay  for  the  1,320  yards  of  ribbon, 
because  the  ribbon  could  not  possibly 
be  disposed  of  at  its  original  yalue,  and 
also  the  £5  charged  for  waste  of  metal. 
If  the  Treasury;  is  in  a  difficulty  how  to 
get  over  the  liability  of  this  country  for 
£1,200,  I  would  suggest  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  should  move  to  reduce  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £1,155,  which  would 
allow  the  medals  to  be  sold  at  their 
market  yalue. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  As  there  may  be 
Bome  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  payment 
for  the  ribbon,  I  am  quite  willing  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  and  learned 


Friend.  I  will,  therefore,  move  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,155. 

Captain  VEENEY  :  I  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  seconding  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  reduction  of  this  Vote.  As 
one  of  the  many  Members  of  this  House 
who  have  the  honour  of  wearing  Her 
Majesty's  medals,  I  feel  that  I  ought 
not  to  vote  against  the  Motion  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  without  giving 
a  reason.  I  entirely  endorse  what  has 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Secretary  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  that  no  medal  can  be  granted, 
and  no  medal  has  any  yalue,  unless  it 
comes  from  Her  Majesty.  No  Colonial 
Government  can  grant  a  medal  that 
would  have  any  value  in  the  eyes  of 
either  a  soldier  or  sailor.  It  is  because 
it  is  presented  by  Her  Majesty,  and  for 
no  other  reason,  that  a  piece  of  silver 
has  a  priceless  value  in  the  eyes  of  the 
man  who  receiyes  it.  But  those  who  re- 
ceive it  receive  it  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Government  of  the  day ;  and  I  am 
distinctly  of  opinion  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  wrongly  advised  Her  Majesty 
when  they  recommended  that  those  who 
had  been  engaged  in  the  suppression  of 
what  practically  amounted  to  a  civil  war, 
and  who  were  fighting  against  their 
fellow-countrymen,  should  receive  this 
reward.  Such  a  reward  as  the  granting 
of  a  medal  should  be  reserved  only  for 
those  who  fight  against  the  enemies  of 
their  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£45,  be  grantea  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  aay  of 
March  1886,  in  aid  of  Colonial  Local  Eevenne, 
and  to  defray  the  Salaries  and  Allowances  of 
Governors,  &c.,  and  other  Charges  connected 
with  the  Colonies,  including  Expenses  incurred 
under  'The  Pacific  Islanders  Protection  Act, 
1875.'  '*^{Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,) 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL: 
I  think  there  are  other  considerations 
involved  which  have  not  been  put  by 
any  other  Member.  This  is  certainly  a 
very  formidable  grant — a  Vote  of  £1,200 
— and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  merits  the 
careful  consideration  which  the  Com- 
mittee has  given  to  it.  But  I  would  ask 
hon.  Members  to  consider  whether  the 
Canadians  might  not,  with  much  justice 
and  truth,  put  a  serious  misconstruction 
on  the  rejection  of  the  Vote  by  the  Com- 
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mittee  to-nigbt.  If  the  Committee  think 
that  the  late  Goyernment  were  wrong  in 
granting  the  medals,  they  can  censure 
tbem.  But  what  is  the  position  as  it  affects 
theDominion?  And  whatisthe  position  in 
which  we  stand,  not  only  with  regard  to 
Canada,  but  with  regard  to  one  of  our 
Australian  Colonies?  We  were  carry- 
ing on  military  operations  which  sorely 
strained  the  military  resources  of  this 
country.  The  Nile  Expedition  could 
hardly  have  been  carried  on  with  so 
much  celerity  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
Canadian  boatmen;  and  the  Canadian 
Goyernment  afforded  all  possible  facili- 
ties for  giving  the  British  Government 
the  assistance  of  those  boatmen.  That 
was  a  favour  shown  to  this  country  by 
the  Canadian  Government  in  a  most 
honourable  and  dignified  manner.  I 
imagine  that  the  fact  must  remain  on 
their  mind  that  they  did  render  assist- 
ance to  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  a 
time  of  need.  But  how  is  it  proposed  to 
reward  them  ?  They  came  to  our  assist- 
ance at  a  time  when  their  services  were 
really  wanted  and  were  really  useful, 
and  they  did,  in  point  of  fact,  render  in- 
valuable service  in  a  matter  in  which  we 
should  hardly  have  got  the  work  done 
without  their  aid.  Soon  after  this  in- 
valuable service  had  been  rendered  to 
us,  the  Government  of  the  Dominion 
was  placed  in  a  position  of  considerable 
difficulty  by  the  outbreak  of  a  rebellion, 
which  was  successfully  put  down  by  an 
Expedition  of  Volunteers  organized  and 
carried  out  by  a  remarkable  develop- 
ment of  the  martial  spirit  in  Canada. 
After  the  return  of  the  Expedition  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  asked  that 
a  special  mark  of  favour  should  be 
shown  by  tbe  Crown  to  the  Volunteers 
who  took  part  in  the  Expedition.  What 
would  be  thought  in  Canada  if  the 
House  of  Commons,  after  the  Crown 
and  the  Government  had  come  forward 
to  grant  a  reward,  declined  to  vote 
£1,200  now  asked  for  for  the  medals  for 
the  soldiers?  That  is  all  I  have  to  put 
before  the  Committee.  The  Committee 
may  censure  the  late  Government;  but  it 
would  be  most  impolitic  not  to  comply 
with  the  request  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment, who  have  rendered  us  material 
assistance  when  the  resources  of  this 
country  were  to  some  extent. overtaxed. 
I  cannot  help  making  an  appeal  to  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  that  is  a  posi- 
tion the  Committee  could  oooapy  with 
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dignity  or  advantage,  and  whether  it 
might  not  produce  serious  misunder- 
standing in  Canada  if  the  Vote  now 
asked  for  were,  by  any  possibility,  to  be 
refused  by  the  Committee  ?  I  trust  the 
Committee  will  not  be  disposed  to  go  to 
a  division  without  a  word  from  the 
Prime  Minister  indicating  his  opinion  on 
the  expediency  of  refusing  the  Vote. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  I  am 
very  glad  that  explanation  has  be^i 
made,  because  it  puts  clearly  before  the 
Committee  the  position  of  the  Qi>Tem* 
ment  with  regard  to  this  Vote.  The 
resignation  of  one  Government  and  the 
appointment  of  another,  when  it  occurs 
in  the  interval  between  the  spending  ol 
a  sum  of  money  and  the  final  sanction  of 
the  House  to  it,  frequently  leads  to  some 
difiB.culty,  because  it  is  one  GK>vemment 
that  comes  to  a  decision  to  spend  the 
money,  and  it  is  another  whose  formal 
and  unquestionable  duty  it  ia  to  submit 
to  the  House  the  Estimate  that  has  been 
prepared  and  signed.  Nothing  remains 
to  them  but  to  submit  it  to  the  Hoaae. 
A  fair  £uid  candid  statement  has  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr,  W. 
H.  Smith),  who  has  given  the  reasons 
which  influenced  the  late  Gtnremment 
in  the  decision  at  which  they  arrived. 
Well,  Sir,  tbe  present  Government  were 
not  parties  to  that  decision.  I  own  that 
I  feel  great  difficulty  in  making  myself 
a  party  to  it,  ex  post  faeto,  by  stating  that 
I  thought  a  sound  discretion  had  been 
exercised.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea 
that  any  improper  motive  can  be  im* 
puted  to  the  late  Gk>vemment  in  coming 
to  this  decision.  But  when  I  come  to 
consider  the  vote  I  should  give,  I  ap- 
proach the  question  less  as  a  Ministsr 
than  as  a  Member  of  Parliament ;  and, 
looking  at  it  as  a  Member  of  Fartia* 
ment,  I  am  certainly  unable  to  adopt 
the  whole  statement  just  made  by  the 
noble  Lord.  But  what  the  noble  Lord 
stated  is  entitled  to  the  consideration  ci 
the  Committee.  He  has  asked  whether^ 
if  we  were  to  reject  the  Vote,  the  Aot 
would  not  be  liable  to  be  misconstmed  in 
Canada  ?  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Vote  is  within  the  compe- 
tency of  the  Committee ;  but  it  ia  im* 
possible  for  me  to  deny  that  it  would 
be  open  to  misconstruction  in  Canada ; 
and,  on  the  whole,  I  am  not  willing'  te 
incur  the  risk  of  that  miseonstmetiofi.  1 
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feel,  with  the  lion.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  that  the 
question  of  giving  military  decorations 
for  milit€urj  services  in  operations  that 
were  of  the  nature  of  civil  war  is  a  very 
nice  question  indeed,  which  admits  of 
being  argued  against  as  well  as  for; 
and  that  reason,  of  itself,  would  have 
inclined  me  to  leave  the  matter  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment. But  I  could  not  resist  the  force 
of  the  fact  that  what  has  been  done  has 
been  done  in  perfect  good  faith,  whe- 
ther the  judgment  exercised  has  been 
sound  or  not.  If  the  Committee  were 
to  intervene  now  and  withhold  its  sanc- 
tion, it  is  probable  that  such  an  act 
on  the  part  of  the  Committee  would 
be  open  to  serious  misconstruction  in 
Canada ;  and  it  is  by  no  means  worth 
while  incurring  such  a  risk  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  66  ; 
Noes  209 :  Majority  143.— (Div.  List, 
No.  10.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Olass  VI. — ^Non-Effective  and  Cha- 
iTABLE  Services. 

(6.)  £3,000,  Superannuation  and  Ee- 
tired  Allowances. 

Sm  ROBERT  PEEL :  What  has  be- 
come of  the  Vote  before  this,  for  South 
Africa  and  St.  Helena  ?  Why  is  it  that 
no  notice  has  been  taken  of  it? 

Tub  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  It  will  be 
taken  on  Monday  instead  of  to-night,  in 
order  that  the  discussion  upon  it  may 
not  interfere  with  the  Crofters'  Bill. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  :  Upon  this  Vote  I 
•wish  to  express  my  hope  that  the  whole 
question  with  regard  to  pensions  in  the 
Public  Service  will  receive  strict  atten- 
tion at  the  hands  of  the  Committee  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  Com- 
mittee will  be  aware  that  this  sum  of 
£3,000  is  an  addition  to  the  total  sum 
of  £460,710  asked  for  in  the  original 
Estimate  of  18B5-6  for  Superannuation 
and  Retired  Allowances  in  this  Class ; 
but,  in  addition  to  these  figures,  a  very 
large  sum  is  voted  every  year  and 
cbiu*ged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
amounting  to  several  millions  sterling  ; 
and  I  am  quite  certain  that,  unless  some 
seiious  efiEbrt  is  made  to  check  the  con- 


tinual increase  of  the  charge  for  pen- 
sions, there  will  be  great  public  dissatis- 
faction. I  may,  in  fact,  say  that  there 
is  very  g^eat  public  dissatisfaction  al- 
ready. The  oiher  evening,  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  recollect,  I  appealed  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  on  the  Vote 
with  regard  to  the  new  Office  formed  for 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  I  suggested 
that  it  was  extremely  desirable  that,  in 
every  case  where  it  was  possible,  those 
gentlemen  already  on  pension  who  are 
not  past  the  age  of  efficient  work 
should  be  drafted  into  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, with  a  view  to  effect  a  saving  of 
pension.  We  are  continually  placing 
men  on  pension,  with  the  view  of  re- 
organizing the  Departments  of  the  Public 
Service  ;  but  when  these  re-organiza- 
tions in  the  Public  Service  have  taken 
place,  I  have  found  that  the  economy 
which  has  resulted  from  it  to  the  public 
is  very  difficult  to  see,  although  the 
cause  of  public  economy  has  been  in- 
variably alleged  as  a  reason  for  bringing 
forward  the  measure.  Now,  since  I 
called  attention  to  this  subject,  two 
nights  ago,  I  have  received  letters  in 
connection  with  it,  and  I  know  that  there 
are  at  this  present  time  many  gentlemen 
who  have  been  forced  to  accept  pensions 
— men  who  are  now  in  the  prime  of  life, 
and  who  are  anxious  to  get  public  em- 
ployment, but  have  no  chance  of  obtain- 
ing it.  It  has  been  suggested  to  me, 
and  I  have  myself  brought  the  subject 
under  the  notice  of  the  Treasury,  that  it 
would  be  very  desirable  if  a  list  of  all 
those  gentlemen  who  are  placed  on  pen- 
sion and  who  are  still  able  to  render  public 
service  should  be  kept ;  and  that,  if  pos- 
sible, such  list  should  also  indicate  the 
names  of  those  who  will  be  willing  to  give 
their  services  to  the  State  in  fulfilment  of 
public  duty.  It  would  be  desirable  also 
that  all  appointments,  so  far  as  possible, 
should  be  accompanied  with  this  condi- 
tion— ^that  any  gentleman  entering  the 
Public  Service  should  place  himself  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government,  to  this 
extent,  at  least,  that  if  he  is  placed  on 
pension  he  will  be  liable  to  be  brought 
ajraia  into  the  Public  Service  for  the 
discharge  of  such  duties  as,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Government,  he  may  be 
able  to  perform.  But  now  there  is  a 
continual  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
men  put  on  pension,  who  decline  to  go 
back  to  the  Public  Service,  because  they 
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were  only  appointed  for  particular 
duties.  But,  leaving  these  gentlemen 
out  of  the  question,  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  extremely  desirable  that  some  sys- 
tem should  be  adopted  by  means  of 
which  some  saving  of  expenditure  in  pen- 
sions might  be  made — that  is  to  say,  by 
the  employment  of  suitable  persons  who 
may  be  retired  under  peculiar  circum- 
stances, but  who  are  still  able  to  serve 
the  public.  I  am  bound  to  say,  however, 
that  I  believe  the  servants  of  the  Crown 
are  very  much  indisposed  to  facilitate 
any  arrangement  -  which  would  again 
bring  into  the  Service  gentlemen  who 
may  be  retired  on  pension,  because  it  is 
quite  clear  that  when  there  is  a  vacancy 
in  any  Office  there  is  a  chance  of  promo- 
tion, which  would  be  done  away  with, 
to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  if  some  out- 
sider were  admitted.  The  servants  of  the 
Crown,  to  a  large  extent,  seem  to  think 
that  the  Public  Service  exists  for  their 
benefit,  and  they  are  always  to  be  found 
supporting  measures  which  tend  to  the 
increase  of  public  charges ;  but  I  hope 
we  are  approaching  the  time  when  the 
public,  through  their  Bepresentatives 
in  this  House,  will  show  these  gentle- 
men that  they  are  appointed  by  the 
public  and  exist  for  the  Public  Service, 
and  that  unless  some  change  is  brought 
about  in  this  matter,  there  will  not  alone 
be  great  dissatisfaction,  but,  perhaps, 
an  end  of  their  interest  altogether.  If 
this  enormous  Pension  List  goes  on  in- 
creasing as  it  has  done  for  many  years 
past,  looking  at  its  enormous  total,  look- 
ing at  the  fact  that  Democracy  is  a 
greater  power  in  this  House  than  it 
was,  and  that  it  will  probably  be  greater 
hereafter,  I  verily  believe  that  there  will 
be  such  stern  measures  taken  by  the 

Eublic  that  individual  interests  may  not 
e  regarded  in  quite  so  favourable  a 
manner  as  some  gentlemen  may  desire. 
I  think,  therefore,  in  the  interest  of  the 
Crown,  that  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  assistance  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  directed  at  once  to  this 
question,  and  I  hope  we  shall  be  in- 
lormed  how  far  some  impression  can  be 
made  upon  the  Pension  List  with  the 
view  of  reducing  this  very  serious  charge. 
The  chairman  :  I  have  not  in- 
terrupted the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
in  the  course  his  remarks  have  taken  in 
consequence  of  what  I  believe  to  be  a 
very  lax  practice.  I  think  the  clear  rule 
is  that  the  disoustion  on  a  Supplemen- 
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tary  Vote  should  be  confined  to  the 
specific  items  contained  therein,  and  that 
the  general  principle  should  not  be  en- 
tered upon  except  for  the  purpoee  of 
illustration. 

8m  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  concur, 
Mr.  Courtney,  with  your  view  that  no 
general  principle  should  be  disonssed  on 
a  Supplementary  Estimate,  and  shall,  ol 
course,  act  upon  it  in  dealing  with  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee.  I  find,  in 
the  details  of  the  Vote  under  A  for 
Superannuation  Allowances,  a  speoifie 
charge  for  £1,000  on  account  of  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Oourt  of 
Justice,  in  addition  to  the  original  Esti- 
mate. I  wish  to  know  what  ti^at  charge 
is  for — and  I  ask  if  there  has  been  any 
re-arrangement  in  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  owing  to 
which  some  person  in  the  prime  of  life 
has  been  retired ;  or  has  there  been  am 
unexpected  breakdown  of  some  import- 
ant member  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  for  whom  it  is  necessary  to  pro- 
vide a  pension  ? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  FowLEB):  Mr.  Court- 
ney, after  the  remarks  you  have  just 
made  I  shall  not  transgress  yonr  mling 
by  entering  upon  the  general  subject 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands) ;  but,  perliaps, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  entirely 
sympathize  with  him,  and  will  exercise 
any  power  I  may  possess  to  oarry  ont 
the  object  in  view.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell),  I 
have  given  particular  attention  to  the 
Estimates  for  this  matter.  My  hon. 
Friend  will  understand  that  thej  are 
not  in  the  Estimates  of  the  year,  bat 
that  they  consist  of  unexpected  claims 
which  have  come  before  Parliament  in 
a  Supplementary  Estimate.  There  lias 
been  no  re-organization  of  the  Ohancoy 
Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 
I  may  say  that  two  of  the  oldest  offioen 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  have  retired 
this  year,  which  explains  the  oharge  of 
£1,000  for  superannuation  allowmnces. 
The  two  gentlemen  referred  to,  I  b^evey 
have  been  known  to  me  in  the  Public 
Service  for  more  years  than  I  onie 
to  remember.  As  I  said,  they  liave 
now  retired  after  a  life-long 
under  the  ordinary  Roles,  and  they 
therefore,  entitled  to  pensions. 

Vote  agre4d  to. 


1261    Supph^^ Civil  S&rvieei,    {Fbbeuaby  25,  1886}     ^c.  Estimates,  ISSS-e.    1262 


(7.)  £612,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 

Class  VH. — Miscellaneous. 

(8.)  £2,700,  Registration  of  Voters, 
England. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST:  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  wish  to  ask  a  Question  with  regard  to 
this  Vote,  and,  in  doing  so,  I  shall  pro- 
ceed strictly  in  accordance  with  your 
ruling.  I  will  remind  the  Committee  that 
last  year  the  sum  of  £40,000  was  granted 
by  Parliament  in  aid  of  the  expenses  of 
registration  in  counties.  Of  that  sum 
£20,000  was  appropriated  to  the  extra 
remuneration  of  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and 
other  county  expenses,  and  the  remain- 
ing £20,000  was  for  the  extra  remunera- 
tion of  overseers.  I  am  informed  that 
the  Returns  were  made  by  the  counties 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
that  they  were  to  receive  this  sum  from 
the  Imperial  Government  before  Christ- 
mas last;  but,  notwithstanding  that,  I 
am  informed  that  no  sums  have  been 
received  by  the  counties  with  respect  to 
this  grant.  I  ask  the  reason  for  this— 
whether  it  was  owing  to  this  Supple- 
mentary Vote  of  £2,700  being  required 
that  the  delay  has  taken  place ;  whether 
the  sum  asked  for  is  for  the  purposes  I 
have  described;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment can  name  any  period  of  time 
within  which  the  counties  were  entitled 
to  the  payment  of  the  expenses  under 
the  Vote  of  last  year,  and  when  payment 
will  be  made  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Jesse 
OoLUNGs) :  In  answer  to  the  inquiry  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, I  may  say  that  I  anticipate  that  the 
payment  in  respect  of  the  expenses  of 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  and  overseers,  in 
connection  with  the  registration  of  voters, 
will  be  made  immediately.  The  ac- 
counts are  made  up,  and  I  see  no  reason 
why  the  money  should  not  be  paid  to  the 
oounties  almost  at  once. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  A  few  days  ago 
I  took  the  opportunity  of  addressing  a 
Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  on  the  subject  of  the 
amendment  of  the  law  in  relation  to  the 
registration  of  voters.  I  regretted  that 
no  hope  was  held  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  time  of  the  matter 
being  taken  up  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment during  this  year ;  and,  al- 
though there  are  two  private  Members' 
Bills  upon  the  subject,  I  fear  it  is  very 


doubtful  whether  in  the  course  of  the 
Session  they  will  be  able  to  get  passed 
any  amendment  of  the  Law  of  Registra- 
tion. The  principal  reason  assigpiedfor 
not  taking  up  this  question  in  a  Govern- 
ment measure  this  year  was  that  Parlia- 
ment had  met  under  unusual  circum- 
stances, and  that  it  would  be  better  to 
wait  until  we  are  near  the  decease  of 
Parliament  than  to  attempt  legislation 
on  the  subject  while  Parliament  is 
young.  But  it  seems  to  me  not  impos- 
sible that  this  Parliament  may  come  to 
an  end  before  the  present  year  expires ; 
and  it  is  on  that  account  that  I  venture 
to  renew  my  protest  against  the  law  as 
it  exists  for  the  registration  of  voters, 
and  to  express  the  hope  that  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  people  of  the  country  the 
Government  will  deal  with  the  question. 
Every  election  that  takes  place  shows 
how  unfair  to  the  majority  of  the  work- 
ing classes  is  the  action  of  the  present 
law.  With  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee I  will  state  what  occurred  with 
regard  to  my  own  election.  I  acted  not 
omy  as  my  own  election  agent,  but 
looked  after  the  business  relating  to  the 
list  in  the  Revision  Court  as  well.  I 
found  in  the  case  of  one  particular  parish 
the  names  of  certain  voters,  working 
men,  which  were  struck  off  the  list  from 
no  fault  of  their  own,  but  simply  be- 
cause of  the  default  or  negligence  of  the 
overseers  with  regard  to  the  initials  re- 
presenting their  Christian  names,  and  it 
was  with  great  difficulty  that  I  persuaded 
the  Revising  Barrister  in  their  case  not 
to  strike  ofiP  the  names  of  the  individuals. 
It  seems  to  me  a  grievance  of  which  the 
working  classes  have  to  complain,  that 
when  they  see  their  names  on  the  Re- 
gisters they  should  afterwards  be  de- 
prived of  their  right  to  vote,  as  I  have 
said,  through  no  default  on  their  part, 
but  through  the  negligence  or  ignorance 
of  those  with  whom  the  duty  rests  of 
making  out  the  lists.  I  do  not  com- 
plain specially  of  the  lists  of  last  year, 
because  it  is  a  matter  of  notoriety  that 
owing  to  the  great  amount  of  work 
thrown  upon  the  authorities  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Reform  Act,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  avoid  a  good  many  mistakes; 
nor  do  I  want  to  charge  the  overseers 
with  any  malajldes ;  but  I  say  that  when 
this  Vote  is  asked  to  supplement  the 
Vote  originally  granted  for  the  registra- 
tion of  voters,  it  is  desirable  to  see  that 
the  work  is  properly  done.    Then,  in 
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another  case  which  came  under  my 
notice,  the  overseers  did  not  comply 
with  the  law ;  and  I  make  a  very  strong 
representation  on  this  ground.  I  think 
it  is  most  desirable  that  the  overseers 
should  discharge  their  duty  in  all  re- 
spects according  to  law.  The  law  re- 
quires that  overseers  should  publish  the 
fists  of  voters  in  a  particular  manner — 
namely,  by  affixing  them  to  the  outside 
wall  or  door  of  every  church  or  chapel 
in  each  parish.  This  was  not  done  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  ;  and  although 
I  complained  to  the  Bevising  Barrister, 
he  refused  to  entertain  my  complaint, 
and  made  some  excuse.  I  draw  atten- 
tion to  this  because,  where  lists  are  hung 
up  inside  churches  or  chapels,  it  is 
almost  impossible  for  those  concerned  to 
ascertain  whether  they  are  on  the  list 
or  not.  For  the  reasons  I  have  given  I 
think  these  are  matters  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  to  take  notice 
of,  with  a  view  to  remedy  the  evil  com- 
plained of  as  soon  as  possible.  There 
are  other  matters  in  connection  with  the 
Hegistration  Law  about  which  I  shall 
have  to  speak  at  another  time,  but  which 
are  not  germane  to  this  particular  Vote. 
As  we  are  here  asked  to  vote  large  sums 
of  money  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  work  of  the  Begistration  Act,  I 
think  it  is  only  right  to  call  attention  to 
the  facts  I  have  described.  In  conclu- 
sion, I  think  that  the  subject  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  in  the  time  at  the  disposal 
of  the  present  Q-ovemment,  and  at  the 
earliest  opportunity,  because  I  certainly 
feel  with  regard  to  political  matters  of 
the  present  day  that  it  is  impossible  to 
say  whether  or  not  we  shall  have  another 
General  Election  before  the  end  of  the 
year. 

Sib  BEENHARD  SAMUELSON  :  I 
also  have  to  complain  of  the  way  in 
which  the  overseers,  in  my  own  experi- 
ence, performed  their  duties  of  registra- 
tion. In  the  division  which  I  represent 
(Banbury)  there  were  whole  parishes  in 
which  the  voters  were  incorrectly  de- 
scribed ;  and  hon.  Members  can  imagine 
the  expense  this  would  throw  upon  the 
candidates,  while  the  voters  themselves 
might  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  to 
which  they  were  entitled.  I  remember 
the  difficulty  we  had  in  rectifying  these 
blunders.  In  some  cases  it  was  impos- 
aible  to  do  so,  the  Eevising  Barristers 
Baying  they  had  no  power  to  make  the 
necessary    rectifications.     I    hope    the 

Mr.  Conyleare 


Government  will  not  wait  till  tbey  can 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  deal  with  the  whole 
subject,  but  that  they  will  introduce  a 
short  Bill  in  which  two  things  ought  to 
be  provided  for — one  is,  that  Rerisiog 
Barristers  may  have  power,  where  the 
name  of  a  person  duly  qualified  to  vote 
appears  on  the  Register,  to  insert  the 
proper  qualification ;  the  other  is,  that 
if  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  overseer 
is  proved,  power  should  be  given  to 
the  Revising  Barrister  to  mulct  the 
overseer  in  costs.  If  these  provisions 
were  made  in  a  Bill  of  a  few  lines,  I 
think  we  might  rest  contented  for  the 
present ;  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  firom 
the  Treasury  Bench  whether  any  steps 
will  be  taken  in  the  direction  indicated. 
Although,  perhaps,  it  is  not  so  germaae 
to  the  Yote  before  us  as  the  question 
of  Registration,  I  would  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Load  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings),  if 
he  can  state  the  total  number  of  two- 
pences  paid  to  the  overseers  and  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  which  would  indicate  the 
total  number  of  voters  on  the  Register  ? 

Mh.  HANDEL  COSSHAM :  I  can 
support  the  statements  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  just  spoken  on  the  sub- 
ject of  registration.  From  my  own 
knowledge,  I  am  in  a  position  to  state 
that  thousands  of  the  poorer  class  of 
voters  lost  their  qualification  at  the  last 
Election  by  the  blundering  of  the  over- 
seers. I  am  of  opinion  that  no  part  of 
our  system  is  worse  performed  than  the 
part  performed  by  the  overseers.  I 
believe,  moreover,  that  in  many  oases 
they  have  acted  in  the  most  partixaa 
spirit,  a  circumstance  which  in  itself 
ought  to  bring  their  conduct  under 
severe  censure.  I  entirely  concur  wiik 
the  wish  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber forOxfordshire(SirBemhard  Samuel- 
son)  that  there  were  some  means  by 
which  a  severe  penalty  could  be  in- 
flicted in  the  case  of  overseers  who  have 
acted  improperly. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  am  glad  to 
hear  the  opinions  expressed  by  hoo. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  Hoase 
on  this  question  of  the  registration  of 
voters.  There  is,  in  my  opinion,  nothing 
more  absolutely  necessary  for  the  free 
choice  of  Members  of  this  House  than 
the  purification  of  the  present  method 
of  placing  the  names  of  voters  on  the 
lists.  The  Prime  Minister  himself^  when 
speaking  at  Mid  Lothian,  plaoed  this  at 
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the  very  core  of  the  subject.  I  am  con- 
Tinced  that,  unless  some  fine  or  mulct 
is  placed  on  overseers,  it  is  absolutely 
hopeless  to  expect  a  correct  and  impar- 
tial discharge  of  their  duties ;  and,  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  I  shall  be  piepared  to 
show  not  only  that  proper  persons  were 
not  in  the  lists,  but  that  improper 
persons,  who  had  no  political  existence 
at  all,  were  placed  on  the  roll  of  voters. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  if  a  Select  Com- 
mittee were  granted  to  inquire  into  this 
matter,  it  would  be  shown  that  there 
were  scores  of  cases  of  the  grossest  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  overseers;  and 
now  that  a  Liberal  Government  is  in 
Office,  I  trust  that  some  steps  will  be 
taken  to  procure  a  purification  of  the 
lists.  It  IS  not  enough  that  a  grant 
should  be  made  in  aid  of  the  cost  of 
registration ;  the  matter  should  be  taken 
out  of  the  hands  of  local  partizans ;  and 
I  trust  that  the  Government  will  see 
the  enormous  importance,  as  affecting 
every  Member  of  the  House,  of  per- 
forming the  duty.  In  Ireland  we  are 
simply  disgusted  with  the  way  in  which 
this  business  is  carried  on ;  and  I  beg  to 
assure  hon.  Members  opposite  that  any 
steps  which  they  may  take  to  insure 
purification  of  the  lists  will  have  our 
cordial  support. 

The  SEOEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  I  do  not 
regret  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  on  this  Tote,  although  it  has  occu- 
pied a  considerable  amount  of  time.  I 
can  assure  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
that,  in  my  opinion,  this  question  of 
registration  has  become  a  crying  evil, 
and  that,  as  hon.  Members  have  agreed, 
it  is  desirable  that  the  whole  Law  of 
Registration,  and,  what  is  more  import- 
ant, its  administration,  should  be  re- 
formed. Hon.  Members  will  remember 
that  the  question  was  carefully  con- 
sidered when  we  were  engaged  with 
the  Reform  Bill ;  but  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  deal  with  it  then, 
and  we  allowed  the  existing  machinery 
to  stand  as  it  was  in  view  of  the  disso- 
lution of  Parliament  and  the  General 
Election.  But  I  think  that  the  present 
Government  is  pledged  to  an  alteration 
of  the  law,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  suggestions  made  to-night,  and  those 
that  may  be  made  hereafter,  will  be 
taken  into  their  consideration.    I  belieye 


that  a  Select  Oommittee  has  sat  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  reforming  the 
Registration  Laws.  I  think  that  pro- 
bably the  best  way  to  deal  with  the 
matter  will  be  to  get  rid  of  the  over- 
seers altogether ;  but,  of  course,  I  can- 
not pledge  myself  or  the  Government 
to  any  specific  mode  of  procedure, 
although  I  can  assure  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  it  is  a  matter  with  which,  when 
they  have  the  opportunity,  the  Govern- 
ment intends  to  deal. 

Mr.  M  AOF ARLANE  :  This  is  a  ques- 
tion  which  relates  not  to  England  and 
Wales  only,  but  to  the  whole  Kingdom. 
I  wish,  therefore,  to  make  a  few  remarks 
upon  the  question  with  regard  to  Scot- 
land. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
will  not  be  in  Order  in  referring  to  Soot- 
land,  the  Vote  before  the  Oommittee 
having  reference  only  to  England  and 
"Vv  ales 

The'  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoLLiNGs) :  In  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Banbury) 
(Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson),  I  have  to 
state  that  there  was  an  allowance  of 
4rf.  for  each  name  placed  upon  the  list — 
that  is  to  say,  2d,  for  each  name  to  the 
overseers  and  2d.  to  the  Cleiks  of  the 
Peace.  The  number  of  voters  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  was  2,546,640,  which, 
at  4d,  per  head,  gives  the  sum  of 
£42,444.  The  increase  in  the  number 
of  county  voters  for  England,  Wales, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  was  1,729,300; 
and  if  we  add  to  this  the  increase  for 
the  extension  of  the  borough  and  service 
franchise,  taking  into  account  the  in- 
crease of  population  from  1881  to  the 
time  when  the  Act  came  into  force,  it  is 
assumed  that  it  will  give  a  total  increase 
of  2,000,000  of  voters. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £2,000,  Registration  of  Voters, 
Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  After  the  re- 
marks  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  enter  upon  a  long  discussion  of 
this  Vote.  I  shall,  therefore,  say  but  a 
very  few  words  upon  it.  I  think  it 
absolutely  necessary  that  there  should 
be  some  protection  to  voters  in  reference 
to  this  matter  of  registration.  In  Ire- 
land, the  Sheriff  or  the  Clerk  of  the 
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Peace  gives  out  the  printing  of  the 
voters'  lists  to  the  Conservative  news- 
paper, and  the  Conservative  newspaper, 
when  once  the  lists  are  signed  by  the 
Be  vising  Barrister,  as  we  know,  may 
put  in  any  names  it  pleases.  We  do 
charge  that  after  the  voters'  lists  in 
Ulster  had  passed  from  the  hands  of  the 
Revising  Barrister,  and  were  signed  by 
him  and  handed  over  to  be  printed,  the 
lists  were  stuffed,  and  that  dozens  and 
scores  of  persons  appeared  who  were 
never  on  it  at  all,  while  persons  who 
were  struck  off  the  lists  appeared  after- 
wards as  genuine  voters.  The  serious 
effect  of  this  will  be  that  there  will 
exist  in  the  public  mind  a  sense  of  un- 
easiness and  distrust;  and  even  sup- 
posing that  our  charges  are  not  sub- 
stantial, there  will  still  remain  the  belief 
that,  under  the  present  system,  such 
things  are  possible.  I  say  it  is  essential 
that  we  should  have  a  fair  Court,  fair 
law,  and  honest  people  to  carry  it  out. 
The  whole  machinery  should  be  above 
suspicion,  and  then  if  a  mistake  were 
made  everyone  would  believe  it  was  a 
mistake;  whereas,  in  the  present  circum- 
stances, if  a  mistake  is  made  the  as- 
sumption is  to  the  contrary ;  and  there 
is  in  the  North  of  Ireland  a  feeling  that 
not  only  the  boundaries,  but  the  voters' 
lists,  have  been  jerrymandered. 

Mr.  macartney  :  I  should  not 
trouble  the  Committee  were  it  not  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Derrv 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has,  as  usual,  taken 
the  course  of  making  very  serious  charges 
against  Members  from  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. He  makes  the  assertion,  although 
he  did  not  name  any  instance,  that  the 
printing  of  the  lists  of  voters  was  given 
only  to  the  Conservative  newspapers. 
There  are  not  many  newspapers  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  representing  the  opi- 
nions of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way; but  I  quite  admit  that,  where 
there  are  newspapers  representing  those 
opinions,  they  are  entitled  to  a  share  of 
the  printing.  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  also  stated  that  there  exists 
a  general  and  strong  impression  amongst 
the  public  in  the  North  of  Ireland  that 
the  registration  of  voters  there  has  been 
tampered  with.  Now,  I  totally  dissent 
from  that  view.  There  was,  of  course, 
very  heavy  work  during  the  last  regis- 
tration, and  I  believe  that  all  the  officials 
connected  with  it  disoharfi^ed  their  duties 
with  unusual  labour  ana  efficiency.    A 

J/r.  T,  M.  Healy 


large  amount  of  work  was  done  in  one 
Revising  Court ;  and  I  believe,  with  re- 
gard to  the  lists,  that  a  very  great  deal 
of  trouble  was  given  to  the  Reriflng 
Barrister  and  the  officers  connected  wit£ 
the  registration  by  the  fraudulent  claims 
made  by  the  Nationalist  Party.  One 
person,  a  blacksmith  in  a  small  village, 
was  claimed  for  four  times  in  the  lut, 
and  26  names  were  struck  oat  without 
any  attempt  of  the  National  Party  to 
defend  them.  I  certainly  protest  before 
the  Committee  against  the  continual  re- 
petition of  these  grave  charges,  whidi 
are  made,  without  any  specific  case 
being  given,  against  officials  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  or  in  Ireland  gene- 
rally. 

Mr.  DILLON :  The  hon.  Member  te 
Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  has  conveyed 
the  impression  that  the  state  of  things 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  with  regard  to 
the  registration  of  voters  as  described 
by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Deny  does  not  exist.  But 
the  hon.  Member  forgets  that  his  know- 
ledge is  confined  to  that  Party  who  have 
power  to  appoint  the  officials  in  qnes- 
tion,  which,  allow  me  to  remind  tbe 
Committee,  is  exercised  with  a  degree 
of  bigotry  and  exclusiveness  which  can- 
not be  surpassed  in  any  country  in  the 
world.  Of  course,  amongst  hia  Friends 
no  such  things  as  wo  allege  are  possible, 
and,  of  course,  when  an  error  is  made  it 
cannot  be  committed  in  favour  of  them, 
but  against  them.  I  think,  with  the 
exception  of  one  Province,  the  officiaU 
are  bitter  partizans  and  agents  of  tbe 
Conservative  Party.  We  object  that 
these  men  are  notorious  partizans,  and 
we  say  that  they  should  have  no  control 
over  these  lists.  The  hon.  Member  ears 
that  no  such  impression  exists  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  as  that  the  lists  hive 
been  tampered  with.  I  venture  to  sag- 
gest  that  the  contrary  is  the  case.  I 
myself  fought  a  close  contest,  and  nam- 
bers  of  respectable  people  came  to  me 
afterwards  and  absolutely  swore  that 
such  action  had  gone  on 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  I  said  "genml 
impression." 

Mr.  DILLON :  It  is,  of  oourae,  vwy 
natural  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Macartney)  and  his  Friends  are  satis- 
fied with  the  present  state  of  things,  and 
that  we  are  not.  That  is  the  whole 
point  of  the  matter.  We  contend  that 
whenever  an  error  is  committed  it  is  ia* 
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variably  in  favoar  of  the  hon.  Q«ntle- 
man's  Party;  and  we  are  prepared  to 
bring  evidence  in  support  of  our  ease 
before  a  Oonunittee  of  this  House.  I 
know  men  who  are  prepared  to  swear  as 
to  the  irregularities  which  have  occurred 
as  to  minors  having  been  put  on  the  Bo- 
lster, &c.  Now,  these  are  the  facts 
^hioh  destroy  public  confidence  in  the 
list.  An  hon.  Member  asked  me  the 
other  day  how  a  minor  can  vote  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind ;  but  I  pointed  out 
to  him  that  the  Presiding  Officer  had  no 
power  whatever  of  dealing  with  the  mat- 
ter BO  long  as  the  name  appeared  on  the 
Register.  I  have  only  to  say,  in  condu- 
fiion,  because  the  case  has  been  very 
well  put  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  that  I  desire  to  earnestly  press 
upon  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  that  the  Government 
ought  not  to  postpone  action  in  this  mat- 
ter to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  such  mal- 
practices. In  a  very  short  time  there 
may  be  another  General  Election  ;  and, 
therefore,  at  the  very  next  registration 
the  lists  of  voters  ought  to  be  purified. 

Mk.  CLANCY :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  has  accounted 
for  the  partizanship  shown  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  printing,  by  stating 
that  Nationalist  newspapers  in  Ulster 
are  few  in  number.  I  do  not  know 
if  that  is  so;  but  all  I  can  say  is, 
that  the  practice  of  giving  the  print- 
ing of  the  lists  to  the  Tory  news- 
J)apers  is  quite  general  throughout  Ire- 
and.  No  matter  which  Province  it  is, 
the  practice  is  that  wherever  the  re- 
sponsible officer  is  a  Conservative,  the 
Tories  get  the  printing  of  the  lists.  The 
hon.  Member  has  charged  that  the  Na- 
tionalist Party  filled  the  voters'  lists  with 
double  claims.  The  hon.  Member  simply 
shows  his  Ignorance  by  making  such  a 
complaint.  The  practice  is  a  necessary 
one  and  is  indulged  in  by  both  parties 
when  they  know  their  business.  I 
can  state  a  fact  for  the  information  of 
hon.  Members  in  regard  to  the  way  in 
which  the  lists  are  made  up  in  Ireland. 
In  the  Eathmines  Division  of  the  county 
of  Dublin,  out  of  500  claims  put  in  by 
the  friends  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  not  50  were 
sustained.  In  some  cases,  triple  and 
even  quadruple  cases  were  made  in  re- 
spect of  the  same  person.  With  refer- 
ence to  another  observation  which  fell 


from  the  hon.  Member,  I  should  like  to 
say  this — that  my  experience  of  the 
county  of  Dublin  registration  work 
teaches  me  that  as  gross  irregularities 
are  to  be  found  there,  within  sight  of 
Dublin  Castle,  as  could  be  found  in  the 
furthest  corner  of  Connaught.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  that  last  year 
Dublin  County  was  divided  into  two 
divisions  specially  to  secure  a  seat  for  a 
Tory  in  a  constituency  which,  taken  as  a 
whole,  was  overwhelmingly  Nationalist. 
This  attempt  to  safeguard  the  Empire 
was  supplemented  by  the  action  of  those 
who  actually  drew  the  dividing  line, 
for  it  was  curious  to  notice  that  voters 
who  were  believed  to  be  Nationalist 
were  in  all  doubtful  cases  placed  on 
the  lists  for  North  Dublin,  which  was 
strongly  Nationalist,  while  the  contrary 
rule  was  always  adopted  in  the  case  of 
supposed  Conservatives.  I  know  of  one 
case  in  which  the  owner  of  a  villa  resi- 
dence, who  is  a  Nationalist,  and  the 
gate-lodge  keeper,  who  is  also  a  Na- 
tionalist, were  put  in  North  Dublin ; 
while  the  occupier  of  the  villa,  who  is  a 
Tory,  was  put  in  South  Dublin.  Those 
who  are  so  anxious  to  maintain  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Empire  were  guilty  of 
the  most  disgraceful  partizanship  in 
making  up  these  lists  ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Antrim  will 
move  for  an  inquiry  into  these  matters, 
I  will  undertake  to  give  him  a  score  of 
instances  even  more  scandalous  than 
those  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY:  I  think, 
Sir,  that  there  can  be  little  doubt,  after 
what  my  hon.  Friend  has  said,  that 
whatever  may  be  the  other  qualities  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney)  he  must  know  very  little 
indeed  of  the  subject  of  the  registration 
of  voters.  He  complains  that  the  Na- 
tionalists in  the  constituencies  with  which 
he  is  acquainted  claimed  three  times. 
Well,  the  hon.  Member  in  this  matter 
has  found  a  mare's  nest.  It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  order  to  properly 
work  the  business  of  registration,  that 
these  duplicate  claims  should  be  made, 
and  they  are  not  exclusively  confined  to 
any  one  political  Party.  The  fact  is, 
that  the  law  regulating  the  registration 
of  voters  is  so  complex  and  so  confused 
that  it  was  practically  impossible  for  the 
person  workine  it  to  know  under  what 
particular  qualification  he  sliould  make 
a  claim.    In  some  oases  it  is  quite  im* 
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possible  to  know  whether  the  claim 
should  be  made  as  a  rated  occupier,  or 
an  owner,  or  as  a  lodger ;  and  therefore 
it  is  necessary  to  lodge  all  the  claims, 
so  that  on  one  of  them  at  least  the 
claimant  shall  succeed.  The  last  reyision 
w&B  the  first  time  that  special  Acts  of 
Parliament  were  applied  in  the  counties 
of  Ireland ;  and,  having  regard  to  that 
fact,  it  was  quite  important  for  OTory- 
body  to  be  prepared  for  the  way  in  which 
those  Acts,  as  Eevision  Law,  would  be 
decided  by  the  Courts.  In  one  instance 
no  less  than  500  votes  were  lost  in  con- 
sequence of  a  particular  decision.  There 
is  one  other  matter  to  which  I  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee— ^I  mean  the  duplication  of  names, 
not  on  the  voters'  list,  but  on  the  Re- 
gister itself.  A  considerable  discussion 
has  been  raised  as  to  the  large  number 
of  abstentions  from  the  poll  in  Ireland. 
Well,  I  can  say  that  it  was  due,  to  a  great 
extent,  to  the  duplication  of  names  on 
the  Eegister.  My  attention  was  called 
to  one  case  in  which  the  name  of  one  in- 
dividual occurred  on  the  Begister  no  less 
than  60  times,  and  no  less  than  five  times 
on  one  page,  the  names  being  in  close 
proximity  to  each  other.  I  am  aware 
that  this  was  the  case  in  a  large  number 
of  constituencies  in  which  no  proper  re- 
vision took  place,  in  consequence  of  one 
Party  being  in  such  overwhelming  force 
that  there  was  no  opposition  made  before 
the  Revising  Barrister.  I  certainly  join 
in  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Derry  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  that  the  Government  should  take 
this  matter  into  their  consideration,  and, 
when  the  proper  time  comes,  they  will, 
no  doubt,  receive  suggestions  from  all 
parts  of  the  House  as  to  the  way  in 
which  it  should  be  dealt  with.  I  do  not 
mean  to  challenge  this  Vote ;  but  I  re- 
spectfully assert  that  there  are  two 
points  on  which  the  law  ought  to  be 
amoLded. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

EEVENUE  DEPA11TMENT8. 

(10.)  £12,000,  Inland  Revenue. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  do  not  rise  to 
oppose  this  Vote,  because  the  amount  of 
it  is  already  due  to  those  who  act  as  col- 
lectors and  60  on ;  but  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  to  what  I  think  is  the 
cause  of  a  very  large  increase  in  this  Vote, 
and  the  possibility  of  effecting  a  very 

3fr,  Maurice  Healy 


considerable  economy.  It  will  be  intbe 
recollection  of  the  Committee  tliat  these 
Supplementary  Estimates  arise  from  ^ 
poundage  having  been  increased,  not  bj 
reason  of  any  additional  labour  having 
been  thrown  upon  the  collectors,  but  1^ 
the  increase  of  the  Income  Tax  from  6^ 
to  Sd,  in  the  pound ;  and  it  will  be  seen 
that  although  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate asked  for  is  only  £12,000,  the 
actual  additional  poundage  is  not  lew 
than  £26,000.  Some  time  ago  the  ques- 
tion was  raised  as  to  whether  an  alto^ 
tion  should  be  attempted  in  the  syst^n, 
and  whether  the  whole  collection  of  ^e 
tax  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  th« 
Inland  Eevenue.  That  was  rejected  by 
the  House.  I  am  not  at  present  going 
to  discuss  whether  that  decision  of  tiie 
House  was  a  wise  one  or  not.  It  was 
the  decision  at  which  the  House  arrived, 
and  it  does  not  affect  the  point  which  I 
desire  to  bring  before  the  Committee. 
It  is  at  present  collected  partly  by  the 
Inland  Bevenue  and  partly  by  local  col- 
lectors ;  and  although  the  collection  by 
the  Inland  Bevenue  shows  a  tendency  to 
increase,  the  payment,  as  I  say,  ranes 
not  with  the  amount  of  the  paper  which 
is  necessary  for  the  collection  of  the  tax, 
but  it  varies  by  reason  of  the  increase  or 
decrease— the  rate  of  the  tax  itself.  I 
merely  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee  to  the  figures  in  order  to  show 
that  it  is  desirable  that  some  alteration 
should  be  made  in  the  system.  The 
poundage  was  settled  by  the  House  in 
1880,  and  will  be  found  in  the  Taxes 
Amendment  Act  (1st  Schedule),  1880. 
In  1879-80— the  Schedule  which  was 
then  F  is  now  E — the  actual  amoont 
of  poundage  paid  was  £178,948;  in 
1880-1  it  was  £165,709;  in  1881-2  it 
was  £166,865;  while  in  1882-3  it  wis 
£214,570,*  the  increase  on  that  year 
over  the  previous  year  being  £47,706, 
and  was,  I  believe,  mainly  due  to  the 
increase  in  the  tax  from  od.  to  6)^.  in 
the  pound.  The  Expenditure  for  the 
year  1884-5  I  have  not,  nor  for  the  yetr 
1885-6;  but  the  Estimate  for  1885-6 
was  £238,750,  to  which  an  additiooal 
£12,000  is  now  added,  making  together 
£250,750.  The  net  result,  therefore,  ii 
this — that  the  estimated  Expenditure  for 
the  current  year  is  £77,900  more  thaa 
the  Estimate  for  the  preceding  year.  I 
ought  to  say,  however,  that  of  that  soni 
about  £34,000  of  the  increase  is  owiag 
to  the  charge  for  the  triennial  yalaatioB 
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of  property  outside  the  Metropolitan 
area.  It  is,  however,  £80,000  more  than 
the  sum  paid  in  1880,  and  it  is  £70,000 
more  than  the  amount  of  1884 ;  and  I 
believe  that  the  increase  in  the  present 
year  is  due,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the 
increase  of  the  tax  from  6d.  to  Sd.  I 
think  it  seems  unlikely  that  the  Income 
Tax,  for  some  time  to  come,  will  be  much 
reduced;  and  that,  therefore,  the  time 
lias  arrived  when  theamountof  poundage, 
as  settled  in  1880,  might,  with  very  great 
propriety,  be  revised,  and  a  very  large 
ana  material  economy  effected. 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  This  is  a 
question  which  is  of  very  great  import- 
ance ;  and  the  Committee  is  very  much 
indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr.  Jackson)  for  having  brought  it 
before  them.  In  1883  my  right  hon. 
TViend  the  present  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
ChUders)  brought  the  question  before 
the  House,  and  showed  how  £80,000 
a-year  could  be  saved  if  the  Income 
Tax  was  collected  by  the  officers  of  the 
Inland  Revenue,  who  are  paid  by  salaries 
and  not  by  poundage ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment was  beaten,  and  we  have  gone  on 
paying  £30,000  a-year  more  than  we 
ought  to  have  done.  The  House  pre- 
ferred the  interest  of  the  tax  collectors 
to  that  of  the  taxpayers.  The  statutory 
poundage  is  always  Hd,  in  the  pound, 
whatever  the  rate  may  be,  and  it  is  pay- 
able at  the  time  of  collection.  But,  in 
addition  to  that,  every  year  very  large 
allowances  are  made,  called  extra 
poundage,  which  varies  at  the  same 
ratio  as  the  Income  Tax  itself— the 
extra  poundage  being  reduced  as  the 
rate  of  the  tax  rises.  For  instance,  the 
extra  poundage  for  next  year  will  be 
very  largely  r^uced .  For  my  own  part, 
I  believe  that  the  Income  Tax  ought  to 
be  collected  by  the  officers  of  the  Inland 
Revenue,  who  are  paid  by  salary ;  and  I 
shall  be  only  too  glad  if  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  will  co- 
operate with  me,  and  give  a  reasonable 
chance  of  altering  the  Taw  in  this  direc- 
tion. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(11.)  £45,000,  Post  Office. 

Mb.  BARRY :  In  connection  with  this 
Vote  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  low 
rate  of  wages  paid  to  rural  postmen  in 
Ireland.  Strong  representations  have 
been  made  to  me  in  regard  to  this 


matter ;  and  a  great  many  oases  of  ex- 
treme hardship  have  reached  me.  The 
rate  of  wages  to  rural  postmen  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  is  very  low  indeed  ; 
but  in  Ireland  it  does  not  amount  to 
one-half  of  what  it  is  in  England  and 
Scotland.  Since  the  introduction  of  the 
Parcel  Post,  moreover,  the  duties  and 
the  hardships  of  their  position  have 
greatly  increased.  But  there  is  another 
point  which  I  am  also  desirous  of  bring- 
ing forward.  Irish  people  in  England 
and  Scotland  are  in  the  habit  of  send- 
ing over  postal  notes  to  their  friends  in 
the  rural  districts  of  Ireland  ;  and  it  is 
not  fair  to  allow  men  who  are  paid  at 
starvation  rates  to  be  placed  in  such 
positions  of  temptation.  In  the  last 
Parliament  I  drew  attention  to  this 
question,  and  received  assurances  that 
something  would  be  done  to  improve 
this  state  of  things ;  but  up  to  the  pre- 
sent nothing  has  been  done  in  the  mat- 
ter. I  woiud  urge  on  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who 
has  charge  of  the  Post  Office  Business  in 
this  House,  that  he  should  give  this 
matter  his  attention,  and  see  if  some- 
thing cannot  be  done  to  improve  the 
position  of  this  large  body  of  public 
sextants. 

Me.  CONYBEARE:  I  think  it  my 
duty  to  add  one  word  on  behalf  of  the 
rural  postmen  of  Cornwall,  after  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  said.  I 
had  intended  to  raise  this  question  on 
this  Vote ;  but  I  am  glad  it  has  struck 
others,  as  well  as  myself,  as  being  im- 
portant ;  and  I  am  glad  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  refened  to  it.  I  wish, 
in  addition  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said,  to  call  attention  to  this  im- 
portant consideration,  that  rural  post- 
men are  almost  the  only  class  of  public 
servants  who  have  to  do  Sunday  work, 
and  who  are  paid  at  so  low  a  rate  as 
they  habitually,  and  as  a  recognized 
fact,  are  paid.  The  Government,  I 
think,  should  not  fail  to  give  the  subject 
their  best  consideration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  said  it  rather  strains  the  honesty 
of  men  in  the  humble  position  which 
many  of  these  postmen  occupy,  to  com- 
pel them  to  tdce  charge  of  valuable 
securities  in  the  shape  of  Post  Office 
orders  and  so  forth,  without  giving  them 
a  greater  wage  than  they  at  present  re- 
ceive. I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  excessive  honesty  of 
rural  postmen.    I  think  it  does  great 
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credit  to  them  that,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, they  accomplish  their  duty 
with  such  efficiency — with  that  efficiency 
which  is  almost  invariably  their  charac- 
teristic. And  that  is  all  the  more  rea- 
son why  we  should  urge  this  point,  and 
why  we  should  press  on  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  rural  postmen  should  have 
more  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the 
Department.  They  should  have  higher 
wages,  not  only  in  consideration  of  the 
larger  duties  they  have  to  perform  in 
connection  with  the  Parcel  Post,  but  in 
consideration  of  the  large  amount  of 
Sunday  work  they  have  to  do.  I  do  not 
want  to  argue  against  a  postal  delivery 
on  Sunday,  although  I  am  sure  a  great 
many  people  think  it  would  be  well  if 
there  were  no  Sunday  delivery  at  all ; 
but  I  do  think  this  Sunday  work  should 
be  borne  in  mind  when  we  are  con- 
sidering the  general  question  of  the 
rate  of  wages  paid  to  the  rural  postmen 
out  of  these  Votes.  I  speak  with  some 
experience  on  this  subject,  because,  just 
as  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  so  in  the 
case  of  my  Oornish  constituency,  large 
sums  of  money  are  constantly  being 
received  through  the  Post  Office  by 
Oornishmen  and  their  families — money 
transmitted  to  them  by  relatives  and 
others  in  foreign  coimtries.  I  would 
mention,  further,  a  particular  case  which 
has  come  before  my  notice,  and 
which  I  have  had  to  bring  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Post  Office  in  London. 
It  appears  that  persons  are  allowed  to 
continue  acting  as  postmasters  and  post- 
mistresses up  to  an  age  which  com- 
pletely disqualifies  them  for  the  proper 
performance  of  the  duties  which  are  in- 
cumbent upon  them.  The  instance  I  re- 
fer to  is  the  postmistress  at  Tuckingmill, 
a  place  close  to  Oamborne,  which  is  the 

Erincipal  town  in  the  district  I  have  the 
onour  to  represent — the  town  which 
gives  its  name  to  the  Division.  It  is 
felt  by  the  inhabitants  of  Tuckingmill, 
which  is  a  large  village,  almost  deserving 
the  name  of  a  town,  that  they  should 
have  extra  advantages  and  conveniences 
in  the  way  of  a  Money  Order  Office  and  a 
Telegraph  Office  established  in  the  place. 
"Well,  one  of  the  reasons  given  me  by 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  for  not  carry- 
ing out  the  wishes  of  the  population  of 
that  neighbourhood  is,  that  &e  present 
postmistress  is  85  years  of  age,  and  is 
quite  incompetent  to  perform  new  duties, 
8Jid  that  it  would  not  be  right  to  turn 

Mr,  Cimyheare 


her  away,  and  appoint  some  younger 
person  in  her  place.  I  do  not  want  to 
turn  her  out ;  but  I  would  ask  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  whether,  when 
a  person  has  reached  the  age  of  B5  in 
the  Postal  Service,  it  is  not  time  to  oon- 
sider  whether  he  or  she  should  not  have 
a  retiring  pension,  or,  at  least,  an  as- 
sistant, to  help  to  do  the  work  ?  At  any 
rate,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  protest  against 
the  convenience  of  a  larse  manuf  aotttring 
district  being  overlooked  and  set  at 
nought,  in  the  interest  of  one  individual, 
through  economical  considerations.  The 
appointment  of  an  assistant,  or  the 
giving  of  a  pension  to  a  person  85  yean 
old,  would  be  a  mere  bagatelle. 

The  SEOBETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlbe)  :  In  regaid 
to  the  case  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  referred  to,  if  he 
makes  a  representation  to  the  proper 
Authorities,  it  will,  no  doubt,  receive 
attention,  and  an  answer  will  be  givoi 
to  him.  For  myself,  I  am  neither  con- 
versant with  the  facts  of  the  case  n«r 
the  explanations. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  :  I  have  brooght 
the  case  before  the  Post  Office  Aomo- 
rities,  and  have  been  commenting  oa 
the  answer  I  received. 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  With  re- 
gard to  the  reference  made  by  the  hoa. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Barry)  to  the 
pay  of  rural  postmen,  a  Question  was 
addressed  to  me  upon  it  the  other  day, 
and  I  returned  an  answer  at  the  time. 
Any  further  representationa  that  may 
be  made  will  be  duly  considered,  aad 
any  further  Questions  that  may  be  adsed 
I  will  reply  to.  In  dealing  with  this 
matter,  I  wish  to  speak  to  ''^^g*^^ 
and  Scotch  as  well  as  Irish  Membeta. 
I  would  point  out  to  them  that  there  is 
one  principle  Mr.  Fawcett  used  to  eooa* 
date  on  the  Post  Office  Votes — namefy, 
that  applications  for  an  increase  of  ooeK 
in  the  working  of  the  Poet  Office  art 
really  applications  for  an  inoreaee  to  tkt 
taxation  of  the  country ;  and  whila,  om 
the  one  hand,  no  one  is  more  opposed 
than  I  am  to  any  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  undersell  tfa* 
public  labour  market,  on  the 
hand,  I  am  of  opinion  that  we 
entitled  with  public  money  to  oti 
the  labour  market.  It  would  be 
unfair  to  take  advantage  of  the 
of  the  Government  to  buy  laboor  at  a 
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less  price  than  the  persons  employed 
would  receive  elsewhere  for  the  same 
service.  But,  at  the  same  time,  we 
are  not  entitled ,  as  trustees  of  public 
money,  from  motives  of  generosity  or 
liberality,  to  pay  higher  prices  for  an 
article  than  private  purchasers  will 
give.  I  do  not  dispute  that  there  may 
be  a  great  deal  in  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  side 
of  the  House  (Mr.  Gonybeare),  and 
that  it  may  deserve  investigation,  and 
ought  to  receive  it.  We  may  be  under- 
paying the  postmen  and  giving  them 
less  than  what  is  right;  but  may  I, 
-without  presumption,  ask  those  hon. 
Members  on  this  side,  fresh  from  the 
hustings,  who  have  pledged  themselves 
to  economy  in  the  Public  Service — to 
which  pledge  I  am  sure  they  will  wish 
to  adhere— to  remember  that  all  these 
applications  for  g^nts  for  increased 
wages,  annuities,  and  so  on,  out  of  the 
public  funds,  means  increased  national 
expenditure,  and  increased  expenditure 
means  increased  taxation.  With  refer- 
ence to  this  Vote,  I  congratulate  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  fact  that,  although  this  is  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  we  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  ask  for  it,  because  this  £45,000 
represents  a  large  increase — almost  un- 
expected— in  the  Post  Office  Business 
during  the  year.  The  Post  Office  He- 
Tenue  is  now  decidedly  improving,  and 
the  ffrowth  is  greater  than  was  expected 
by  the  former  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, or  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
Suer,  when  he  looked  at  the  finances  in 
ie  course  of  the  summer.  In  asking  for 
this  Vote,  I  am  not  asking  for  it  to 
make  up  for  decrease  of  Post  Office  Ee- 
venue ;  I  am  asking  for  it  to  pay  for 
services  that  have  been  rendered,  and 
in  respect  of  which  the  State  will  re* 
oeive  a  proper  return.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  favour  me  with  the  details  of 
their  complaints,  I  will  take  care  that 
a  proper  reply  is  furnished  them. 

Mh.  BOYD-KINNEAR  :  I  wish  to 
add  my  voice,  on  behalf  of  the  rural 
postmen  of  Scotland,  to  the  claims  which 
nave  been  made  on  behalf  of  similar 
Post  Office  servants  in  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land. In  regard  to  any  increase  in 
wages  that  may  be  granted,  I  think  the 
postmen  of  the  country  districts  of  Scot- 
land have  fully  an  equal  claim  to  those 
oi  England  and  Ireland,  because  they 
l&aYe  to  do  their  work  under  greater 
difficulties    and    disadvantages.      The 


climate  in  these  Northern  parts  is 
scarcely  so  good  as  in  other  portions  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  country  is 
a  good  deal  more  difficult  to  travel  over. 
These  country  postmen  have  a  good 
deal  of  work  to  do,  and  have  to  do  it  in 
all  weathers,  and  that,  I  think,  is  a 
point  which  the  Committee  should  not 
fail  to  consider.  With  regard  to  the 
remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  as  to  the  duty 
incumbent  on  the  Government  and  the 
House  of  not  paying  more  than  the 
market  rate  of  wages,  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  that  there  should  be  some 
qualification  to  that.  We  are  asking 
from  postmen  special  service,  not  that  of 
ordinary  labour,  though,  no  doubt,  it  is 
as  hard.  It  is  service  as  trying  to  the 
constitution  as  that  of  the  ordinary 
labourer ;  but,  in  addition,  it  is  service 
performed  under  circumstances  of  con- 
siderable temptation,  and,  therefore,  I 
think  we  are  bound  to  recognize  that 
they  deserve  higher  remuneration  than 
that  at  which  the  cheapest  labour  can 
be  hired  in  country  districts.  I  would 
say,  further,  that  it  is  not  right  on  the 
part  of  this  great  and  wealthy  country 
to  cut  down  the  wages  paid  for  its 
manual  services — its  lower  class  of  la- 
bour— to  the  minimum  amount  for  which 
they  can  be  obtained.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man recently  gave  Notice  of  a  Motion 
which  I  very  much  regret  was  allowed 
to  fall  through — a  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  whether  the  services  of 
the  country  could  not  be  benefited  by 
an  increase  in  the  payments  made  to 
nearly  all  classes  of  public  servants,  the 
money  to  effect  the  increase  to  be  ob- 
tained not  by  an  increase  in  the  taxation 
of  the  whole  country,  but  by  diminishing 
the  salaries  paid  to  the  higher  officials 
in  the  Public  Service.  I  regret  that  he 
did  not  insist  on  that  Motion,  but 
yielded  to  an  illusory  suggestion  that 
the  question  should  be  merged  in  one 
for  appointing  a  Committee  to  deal 
with  tne  Estimates  for  the  service  of 
each  year.  I  only  allude  to  it  now  in 
order  to  say  that  it  seems  to  me  incum- 
bent on  the  Government  and  this  House 
to  increase  the  salaries  of  the  servants  it 
employs  in  lower  capacities,  and  to  exer- 
cise principles  of  strict  economy  and 
justice  in  dealing  with  the  salaries  paid  to 
the  higher  servants  in  the  Public  Offices. 
Mr.  DEASY  :  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  in  support  of  the  arguments  of 
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the  hon.  Oentleman  who  spoke  from  this 
side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Barry).  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  dealt  with  the  case 
presented  hy  my  hon.  Friend.  I  know 
it  is  usual  for  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, under  circumstances  of  this  cha- 
racter, to  say  that  particular  instances 
of  hardship  should  be  furnished.  It 
would  be  absolutely  impossible  for  any 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  able  to  ascertain 
with  any  degree  of  accuracy  the  many 
cases  in  which  the  postmen  in  rural  dis- 
tricts are  badly  paid  and  the  many  in- 
stances in  which  their  position  deserves 
attention.  My  opinion  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  deal  with  the  matter 
in  a  broad  and  public-spirited  manner 
as  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned.  In  rural 
districts  in  Ireland,  where  the  Post 
Offices  are  wide  apart,  it  is  no  unusual 
thing  for  a  man  to  have  to  walk  12  or 
13  miles  from  one  place  to  another  and 
back  again  in  a  day,  and  that  for  the 
miserable  stipend  of  8«.  or  10#.  a- week. 
As  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
with  regard  to  the  pledges  of  economy 
g^ven  by  hon.  Members  at  the  hustings, 
I  would  point  out  that  cases  of  this  kmd 
could  not  have  been  included  in  those 
declarations,  for  the  question  here  is 
simply  one  of  fair  play.  Economy  is  all 
very  well  in  its  way  ;  but  it  is  not  right 
to  treat  these  unfortunate  men  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  been  treated. 
There  are  cases  where  the  roads  are  par- 
ticularly bad,  where  the  postmen  have 
to  travel  long  distances  through  districts 
where  the  weather  is  inclement  for  at 
least  half  the  year.  I  put  it  to  any  hon. 
Member,  is  it  right  to  require  these  men 
to  walk  many  miles  every  day  over 
mountain  roads  for,  perhaps,  10«.  a- 
week,  when  English  and  Scotch  post- 
men are  paid  more  for  travelling  much 
smaller  distances  ? 

Thb  SEOEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlbb)  :  I  stated 
the  other  night,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
put  to  me  by  an  Irish  Member,  that  the 
wages  of  rural  postmen  in  Ireland  are 
16#.  a- week. 

Mb.  DEASY  :  In  England  it  is  2b$. 

Hon.  Members  :  No,  no ! 

Mb.  DEASY :  The  maximum  in  Ire- 
land, I  take  it,  is  16#. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  Not  the 
maximum. 

Mr,  Deaty 


Mb.  DEASY :  WeU,  it  is  16#.,  wbikt 
in  England  it  is  25#.  At  any  rate,  Umto 
can  be  no  doubt  about  the  circiunstaDces 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bany) 
has  referred.  I  could,  if  I  had  time  to 
do  so,  give  numerous  instances  where 
rural  postmen  get  considerably  leea  than 
16«.  per  week,  and  to  earn  it  have  to 
walk  enormous  distances  every  day  over 
particularly  bad  roads.  I  have  oxdy  one 
suggestion  to  make  with  regard  to  the 
Parcel  Post.  There  can  be  no  queetioa 
that  a  great  deal  of  extra  labour  has 
been  thrown  upon  these  men  by  the 
introduction  of  this  system  by  the  Post 
Office.  Seeing  that  the  custom  of  sending 
large  quantities  of  goods  by  Pared 
Post  is  growing,  1  would  suggest  that 
in  many  of  the  country  districtSy  where 
large  distances  have  to  be  gone  over  bj 
these  postmen,  the  Gevemment  shoald 
entertain  the  idea  of  employing  horses 
and  cars  for  travelling  purposes.  Thete 
is  no  reason  why  men  should  be  required 
to  walk  24  miles  a-day,  when  you  can 
keep  a  car  for  about  22#.  a-week.  It 
seems  to  me  only  reasonable  that  the 
Post  Office  Authorities  should  consider 
this  question.  Horses  should  be  used 
instead  of  the  present  mode  of  oonveying 
the  Parcel  Post  and  the  ordinary  letters. 
I  should  also  like  to  ask  the  Qovem- 
ment  how  it  is  that  in  Ireland  in- 
dividuals are  allowed  to  waylay  post- 
men and  take  letters  from  them  in  the 
road,  and  why,  when  these  indiridnab 
have  been  brought  before  the  magis- 
trates, the  cases  have  been  withdrawn 
against  them  ?  In  the  district  in  which 
I  live  a  case  of  that  kind  has  happened. 
A  man,  who  is  an  official  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  a  land  agent,  and  I  know 
not  how  many  other  things,  waylaid  a 
postman,  forcibly  opened  the  poet>bag, 
and  abstracted  whatever  letters  hs 
wanted.  The  Solicitor  to  the  Post  Uffies 
was  sent  down  from  Dublin  to  prosecuta 
this  person;  but,  strangely  enough, 
when  the  case  oame  before  the  magis- 
trates the  prosecution  withdrew  the 
charge.  So  that,  instead  of  having  to 
undergo  an  imprisonment  of  two  yeani. 
as  a  member  of  the  National  Lesffve 
would  have  had  to  do  for  a  simuar 
offence,  the  guilty  person,  who  belonged 
to  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  BrotheriK>od, 
is  walking  about  the  county  of  Ooik  at 
this  moment  just  as  free  as  he  was  be- 
fore he  oommitted  the  outrage.  I  fam 
that  under  the  present  OovemmoBt  ne 
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1668  price  than  the  persons  employed 
would  reoeive  elsewhere  for  the  same 
serrioe.  But,  at  the  same  time,  we 
are  not  entitled,  as  trustees  of  public 
money,  from  motives  of  generosity  or 
liberality,  to  pay  higher  prices  for  an 
article  than  private  purchasers  will 
give.  I  do  not  dispute  that  there  may 
be  a  great  deal  in  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  side 
of  the  House  (Mr.  Conybeare),  and 
that  it  may  deserve  investigation,  and 
ought  to  receive  it.  We  may  be  under- 
pajdng  the  postmen  and  giving  them 
lees  than  what  is  right;  but  may  I, 
without  presumption,  ask  those  hon. 
Members  on  this  side,  fresh  from  the 
hustings,  who  have  pledged  themselves 
to  economy  in  the  Public  Service — to 
which  pledge  I  am  sure  they  will  wish 
to  adhere— to  remember  that  all  these 
applications  for  grants  for  increased 
wag^,  annuities,  and  so  on,  out  of  the 
public  funds,  means  increased  national 
expenditure,  and  increased  expenditure 
means  increased  taxation.  With  refer- 
ence to  this  Vote,  1  congratulate  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  fact  that,  although  this  is  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  we  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  ask  for  it,  because  this  £45,000 
represents  a  large  increase — almost  un- 
expected— in  the  Post  Office  Business 
during  the  year.  The  Post  Office  Re- 
venue is  now  decidedly  improving,  and 
the  g^wth  is  greater  than  was  expected 
by  the  former  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, or  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, when  he  looked  at  the  finances  in 
the  course  of  the  summer.  In  asking  for 
this  Vote,  I  am  net  asking  for  it  to 
make  up  for  decrease  of  Post  Office  Ee- 
venue ;  I  am  asking  for  it  to  pay  for 
services  that  have  been  rendered,  and 
in  respect  of  which  the  State  will  re- 
ceive a  proper  return.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  favour  me  with  the  details  of 
their  complaints,  I  will  take  care  that 
a  proper  reply  is  furnished  them. 

Mr.  BOYD-KINNEAR  :  I  wish  to 
add  my  voice,  on  behalf  of  the  rural 
postmen  of  Scotland,  to  the  claims  which 
have  been  made  on  behalf  of  similar 
Post  Office  servants  in  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land. In  regard  to  any  increase  in 
wages  that  may  be  granted,  I  think  the 
postmen  of  the  country  districts  of  Scot- 
land have  fully  an  equal  claim  to  those 
of  England  and  Ireland,  because  they 
have  to  do  their  work  under  greater 
difficulties    and    disadvantages.       The 


climate  in  these  Northern  parts  is 
scarcely  so  good  as  in  other  portions  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  country  is 
a  good  deal  more  difficult  to  travel  over. 
These  country  postmen  have  a  good 
deal  of  work  to  do,  and  have  to  do  it  in 
all  weathers,  and  that,  I  think,  is  a 
point  which  the  Committee  should  not 
fail  to  consider.  With  regard  to  the 
remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  as  to  the  duty 
incumbent  on  the  Government  and  the 
House  of  not  paying  more  than  the 
market  rate  of  wages,  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  that  there  should  be  some 
qualification  to  that.  We  are  asking 
from  postmen  special  service,  not  that  of 
ordinary  labour,  though,  no  doubt,  it  is 
as  hard.  It  is  service  as  trying  to  the 
constitution  as  that  of  the  ordinary 
labourer ;  but,  in  addition,  it  is  service 
performed  under  circumstances  of  con* 
siderable  temptation,  and,  therefore,  I 
think  we  are  bound  to  recognize  that 
they  deserve  higher  remuneration  than 
that  at  which  the  cheapest  labour  can 
be  hired  in  country  districts.  I  would 
say,  further,  that  it  is  not  right  on  the 
part  of  this  great  and  wealthy  country 
to  cut  down  the  wages  paid  for  its 
manual  services — its  lower  class  of  la- 
bour— to  the  minimum  amount  for  which 
they  can  be  obtained.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man recently  gave  Notice  of  a  Motion 
which  I  very  much  regret  was  allowed 
to  fall  through — a  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  whether  the  services  of 
the  country  could  not  be  benefited  by 
an  increase  in  the  payments  made  to 
nearly  all  classes  of  public  servants,  the 
money  to  effect  the  increase  to  be  ob- 
tained not  by  an  increase  in  the  taxation 
of  the  whole  country,  but  by  diminishing 
the  salaries  paid  to  the  higher  officials 
in  the  Public  Service.  I  regret  that  he 
did  not  insist  on  that  Motion,  but 
yielded  to  an  illusory  suggestion  that 
the  question  should  be  merged  in  one 
for  appointing  a  Committee  to  deal 
with  the  Estimates  for  the  service  of 
each  year.  I  only  allude  to  it  now  in 
order  to  say  that  it  seems  to  me  incum- 
bent on  the  Government  and  this  House 
to  increase  the  salaries  of  the  servants  it 
employs  in  lower  capacities,  and  to  exer- 
cise principles  of  strict  economy  and 
justice  in  dealing  with  the  salaries  paid  to 
the  higher  servants  in  the  Public  Offices. 
Mr.  DEASY  :  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  in  support  of  the  arguments  of 
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salaries,  in  order  to  see  whether,  as  the 
higher  class  posts  become  vacant,  we 
cannot  curtail  the  higher  salaries — those, 
I  mean,  from  £500  to  £1,000  and  £1,500 
— and  eke  out  a  little  more  the  salaries 
of  such  public  servants  as  these  rural 
postmen  with  whom  we  have  so  much 
sympathy. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  cannot  regard  it 
as  altogether  a  satisfactory  state  of 
things  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury should  have  in  this  House  to  attend 
to  the  business  of  the  Post  Office  as  well 
as  do  his  own  work.  I  know  he  has 
a  great  deal  to  do  in  his  own  particular 
Department ;  therefore,  when  I  see  that 
he  has  to  deal  with  all  the  grievances 
which  are  raised  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  regard  to  Post  Office  matters, 
I  must  say  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
someone  here  especially  to  represent 
the  Post  Office.  However,  as  the  hon. 
Member  is  so  efficient  in  other  Depart- 
ments, perhaps  he  will  be  able  to  set 
right  a  matter  which  I  will  proceed  to 
bring  under  his  notice.  After  a  great 
deal  of  pressure  £6,000  was  given  for 
the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  mails  in 
Ireland.  That  was  a  handsome  sum  to 
gp*ant ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  has  been 
so  granted  that  two-thirds  of  my  consti- 
tuents  

The  chairman  :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  increase  refers  only  to 
the  salaries  of  postmasters. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  think  I  am  speak- 
ing to  the  point.  Sir ;  for  I  imagine  the 
sidary  of  the  postmaster  or  postmasters 
ought  to  bo  reduced  for  not  properly 
attending  to  this  matter,  or  possibly 
ought  to  be  increased.  The  point  is  a 
very  obvious  one.  I  cannot,  as  a  pri- 
vate Member,  propose  an  increase  of  the 
Vote ;  but  I  would,  on  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last,  suggest  that  if  the  officials  con- 
cerned were  properly  paid  we  should 
find  this  work  much  better  attended  to. 
Again,  perhaps  it  is  rather  a  question 
of  organization  than  of  payment ;  and 
of  course.  Sir,  if  you  rule  me  out  of 
Order,  I  will  not  press  the  question.  I 
wish  to  explain  that  the  district  of  Tuam 
and  North  Galway  generally  is  sufiPering 
from  this  grant  of  £6,000  a-year.  It 
is  suffering  from  this  acceleration  of 
mails,  and  in  this  very  simple  way. 
There  are  two  cross  lines  of  railway,  one 
of  which  gets  money  for  the  purpose  of 

Mr.  John  Wihan 


accelerating  the  mails,  whilst  the  other 
does  not ;  and  the  result  is  that  the  dis- 
trict I  refer  to  loses  a  post 

TheCHAIEMAN:  I  must  again  eaO 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  he  is  wandering 
from  the  Question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  In  that  case,  Sir, 
I  will  not  press  the  subject  further. 

Mr.  JOHNS :  We  are  here  to  look 
into  the  public  Expenditure;  and  I 
would  ask,  therefore,  is  this  not  a  ques- 
tion of  supply  and  ^demand  more  than 
anything  else?  Where  there  is  one 
vacancy  under  the  Post  Office  there  are 
a  dozen  men  anxious  to  fill  it.  Although 
it  may  appear  ungracious  to  disagree 
with  Irish  Members  opposite,  seeing  it 
is  now  the  fashion  to  agree  to  all  ibey 
desire,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  this  seems 
to  me  simply  a  question  of  supply  and 
demand.  I  therefore  think  it  woidd  be 
a  bad  policy  to  vote  for  any  Public  De- 
partment, either  in  Ireland  or  Scotland, 
paying  higher  wages  than  the  men  are 
prepared  to  take. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  I  sym- 
pathize very  much  with  what  has  been 
said  as  to  the  necessity  of  increasing  the 
salaries  of  some  of  the  rural  postmen 
and  postmasters.  I  am  aware  that  there 
are  considerable  complaints  in  some  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  in  regard  to  post- 
masters having  the  option  of  delivering 
letters  on  Sundays  or  not,  as  they  please, 
and  that  many  people  desire  to  see  new 
regulations  made  for  dealing  with  this 
matter.  Considerable  inconvenience  is 
occasioned  to  the  public  by  the  post- 
masters possessing  the  option  I  refer  to; 
because  in  many  cases  persons  only  come 
into  the  rural  towns  to  which  their  letters 
are  addressed  on  Sundays;  and  if  they  do 
not  get  their  letters  on  that  day  they  have 
to  go  without  them  for  a  considerable 
time.  The  present  regulation  is  a  voj 
objectionable  one,  though  it  seems  to 
me  it  will  occasion  very  little  inconve- 
nience to  the  postmasters  if  it  is  altered. 
The  authorities  ought  to  remedy  the 
evil.  There  is  a  point  in  connection  with 
these  rural  postmen  which  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  not  grasped.  He  has  aaiil 
that  their  minimum  salary  is  16«.  pec 
week.  There  is  an  entire  misappxehen* 
sion  as  to  that.  If  these  men  were  regn* 
lar  officials  of  the  Post  Office,  no  donbt 
16«.  would  be  the  minimnm ;  but  manj 
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of  them  are  not.  They  are  regarded  as 
employis  of  the  postmasters  and  sub- 
postmasters.  The  postmasters  and  sub- 
postmasters,  of  course,  have  a  reason  for 
practising  economy  which  they  would 
not  have  if  they  were  dealing  with  the 
money  of  the  Post  Office.  Although  it 
has  been  stated  here  that  the  minimum 
salary  of  these  postmen  is  16«.  per  v/eek, 
in  many  cases  it  is  10«.  per  week,  or  less. 
Mb.  BAEEY :  I  am  glad,  at  all  events,  to 
hear  that  the  salary  of  the  regular  employes 
is  not  less  than  ISs,  per  week.  I  think, 
however,  that  what  has  been  said  has 
been  sufficient  to  induce  the  Post  Office 
authorities  to  make  a  general  inquiry 
into  this  matter.  I  agree  with  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  payment  of  State  servants 
should  be  according  to  the  laws  of  supply 
and  demand  ;  but  whilst  I  agree  with 
that  principle,  I  object  strongly  to  its 
being  rigorously  enforced  against  the 
lower  grade  servants,  whilst  it  is  not 
applied  to  the  higher  grade  servants.  I 
happen  to  know  that  in  the  Dublin  Post 
Office  there  are  a  number  of  gentlemen 
with  salaries  ranging  from  £300  to 
£1,500  a-year,  who,  if  we  applied  this 
principle  of  supply  and  demand  to  them, 
would  be  receiving  much  less  salaries. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  will  have  a  hand  in 
framing  the  Estimates  for  next  year; 
and  if  he  has,  I  trust  he  will  take  care 
to  apply  the  principle  laid  down  to-night, 
and  apply  it  impartially,  both  to  the 
higher  and  lower  grade  servants. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

NAVY   (SUPPLEMENTARY   ESTI- 
MATES,  1885-6). 

(12.)  2,500  Men  and  Boys,  Navy. 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  Supplementaiy  sam,  not  exceeding 
£308,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1886,  to  meet  additi(mal  Expenditure  for 
Navy  Services." 

Db.  CAMEBON:  Mr.  Courtney,  the 
Vote  now  before  the  Committee  contains 
an  item  of  £32,200  as  a  Supplementary 
Grant  for  Naval  Dockyards  at  £[ome 
and  Abroad.  I  propose  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  this  amount.  Some  weeks 
ago  a  statement  appeared  in  one  of  the 
leading  newspapers  to  the  efiPect  that 
another  deficit,  amounting  to  £200,000, 


had  been  discoyered  in  the  accounts  of  the 
Admiralty ;  and  that  statement  was  sup- 
plemented by  another  statement  to  the 
effect  that  it  had  hitherto  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Construction  Department  of 
the  Admiralty  to  minimize  the  work 
done  by  contract,  so  as  to  insure  a 
balance  on  the  Contract  Vote,  with 
which,  balance  they  made  up  any  defi- 
ciency that  might  arise  in  the  Dockyard 
Vote.  Now,  the  meaning  of  that  state- 
ment, if  it  were  true,  would  be  that  this 
House  had  been  asked,  year  after  year, 
to  vote  more  money  for  work  to  be  done 
by  contract  than  was  wanted  for  that 
purpose ;  that,  systematically,  less  work 
than  had  been  agreed  to  by  the  House 
was  done  by  contract  in  private  yards ; 
that  the  work  was  kept  back  in  order 
that  each  year  there  might  be  a  balance ; 
and  that  that  balance,  instead  of  being 
handed  into  the  Exchequer,  had  been 
appropriated  to  the  purposes  of  another 
Vote  altogether;  that  the  Dockyards 
had  been  conducted  in  such  a  way  that 
a  much  larger  sum  had  been  spent  in 
them  than  was  authorized  by  IParlia- 
ment;  and  that  the  deficiency  in  them  was 
made  gdod  by  money  which  was  saved 
off  the  Contract  Vote.  I  asked  my  hon. 
Friend  the  late  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  Bitchie)  a  Question  in  refer- 
ence to  the  subject,  and  I  ascertained 
from  him  that  the  statement  as  to  the 
deficit  of  £200,000  was  not  quite  correct. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  so  pushed  forward  the  contract  work 
that  £170,000  worth  of  work  had  been 
done  more  than  had  been  estimated  for 
and  voted  for  by  Parliament.  I  am  not 
going  to  challenge  the  wisdom  of  push- 
ing the  work  on.  It  would  doubtless  have 
been  more  regular  had  a  closer  estimate 
been  made ;  but  I  am  of  opinion  that  it 
is  much  more  profitable  to  the  country  to 
have  its  shipbuilding  pushed  forward 
rapidly.  It  is  anything  but  an  economic 
system  to  keep  a  ship  on  the  stocks  for 
six,  seven,  eight,  or  nine  years,  when  it 
could  be  turned  out  in  three  years; 
therefore,  I  do  not  at  all  challenge  that 
portion  of  the  matter,  and  I  do  not  in- 
tend in  the  least  to  find  fault  with  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Eitchie)  for  pushing 
forward  the  work  by  contract.  But  he 
went  on  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  second 
part  of  my  Question,  that  for  some  years 
past  the  whole  amounts  inserted  in  the 
Estimates  for  contract  work  had  not 
been    so  expended;    but   considerable 

2  T  2 


1287 


Supphz—Ifavy 


{OOMMONS}     {SuppletnefUar^  Eitimates).  12(8 


sums  had  been  utilized  for  the  purchase 
of  stores  and  for  Dockyard  wages.  He 
added  that  in  five  years  a  sum  of 
£300,000  voted  by  this  House  for  work 
to  be  done  by  contract  in  private  yards 
had  not  been  used  for  that  purpose,  but 
paid  to  make  good  deficiencies  in  the 
accounts  of  the  Dockyards.  Now,  that 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  improper 
system.  It  was  discovered,  apparently, 
only  accidentally.  Had  the  permanent 
officials  been  aUowed  to  keep  beck  the 
work  done  on  contract  as  usual,  we  should 
have  had  a  similar  excess  in  the  Contract 
Vote  forthcoming  this  year  also  to  pay 
for  the  excess  of  expenditure  in  the 
Dockyards,  and  this  sum  now  before  the 
Committee  would  not  have  come  under  our 
cognizance.  It  is  lucky  that  the  energy 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bitchie)  was 
the  means  of  his  discovering  this  irregu- 
larity. When  we  have  this  sort  of  thing 
occurring  year  after  year — and  it  ap- 
pears to  have  amounted  to  a  system — I 
think  we  should  take  cognizance  of  the 
matter,  and  mark  our  disapprobation  of 
the  system  by  a  reduction  of  the  Vote. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  we  cannot  have 
the  smallest  control  over  the  expendi- 
ture so  long  as  this  kind  of  thing  is  al- 
lowed to  go  on.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  transfer  of  this  money  from  one 
Vote  to  the  other  has  been  illegal.  I 
believe  that  the  formal  sanction  of  the 
House  is  asked  every  year;  but  it  is  asked 
at  a  time  when  no  one  knows  anything 
about  it.  I  am  certain  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Bitclrie)  must 
have  been  a  revelation  to  most  Mem- 
bers, even  to  old  Members  of  the  House ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  discovery 
must  have  been  a  revelation  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  when  he  made  it.  I 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £82,200. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  Item  of  £32,200.  for  Dockyards 
at  Home  and  Ahroad,  he  omitted  from  the  pro- 
posed Vote."— (Dr.  Cameron.) 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  :  I  do  not  find 
fault  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron) 
for  raising  this  question ;  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  that  he  has  made  rather 
more  of  the  complaint  than  he  is  justi- 
fied in  doing,  considering  that  no  excess 
is  transferred  from  one  Y ote  to  another 
without  the  matter  going  through  a  very 
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careful  process  of  examination.     In  the 
first  place,  the  Department  cannot  apply 
money  which  has  been  voted  for  con- 
tract work  to  any  other  work  without 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  and  then  the 
transfer  has  to  be  passed  by  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  placed  in  the 
Appropriation  Account.  Therefore,  there 
are  three    different   processes  through 
which  the  matter  has  to  go  before  it  can 
receive  public  assent.  At  the  same  time, 
I  quite  agree  with  the  principle  my  hon. 
Friend  has  enunciated — namely,  that  it 
is  not  a  desirable  thing,  supposing  it  is 
done  intentionally,  that  the  Department 
should  put  down  for  any  particular  Vote 
a  larger  sum  than  they  know  will  be 
employed,  with  the  intention  of  using 
the  surplus  for  other  purposes.     It  h 
desirable  that,  with  regard  to  every  Vote, 
the  fullest   information   should   be  ob- 
tained by  the  Department,  and  that  the 
Estimate  should  be  prepared  in  accord- 
ance with  that  information.    Now,  upon 
the  particular  point  to  which  allusioa 
has  been  made,  and  which  ha^  given  rise 
to  the  application  to  the  House  for  the 
payment  of  £32,000  upon  the  Contraet 
Vote,  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  find  fault 
either  with  the  Admiralty  Department 
for  any  mistake  they  have  made  to  cauM 
this  excess — I  do  not  find  fault  either 
with   the  late  Liberal  Qovernment  or 
with    the    late    Conservative    Gt)vem- 
ment  in  respect  of  it,  and  for  the  very 
reason  that  I  believe  the  whole  cause  of 
this  increased  demand  for  contract  work 
is  entirely  owing  to  the  depression  in 
trade  which  exists  in  the  country.  There 
are  very  few  of  the  shipbuilding^  yards 
to  which  these  contracts  nave  been  given 
where  there  is  much  work  going  on  ex- 
cept Government  work ;  and  I  am.  in- 
formed that  it  has  been  necessary  for 
the  different  contractors  to  push  on  our 
work  more  rapidly    than  they  would 
have  otherwise  have  done  owing  to  the 
fact  that  they  have  no  other  work,  or 
very  little  other  work,  in  their  yards. 
Well,  I  do  not  think  we  should  find  fault 
with  the  contractors  for  getting  through 
the  work  as  rapidly  as  they  can ;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  it  is  anything  but  in 
the  interest  of  the  nation  that  the  ships 
which  are  being  built  should  becom- 
pleted  as  soon  as  possible.     Of  course, 
it  is  very  unpleasant  not  to  have  oalca* 
lated  or  taken  a  sufficient  amount  for 
what  we  require.     Now,  the  facts  are 
these.  For  the  machinery  of  the  rarioos 
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ships  wliicli  were  given  out  by  contract 
— tlie  largo  ships  of  the  Seout  class — 
there  was  estimated  a  sum  of  £72,000, 
and  for  the  first-class  torpedo  boats  it 
was  reckoned  that  £55,000  would  be 
spent.  The  expenditure  has  turned  out 
to  be — on  the  first  class  of  boats  £126, 606, 
an  excess  of  £54,606;  and  on  the  second 
class  £64,000,  an  excess  of  £9,000, 
showing  a  total  excess  of  £63,606.  But 
there  are  surpluses  upon  the  machinery 
contract  for  other  ships  which  brings  the 
deficiency  down  to  a  3um  of  £14,000. 
When  we  come  to  the  hull  of  the  ships 
we  come  to  a  very  much  larger  question. 
We  find  that  in  building  the  hulls  of 
five  different  ships — five  large  ships — the 
contractors  have  earned  during  the  year 
£176,625  more  than  it  was  estimated 
they  would  earn ;  and,  therefore,  we  have 
been  obliged  to  come  to  the  Committee 
for  an  increased  gprant  to  make  good  the 
contractors*  demands.  Well,  now,  it  may 
be  said  that  when  the  tenders  were  ac- 
cepted we  might  have  calculated  what 
the  amount  would  be  which  would  be 
earned  in  the  year.  I  have  taken  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  to  inquire  into  the  mat- 
ter ;  and,  as  far  as  I  can  gather,  no  accu- 
rate information  as  to  the  earnings  upon 
the  ships  in  course  of  construction 
was  obtained  at  the  Admiralty  till  the 
month  of  November  in  last  year.  When 
the  amount  earned  was  discovered  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
who  was  then  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, very  properly  approved  of  the 
payment  of  this  excess,  and  decided  that 
the  progress  of  the  ships,  though  this 
excess  was  being  earned,  was  not  to  be 
impeded.  I  think  it  is  quite  right  that 
no  attempt  should  have  been  made  to 
check  the  progress  of  the  ships,  if  we 
consider  first  of  all  the  desirability  of 
having  the  ships  completed  as  soon  as 
possible,  and,  in  the  next  place,  the  un- 
desirability  of  placing  the  contractors  in 
the  position  of  having  to  discharge  a 
large  number  of  their  workmer.  On 
these  grounds,  as  I  have  said,  I  have  no 
fault  to  find  either  with  ono  Government 
or  the  other ;  but  place  the  whole  fault, 
if  there  is  any  fault  at  all,  upon  the  un- 
fortunate state  of  tho  trade  of  the  coun- 
try. Well,  owing  to  the  suddenness  with 
which  the  information  in  regard  to  the 
earnings  on  these  ships  was  sprung  upon 
the  Admiralty,  I  inquired  as  to  what 
was  the  system  which  was  adopted  to 
ascertain    the  earnings    on  the    ships 


which  were  to  be  built  by  contract ;  and 
I  found  that  we  have  overseers  in  all 
the  yards  of  the  country ;  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  these  overseers  to  report,  from 
time  to  time,  to  the  Admiralty  what 
amount'of  work  has  been  done ;  and  also 
that  in  the  month  of  October  it  is  usual 
for  the  Admiralty  to  send  down  an  offi- 
cer to  inspect  and  report  upon  the 
amount  of  money  which  has  been 
earned.  Well,  this  year  that  was  done, 
and  the  Admiralty  received  a  Eeport 
from  their  officer,  which  showed  that  this 
large  additional  sum  was  due  to  the  con- 
tractors. Now,  what  I  have  to  say  upon 
the  system  is  that  the  Controller  has  very 
properly  laid  down  a  more  stringent  sys- 
tem  of  report  with  respect  to  the  earn- 
ings on  ships,  a  system  which  will  en- 
able him  to  know  from  month  to  month, 
more  accurately  than  he  has  hitherto 
been  able  to  do,  the  amount  of  money 
which  is  earned.  But  I  do  not  think  it 
ever  will  be  possible  to  estimate  closely 
the  exact  amount  which  the  contractors 
will  be  able  to  earn  during  any  par- 
ticular year.  You  can  only  do  it  by 
making  a  contract  subject  to  the  condi- 
tion that  the  contractor  shall  only  do 
work  in  each  year  which  amounts  to  a 
certain  sum  of  money.  If  you  make  a 
contract  for  the  ship  to  be  completed  not 
later  than  a  certain  date  you  must  leave 
the  contractor  at  liberty  to  work  rapidly 
or  slowly  according  to  the  state  of  busi- 
ness in  his  yard.  I  do  not  think  that 
unless  we  have  a  very  stringent  contract 
— a  contract  very  different  to  that  we 
have  been  accustomed  to  make — we  can 
with  any  certainty  say  what  is  the  exact 
amount  earned  from  one  year  to  another. 
At  the  same  time,  if  you  put  contractors 
under  very  stringent  conditions  the  pro- 
bability is  that  in  the  end  you  will  have 
to  pay  more  for  the  building  of  your 
vessels.  The  more  liberty  you  grant 
your  contractor  as  to  the  rapidity  of  the 
work,  the  cheaper  you  get  the  work  done, 
and  that  is  an  object  which  the  Admiralty 
and  the  nation  should  have  in  view.  I 
have  only  one  thing  more  to  say.  My 
hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  for  five  years  pre- 
vious to  the  present  there  had  been  sur- 
pluses in  the  Contract  Vote.  I  find  that 
there  was  a  surplus  in  1880  of  £86,000  ; 
in  1881  of  £36,000;  in  1882  of  £81,000; 
in  1883  of  £103,000;  and  in  1884-5  of 
£199,000.  Therefore,  I  think  the  fact 
that  there  have  been  these  surpluses  in 
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past  years  shows  that  the  Department 
were  quite  justified  in  not  estimating  for 
a  larger  amount  than  they  did.  I  should 
have  thought  my  hon.  Friend  would 
have  been  pleased  that  the  Department 
had  not  estimated  for  a  larger  amount, 
because  it  has  been  the  means  of  bring- 
ing this  matter  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committee.  I  can  only  say,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  this  matter  is  one  which  en- 
tirely depends  on  the  state  of  trade,  and 
that  I  do  not  blame  the  Department, 
and  I  do  not  blame  any  person  who  has 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  building  of 
the  vessels 

Gbneeal  Sia  QEOEGE  BALFOUR : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  desire  to  oflfer  a  correc- 
tion to  the  statement  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  in  regard  to  the  form  in  which 
Treasury  sanction  is  g^ven  to  the  transfer 
of  surpluses  on  some  Votes  to  meet 
deficiencies  on  other  Votes.  I  admit 
sanction  to  be  officially  required.  I  also 
allow  that  without  Treasury  sanction 
the  Auditor  and  Comptroller  General 
would  refuse  to  pass  accounts  of  the  Army 
or  Navy  in  which  transfers  have  been 
made.  I,  however,  say  that  the  mode 
in  which  this  sanction  is  given  is  de- 
lusive. In  former  Parliaments  I  en- 
deavoured to  expose  these  defects ;  but, 
having  failed,  I  have  of  late  years  been 
silent.  In  now  again  urging  my  views, 
I  do  80  in  the  hope  that  the  present 
Parliament  may  contain  financial  re- 
formers more  numerous  and  more  earnest 
than  those  found  in  former  Parliaments. 
1  therefore  respectfully  request  the  new 
Members  to  study  the  Eeports  of  the 
Auditor  General  on  the  accounts  of  the 
Army  and  Navy.  There  they  will  find 
that  not  a  year  passes  without  transfers 
of  large  surpluses  on  some  Votes  being 
allowed  by  the  Treasury  to  cover  excesses 
on  other  Votes.  This  sanction  was  a 
check  established  40  years  ago,  intended 
to  enable  the  Treasury  to  enifbrce  cor- 
rectness in  estimating.  But  in  recent 
years  it  was  neutralized  by  the  War 
Office  and  Admiralty  applying  for 
transfers  towards  the  end  of  the  year. 
Indeed,  at  times  the  application  is  made 
after  the  close  of  the  financial  3'ear. 
This  facility  of  obtaining  at  the  end  of  the 
year  funds  to  cover  the  expenses  incurred 
in  previous  months  led  to  laxity  in 
calculating  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
And  thus  the  Treasury  has  been  d^ 
prived  of   the  power  of   enforcing  ex- 
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actness  in  the  provision  of  stores  and 
ships,   by  pointing  out   the    incorrect 
estimating.     Another  objection  to  this 
delay  in  applying  is  the  opening  giren 
for  under-estimating  the  charge  for  some 
Votes,  in  the  full  expectation  of  cover- 
ing   deficiencies    from   over-estimating 
other  Votes,  which  may  be  expected  to 
be    readily    passed    by   the  House  of 
Commons.    A  tabulation  for  some  yean 
of  such  excesses  and  deficiencies  might 
be  usefully  furnished  to  expose  the  bad 
practice^    We  have  just  heard  of  serioos 
defects  in  the  Naval  Accounts, where  the 
outlay  on   ships  built  by  contract  has 
largely    fallen    below     the    estimated 
amount,  and  that  the  aurplus  has  been 
used  in  covering  excesses  on  other  Votes. 
This  is  a  source  of  great  danger,  because 
the  country  has  been  deluded  into  the 
idea  that  the  Naval  Estimates  provided 
more  vessels  than  were  paid  for  by  the 
accounts.    In  alluding  to  this  serioos 
defect  in  the  Naval  Accounts,  I  wish  to 
express  approval  of   the  useful  reform 
initiated   by  the  noble  Lord   the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty(Lord  George 
Hamilton),  and  carried  out  by  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie) ; 
and  if  I  venture  to  allude  to  a  defeot  in 
the  new  system,   I  am  confident  the 
noble  Lord  will  believe    that  I  fully 
appreciate  his  good  work.     The  defect 
I  alluded  to  is  not  clearly  defining  the 
respective  amounts  of  the  outlay,  or  the 
respective  liabilities  in  the  current  and 
coming  official  year.     In  carrying  on 
the  business  of  two  great  Departments  of 
the  Army  and  Navy,  it  is  not  only  ess^i- 
tial  that  the  gpreatest  possible  freedom 
should  be  allowed  the  heads  of  branches, 
to  issue  orders  for  work  or  supplies  of 
stores,  but  that  the  amounts  to  be  ex* 
pended  should  be  clearly  known.     To 
this  end,  these  heads  should  be  required 
to  specify  as  closely  as    possible  the 
extent  of  the  orders  to  be  in  force  for 
and  the  sums  to  be  expended  in  current 
and  coming  years,  and  thus  enable  the 
Accountant  General    to    calculate    the 
funds  needed  in  the  respective  yean. 
In  this  way  the  danger  of  having  finaa* 
cial  blunders,  in  the  form  of  surphisee 
and  excesses  on  Votes  such  as  we  so 
often  hear  o^  would  be  in  part  guarded 
against,  or  at  least  lessened.    Th^  foil 
freedom  to  heads  of  branches  to  optm 
orders  for  expenditure  ought,  ho^ 
to  be  exercised  with  care.    Thk 
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best  be  done  by  specifying  clearly  the 
data  as  to  the  amount  of  work  or  stores 
to  be  provided,  and  within  what  period, 
and  the  Accountant  General  can  thereby 
estimate  the  liabilities  of  the  year,  and 
be  able  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the 
First  Lord  and  Parliamentary  Secretary 
the  sums  falling  due  on  certain  dates  in 
excess  of  the  grants.  The  next  reform 
I  have  always  advocated  at  home  and  in 
India  has  been  in  requiring  all  surpluses 
of  Votes  to  be  relinquished,  in  the  same 
'way  that  surpluses  on  the  total  Vote  are 
g^ven  up  at  the  close  of  the  financial 
year.  And  on  any  Vote  requiring  ad- 
ditional funds  for  meeting  this  necessity 
immediately  it  is  discovered,  a  Supple- 
mental Estimate  should  be  prepared, 
and  submitted  for  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury,  with  a  statement  of  the  dates 
on  which  the  amount  previously  granted 
by  Parliament  had  been  expended.  But, 
like  all  other  oMcial  arrangements,  suc- 
cess or  failure  will  depend  on  the  mode 
of  carrying  out  these  conditions.  A 
close  and  functional  scrutiny  by  the 
First  Lord  and  Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary over  the  monthly  or  weekly  state- 
ments of  financial  results  and  Estimates 
of  the  Accountant  General  can  alone 
secure  correctness  in  accounting. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  has  explained 
so  much  with  regard  to  this  Vote  that  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  supplement  to 
any  great  extent  what  he  has  said.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  explain  one 
point.  There  is  a  natural  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Oommons,  which 
I  assure  hon.  Members  that  I  fully 
share,  to  assent  to  any  large  sum,  either 
in  the  Original  or  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates,  which  will  lead  to  a  perma- 
nent addition  to  the  annual  expenditure. 
Now,  this  sum  of  £200,000  which  is 
under  discussion,  so  far  from  being  a 
permanent  addition  to,  is  an  absolute 
reduction  of,  existing  liabilities  which 
will  have  to  be  met  in  a  subsequent 
year,  and  which  have  not  in  any  way 
during  the  current  year  been  replaced 
by  a  sum  of  corresponding  amount. 
What  was  done  was  simply  this.  Mem- 
bers of  the  late  House  of  Commons  will 
recollect  that  the  Earl  of  Northbrook, 
on  behalf  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Govern- 
ment then  in  Office,  undertook,  in  order 
to  bring  up  the  strength  of  the  Navy  to 
the  requisite  level,  to  spend  in  a  period 


of  five  years  the  sum  of  £3,160,000  in 
the  construction  of  ships  put  out  to  con- 
tract, and  that  he  and  his  Colleagues 
made  an  Estimate  of  the  simi  which  for 
five  years  would  be  incurred  under  con- 
tract. Well,  Sir,  their  Estimates  were 
carefully  made  at  the  time,  no  doubt ; 
but  they  had  no  accurate  calculation  of 
the  cost  of  similar  contracts  which  had 
been  made  before  by  the  Admiralty. 
And  in  the  first  year,  owing  to  the  un- 
usual depression  of  trade,  there  was 
£200,000  worth  more  of  work  done  by 
the  contractors  than  had  been  contem- 
plated— in  other  words,  they  have  re- 
duced the  liabilities  which  would  have 
had  to  be  met  in  another  year  by 
£200,000.  Again,  by  this  the  con- 
tractors were  enabled  to  keep  a  larger 
number  of  men  employed  during  a  time 
of  pressure,  while  the  Naval  Service  and 
the  nation  gets  the  benefit  so  much  sooner 
of  the  ships  in  course  of  construction ; 
and  it  should  be  remembered,  in  these 
days  of  rapid  improvement,  that  this  is 
a  most  important  point,  because  a  new 
ship,  with  all  modern  appliances,  is  in 
the  early  years  of  existence  a  most  for- 
midable fighting  machine.  I  agree  very 
much  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron). 
He  alluded  to  the  fact  that  he  had  the 
result  of  three  years'  Estimates  of  the 
Admiralty  to  show  that  there  had  been 
a  considerable  surplus  on  the  sum  of 
money  devoted  to  contract  work,  which 
surplus  was  devoted  to  meet  deficiencies 
in  Dockyards.  I  agree  that  if  you  wish 
anyone  in  the  capacity  of  an  official  at 
the  Admiralty  or  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  exercise  proper  control  over  the 
expenditure,  the  Estimates  should  be 
framed  with  the  utmost  care,  aud  that 
no  new  Estimates  should  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  House  or  Committee 
until  the  consent  of  the  Treasury  is  ob- 
tained to  the  transfer  of  the  money  from 
one  Vote  to  another.  But  the  excess  in 
this  year  is  easily  accounted  for.  The 
Estimates  were  based  on  the  assumption 
that  the  contractors  would  be  able  to 
earn  in  a  given  time  all  the  money  to 
which  they  were  entitled.  It  was  un- 
usual for  them  to  perform  all  the  work 
which  would  entitle  them  to  claim  all 
the  money.  Now,  however,  for  the  first 
time,  the  circumstances  are  reversed, 
and  the  contractors  are  very  consider- 
ably in  advance  with  the  work.  The 
Admiralty  had  to  consider  the  question 
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whether  they  would  sanction  that  excess, 
or  insist  on  the  contracts  being  more 
slowly  executed,  which  would  have  in- 
volved the  discharge  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of  men,  and  added  to  the  number  of 
unemployed  men  at  the  present  moment; 
and,  inasmuch  as  there  was  a  call  for 
ships  to  add  to  the  strength  of  the  Navy, 
wo  decided  that  the  extra  work  shomd 
be  done,  having  confidence  that,  when 
it  was  explained  that  the  sum  of  £200, 000 
would  be  deducted  from  the  liabilities 
of  future  years,  the  House  of  Oommons 
would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
were  right  in  the  judgment  at  which  we 
had  arrived.     Well,  Sir,  the  alterations 
made  in  the  last  few  months  will,  I  hope, 
insure  more  accurate  Estimates  in  future. 
I  do  not  say  that  they  are  perfect ;  but 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  as  is  well  known,  is  a  man  of 
business ;  and  if  any  defects  in  the  sys- 
tem were  found  by  him  there  is  no  doubt 
that  he  will  do  his  best  to  remedy  them. 
The  Inspectors  of  the  Admiralty  used  to 
report    every  three   months;   but   the 
Board  under  the  late  Government  altered 
that  arrangement,  and  required  them  to 
report  every  month ;  and  if  they  think 
that  the  work  done  in  any  of  the  yards 
is  in  excess  of  that  contained   in  the' 
Estimates  they  are  at  once  to  report.     I 
do  not  think  a  similar  error  is  likely  to 
occuragain;  buti  believe  that  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  will  find  that  they 
under-estimated  the  cost  of  arming  the 
ships,  and  the  sums  of  money  necessary 
to  meet  contracts  already  entered  into. 
I  think  it  only  right  that  they  should 
have  a  distinct  warning  of  this,  because, 
although  I  cannot  tell  what  may  be  the 
ultimate  sum  which  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  may  decide  upon  in  pre- 
senting to  the  House  the  Estimates  for 
the  forthcoming  year,  I  am  certain  that 
they  will  find  large  liabilities  hanging 
over  them  which  must  be  met  sooner 
than  they  anticipate,  and   which  will 
cause  a  temporary  increase  in  the  Naval 
Estimates  for  the   next  two  or   three 
years.    But  I  do  not  think  that  increase 
will  be  permanent,  and  I  trust  it  will  be 
succeeded  by  some  considerable  reduc- 
tion. 

Mb.  EYLAND8 :  I  am  sure  that  the 
explanation  given  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  and  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  is  perfectly  satis- 
factory.   Allow  me  to  remind  the  Oom- 
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mittee  that  in  this  case  we  have  abm- 
lutely  reversed  the  policy  of  former  years. 
Government  has  before  comedown  to  the 
House  with  the  Naval  Estimates,  whidi 
provided  for  considerable  expenditure  for 
the  purchase  of  vessels,  and,  instead  iA 
insisting  upon  those  vessels  being  com- 
pleted in  the  shortest  possible  space  of 
time,  have  allowed  the  contracts  to  hang 
fire,  so  to  speak.    Wo  have  paid  very 
large  sums  of  money  upon  unfinished  ves- 
sels which  it  has  seemed  to  me  are,  until 
completed,  useless  to  the  country.  I  have 
from  time  to  time  urged  upon  succeasiTe 
Boards  of  Admiralty  that  the  great  and 
most  essential    point  in    dealing  witii 
moneys  paid  for  construction  of  ships  for 
the  Navy  should  be,  that  we  should  con- 
struct our  vessels  in  the  Dockyards  in  a 
shorter  time,  and  that  in  giving  con- 
tracts we  should  bind  down  the  oontrac* 
tors  by  heavy  penalties  with  regard  to 
the  time  of  delivery;  and  rather  than 
have  delay  I  would  give  them  a  bonus 
for  completion  before  the  time.  Yon  had 
formerly  several  million  pounds  worth 
of  property  which  in  the  event  of  war 
would  be  utterly  useless.     During  the 
long  periods  in  which  the  vessels  are 
building,   discoveries  are  made  which 
render  our  arrangements  obsolete ;  and 
so,  after  spending  seven  years  perhaps  in 
building,  we  find  ourselves  in  possession 
of  vessels  which  are  not  at  aU  equal  to 
the  vessels  purchased  by  foreign  Go- 
vernments, and  built  in  a  much  shorter 
time  than  they  can  be  by  us.    Bat  I  un* 
derstand  the  matter  of  which  the  hon. 
Member    for  Glasgow  (Dr.    Cameron) 
complains  is  that  large  sums  of  money 
have  been  used  for  purposes  not  contem- 
plated by  the  Vote  of  Parliament.    I 
think  it  an  objectionable,  although  it  Im 
a  legal  arrangement,  that  these  sums 
should  be  so  Averted  with  the  consent 
of  the  Treasury.  But  there  was  a  ^eater 
mischief  than  that ;  and  my  hon.  Fri^ad 
the   Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  knows 
as  well  as  I  do  that  when  this  sum  of 
money  was  in  hand  at  the  dose  of  the 
financial  year  the  Admiral^  anticipated 
claims    from    contractors.    What   for? 
Not  in  the  interest  of  the  public ;  but  this 
money  to  the  extentof,  perhaps,  £250,000 
was  paid  to  the  contractors  at  an  earlier 
period,  because  if  that  had  not  taken 
place  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year,  it  would  have  had  to  be  soitsih 
dered   to    the   Exchequer.     Mj   boa. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
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tells  us  very  correctly,  no  doubt,  the 
case  of  these  vessels.  The  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  found  that  the  contractors 
were  getting  on  more  rapidly  than  was 
expected  with  work  which  it  was  con- 
sidered would  extend  over  several  years ; 
and  it  would  have  been  simply  an  act  of 
idiotcy  to  say  to  the  contractors — **  We 
will  not  allow  you  to  get  on  with  the 
vessels  sooner  than  we  contemplated." 
Ab  I  have  said,  it  is  better  that  in  making 
contracts  the  Admiralty  should  bind  the 
contractors  to  finish  the  work  as  speedily 
as  possible ;  but  even  then,  if  the  con- 
tractors are  able  to  complete  the  ships 
sooner  than  the  time  fixed,  they  should 
be  encouraged  by  a  bonus  to  do  so. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  goes  to  a  division  I  shall  be 
bound  to  support  the  Ooveroment. 

Sib  THOMAS  BBA88EY:  My 
hon.  Friend  seems  to  imply  that  in 
former  years  the  Admiralty  systema- 
tically over-estimated  the  amount  of 
work  to  be  executed  under  contract.  I 
can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  the 
greatest  disappointment  was  felt  when 
the  contractors  failed  to  perform  their 
duties  as  rapidly  as  was  expected.  In 
consequence  of  the  enormous  expansion 
of  the  shipping  interest  of  the  country, 
the  contractors  were  formerly  placed  in 
great  difficulties,  both  as  to  the  supply 
of  materials  of  shipbuilding  and  the 
supply  of  labour.  Last  year,  owing  to 
the  condition  of  the  shipbuilding  in- 
dustry, the  conditions  were  entirely  re- 
versed, and  we  found  ourselves  neces- 
sitated to  deal  with  the  excess  expendi- 
ture by  means  of  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate. My  hon.  Friend  will  now,  I 
think,  admit  that  there  was  no  intention 
to  exaggerate  the  amount  of  work  to  be 
done  by  contract  with  a  view  to  transfer 
portions  of  the  money  to  the  Dockyard 
expenditure. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  I  think  the 
point  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  has  been  en- 
tirely misunderstood.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  speaks  as  if 
my  hon.  Friend  complained  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  money  voted  was  paid 
over  to  outside  contractors.  That  is  not 
his  complaint  at  all,  and  he  did  notpro- 
pose  to  reduce  that  item  in  the  Vote. 
It  is  the  sum  of  £32,000  for  the  in- 
creased cost  of  Dockyards  that  my  hon. 
Friend  objects  to;  he  complains  that 
the  increase  is  not  exceptional,  but  that 


it  has  been  going  on  for  the  last  five  or 
six  years.  Not  only  has  the  Admiralty 
every  year  over-estimated  contracts ;  but 
they  have,  at  the  same  time,  under-esti- 
mated the  expenditure  on  the  Dockyard 
Establishments,  and  the  money  votod 
for  building  new  ships  under  contract 
has  been  diverted  to  pay  for  the  in- 
creased outlay  on  Dockyards.  Now  that 
cannot  be  done  this  year,  because  the 
contractors  have  executed  a  larger  amount 
of  work  than  has  been  expected,  and 
the  Vote  for  work  done  by  contract 
has  not  been  available  for  Dockyard 
work.  That  is  the  reason  why  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  come  to  the  House 
for  this  increased  sum  of  £30,000.  My 
hon.  Friend  objects  to  and  challenges 
this  permanent  increase  of  charge  for 
Dockyard  expenditure.  There  is  no  chal- 
lenge of  the  amount  for  payments  to 
contractors  for  building  vessels  under 
contract ;  the  amount  objected  to  is,  as  I 
have  said,  £32,000,  for  a  permanent 
increase  of  the  Dockyard  Establish- 
ments. I  hope  hon.  Members  will  show 
their  appreciation  of  the  principles  of 
economy  by  calling  this  Vote  in  ques- 
tion. The  increase  has  been  going  on 
for  years,  and  I  think  the  Committee 
ought  to  show  their  opinion  on  the 
subject  by  going  into  the  Lobby 
against  it. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  :  I  think  that  the  ob- 
ject  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  is  thoroughly  understood 
by  the  Committee.  I  imagine  that  the 
hon.  Member,  in  moving  his  Amendment, 
was  not  seriously  challenging  this  Vote, 
but  that  he  wished  to  call  attention  to 
the  practice  which  has  been  followed 
during  many  years  of  paying  less  money 
to  contractors  for  contract  work  than 
was  put  down  in  the  original  Estimates. 
If  the  course  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay) 
be  adopted,  and  the  Committee  were  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.Member 
for  Glasgow,  it  would  practically  amount 
to  a  censure  on  the  Government  for 
having  decided  to  employ  in  the  Dock- 
yards of  the  country  a  number  of  men 
whom  they  found  there  when  they  came 
into  Office.  Looking  at  the  importance 
of  expediting  the  building  of  ships  and 
of  not  throwing  out  of  employment  a 
large  number  of  men  during  a  time  of 
great  depression,  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
Committee  will  consider  that  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty  did  right  in  follow- 
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ing  that  course  rather  than  keeping 
within  the  Estimates  of  the  year.  I  am 
sure  that  all  those  who  desire  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Navy  will  be  pleased  to 
have  heard  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  to- 
night. The  hon.  Member  has  been  for 
many  years  one  of  the  staunchest  advo- 
cates of  economy  in  this  House;  and, 
therefore,  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  risen  to  support  the  extra  payment 
we  have  made  to  contractors  during  the 
current  year  must  be  a  great  inducement 
to  the  Government  to  maintain  the  pre- 
sent policy,  that  whether  our  ships  are 
being  built  under  contract  or  in  the 
Dockyards  of  the  country  they  should  be 
completed  as  quickly  as  possible.  It  is 
evident  that  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
states  is  correct — namely,  that  the  sooner 
necessary  and  desirable  works  are  com- 
pleted, and  the  sooner  the  money  spent 
is  brought  into  fruitful  operation,  the 
better  it  is  for  the  country  and  the  eco- 
nomy of  the  Public  Service.  I  desire 
that  there  should  be  no  misunderstand- 
ing with  reference  to  the  particular  sum 
of  £200,000,  which  has  been  spoken  of 
by  some  hon.  Members  as  a  mistake, 
and  by  others  as  a  sum  required  owing 
to  a  discovery  made  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment that  the  money  had  been  spent. 
But,  Sir,  it  was  neither  the  one  nor  the 
other.  When  the  subject  came  to  our 
notice  the  money  had  not  been  spent. 
It  would  have  been  in  the  power  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  if  they  had  chosen, 
to  take  extreme  measures,  not  to  have 
spent  the  money.  In  the  month  of 
I^ovember  it  was  known  that  if  the 
work  were  to  go  on  at  the  same  rate 
as  before,  the  liability  at  the  end  of 
the  year  would  be  in  excess  of  the 
amount  estimated ;  and,  looking  at  the 
fact  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  have 
the  men  discharged,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  to  have  the  ships  built,  we 
felt  we  should  do  what  we  believed  the 
House  would  justify — namely,  allow  the 
shipbuilding  to  go  on.  With  regard  to 
the  practice  during  the  past  two  or 
three  years,  no  doubt  every  year  has 
shown  that  the  whole  amount  voted  had 
not  been  paid^  to  contractors.  In  some 
years  the  amount  has  been  extremely 
large ;  in  others  it  has  not  been  so  large ; 
but  always  considerable.  Now,  Sir, 
I  admit  that  the  fact  of  this  occurring 
looks  rather  as  if  very  little  effort  was 
made  by  Boards  of  Admiralty  to  see 
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that   contractors   proceeded    with    due 
rapidity  to  execute  the  work  they  had  in 
hand,  and  that  they  were  not  anwilling 
that  they  should  be  provided   with  a 
surplus  on  one  Vote  in  order  to  meet  a 
deficiency  on  another.    I  say  that  in  a 
matter  of  finance  that  is  an  unsound 
principle — it  is  distinctly  so.     Of  ooarse, 
it  cannot  be  contended  that  the  prophe- 
cies at  the  beginning  of  the  year  as  to 
the  amount  of  money  to  be  earned  bj 
the  contractors  should  always  he  ful- 
filled ;  but  it  certainly  has  an  awkward 
look  when  they  are  never  fulfilled  in  one 
particular  direction,  and  it  would  rather 
look  as  if  contractors  regarded  the  woik 
of  the  Government  as  a  sort  of  conveni- 
ence, and  that  they  felt  they  were  justi- 
fied in  taking  whatever  work  came  to 
their  hands,  even  though  they  reti^ded 
the  work  of  the  GK>vemment.     Now,  I 
am  of  opinion  that  this  is  a  principle 
which  ought  not  to  be  admitted.     The 
work  at  the  contractors'  yards  ought,  in 
our  opinion,  to  be  inspected  monthly; 
and  not  only  do  we  think  that  the  Ad- 
miralty Inspectors  should  report,  month 
by  month,  to  the  Government  that  the 
contractors   are    proceeding    with    the 
work,   but  that  the  contractors  them- 
selves should  be  called  upon  to  proceed 
with  the  work  as  rapidly  as  they  ought ; 
and  I  believe,  by  the  arrangements  made 
at  the  Admiralty  by  the  late  GK>Teni- 
ment,  that  it  will  be  in  the  power  of 
future  Boards  to  keep  more  within  the 
Estimates  than   has  hitherto  been  the 
case.    In  conclusion,  I  venture  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  policy  of  the  pre* 
sent   Government   with    regard  to  the 
Navy  will  be  the  policy  of  their  ^!ede- 
cessors,  the  cardinal  point  of  which  was 
that  all  work  necessary  for  the  oonntrj, 
whether  exeouted  in  public  €a  pnraie 
Dockyards,  should  be  proceeded  with  as 
expeditiously  as  possible. 

Mr.  lane  :  On  this  Vote  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  for 
a  few  moments  to  another  branch  of  tbe 
Dockyard  question.  At  Question  tia* 
this  afternoon  I  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  for  information  with 
reference  to  a  particular  Dockymrd  in 
course  of  construction.  In  reply  to  ay 
Question  the  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
the  Dockyard,  which  was  oompaimtiTaly 
small,  had  been  in  course  of  constmetioft 
for  22  years ;  that  upon  it  there  had  best 
expended  already  the  sum  of  £490,000 ; 
and  that  the  work  was  intended  to  be 


1301  Supply— Navy        {February  25, 1886}  {SuppUmentary  Estimates),  1302 


completed  about  the  end  of  this  year. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  supplemented  that 
information  bj  stating  that  there  were 
originally  plans  and  estimates  for  the 
erection  of  workshops  in  oonneotion  with 
the  Dockyard,  but  that  it  had  beea  dis- 
covered that  the  plans  required  altera- 
tion, and  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  Admiralty  to  proceed  with  the 
construction  of  the  workshops  until  the 
Dockyard  was  completed. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  fact 
that  the  item  under  discussion  relates  to 
work  in  Dockyards,  and  not  to  work  in 
connection  with  them. 
•  Me.  lane  :  I  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  I  might  be  out  of  Order  in 
raising  the  question  on  the  present  Vote ; 
and  1  asked  an  hon.  Friend,  more  ex- 
perienced in  the  House  than  I  am,  whe- 
ther I  should  discuss  it  on  Vote  11.  If 
I  shall  be  in  Order  in  doing  so  on  that 
Vote,  I  will  postpone  my  observations 
until  it  comes  forward. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  be  in  Order  in  referring  to  the 
subject  on  Vote  11. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'* — {Mr. 
Brunner.) 

Captain  VERNEY  :  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee is  very  much  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  for  having  recalled  them  to  the 
real  point  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Dr.  Cameron). 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  understand 
that  we  are  on  a  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

The  chairman  :  I  did  not  under- 
stand  that  the  hon.  Member  moved. 

Captain  VERNEY :  I  was  about  to 
point  out  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  represent  and 
have  represented  the  Admiralty  have 
praised  one  another  for  their  exceedingly 
good  administration  when  they  were  in 
Office ;  and  yet  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Hibbert)  tells  us  that  ar- 
rangements have  now  been  made  to 
prevent  such  slipshod  management  as 
has  occurred  taking  place  at  the  Admi- 
ralty in  future.  A  large  sum  of  money 
seems  to  have  been  wandering  about,  so 
to  apeak;  no  one  seems  to  have  been 


able  to  identify  it,  or  to  say  where  it 
came  from  or  where  it  was  going,  and 
we  are  told  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty were  not  aware  that  this  large  sum 
of  money  would  come  from  a  Supple- 
mentary Vote.  I  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow,  after  the  discussion 
that  has  taken  place,  would  be  perfectly 
satisfied  if  some  assurance  were  given 
him,  that  the  Admiralty  Accounts  would 
be  so  kept  in  future  that  a  vagrant 
sum  of  £32,000  will  not  hereafter  be 
found  wandering  about. 

Mb.  BRUNNER  :  In  moving  to  report 
Progress  I  only  desire  that  the  Prime 
Minister's  undertaking  with  regard  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Crofters  Bill 
shall  be  fulfilled,  or,  if  not  fulfilled  ab- 
solutely, then  fulfilled  as  near  as  it 
can  be. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert):  I  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion for  Progress.  The  introduction  of 
the  Crofters'  Bill  is  a  very  important 
matter  which  we  all  want  to  hear ;  but  I 
think  in.  a  very  short  time  we  shall  be 
able  to  dispose  of  this  Vote. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Dr.  CAMERON ;  If  I  had  got  any 
assurance  that  the  state  of  things  of 
which  I  complain  will  be  remedied  in 
the  future  I  should  not  have  pressed 
this  Motion.  But  I  have  got  nothing  of 
the  sort,  although  an  attempt  has  been 
made  to  draw  a  red- herring  across  the 
path,  and  therefore  I  intend  to  take  a 
division.  My  complaint  is  that  for  the  last 
five  years— and,  in  fact,  every  year — the 
contract  work  has  been  over-estimated 
systematically,  and  that  the  over-esti- 
mated money  has  been  taken  to  meet  in« 
creased  Dockyard  expenditure.  That  was 
a  most  vicious  system,  and  it  has  been 
exposed  simply  by  an  accident.  We  are 
told  that  there  are  safeguards  against  it 
such  as  the  appropriation  on  Public 
Accounts  Committee  and  the  audit. 
Well,  Sir,  for  five  years  this  most  vicious 
system  has  been  going  on  unchecked  by 
any  check,  and  I  propose  now  to  intro- 
duce another  check  in  the  form  of  a 
division  in  this  House. 

Mr.  jacks  :  There  is  one  cause  for 
the  deficit,  which,  as  one  connected  with 
shipbuilding,  I  rather  wonder  has  not 
been  referred  to ;  and  this  is  the  altera- 
tions which  are  made  at  the  instigation 
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of  the  Government  ofl&cials  after  the 
work  in  the  shipyard  has  been  proceeded 
with.  I  would  like  an  assurance  that 
none  of  this  deficit  has  arisen  in  this 
wa}'.  There  should  be  somA  under- 
taking that  such  expense  should  be 
clearly  stated »  and  not  made  up  out  of 
the  over-estimate  for  contract  work. 

Sir  DONALD  OUEEIE:  In  re- 
ference to  the  five  years  spoken  of,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  it  is  well 
known  what  difficulties  contractors  have 
had  to  deal  with.  It  need  not  be  a 
matter  of  surprise  if  estimated  contract 
work  was  not  delivered  in  those  five 
years.  Every  shipowner  knows  the 
difficulties  of  that  period.  Why,  I  have 
had  steamers  nine  months  behind  time 
in  being  delivered ;  and  I  consider  that 
the  pressing  forward  of  contract  work, 
and  the  speedy  delivery  of  that  work 
during  the  last  year,  is  very  largely  to 
the  credit  of  the  Admiralty  and  of  the 
shipbuilders.  When  we  had  doubts  last 
year  as  to  the  efficiency  of  our  Navy  in 
the  event  of  a  naval  war  it  was  urged 
in  that  Admiralty  that  they  should  in- 
crease our  Meet  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible.  The  country  is  now  in  a  much 
better  position  as  a  Naval  Power ;  and  I 
think  the  late  Administration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty deserves  praise  for  what  they 
have  done.  The  present  Administration 
also  deserves  the  best  thanks  of  this 
House  for  the  energy  they  have  dis- 
played. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  246 :  Majority  179.- 
No.  11.) 

Mb.  DEASY  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  what  is  the 
intention  of  the  Qovernment  with  re- 
gard to  the  erection  of  workshops 
and  houses  at  the  Haulbowline  Dock- 
yard? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  :  There  is  no- 
thing in  the  Vote  before  the  Committee 
in  respect  to  Haulbowline ;  but  it  is 
due  to  the  hon.  Member  to  say,  in  an- 
swer to  what  he  has  stated  on  the  sub- 
ject, that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  lose  sight  of  the  work- 
shops referred  to.  As  soon  as  the  works 
now  in  operation  are  completed  plans 
will  be  prepared  for  the  workshops;  and 
the  worK  will  be  carried  out.   Provision 
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will  probably  be  made  for  the  work  in 
the  Estimates  next  year. 

Mr.  LANE :  I  understand  that  it  is 
not  intended  to  erect  these  workshops 
just  at  the  present  moment,  but  that 
when  the  Dockyard  itself  is  finished  then 
they  will  commence  to  erect  them.  The 
question  is  of  great  importance  to  my 
constituents.  There  are  a  great  number 
of  shipwrights  in  Queenstown  and  there- 
abouts, and  who  are  in  the  greatest  dis- 
tress at  the  present  moment. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Allow  me  to  poiat 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  although 
this  Vote  deals  with  Dockyards  there  is 
nothing  in  it  with  regard  to  Haul- 
bowline; and,  therefore,  the  observa- 
tions he  is  making  are  not  in  Order. 

Mr.  BEUNNEE  :  I  do  not  profess  to 
be  the  Keeper  of  the  Conscience  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers ;  but  I  wish  to  re- 
mind the  Committee  of  the  undertaking 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  I  beg  to  more 
that  we  repori  Progress. 

Original  Question  put,  and  a<^$ed  U, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (ITr. 
Brunner,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Hesolutions  to  be  reported  To-m^rr^tt; 

Committee  to  sit  again  Tihmorrmp, 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TB£A- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstokb):  For 
the  convenience  of  the  House  I  may  be 
allowed  to  state  that  on  Monday  we 
propose  to  take  the  Votes  relating  to  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  MisaioB  and 
Beohuanaland. 

MOTIONS, 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

motion  fob  lratb. 

The  SEOBETAEY  foe  S00TLA>T> 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  :  Sir,  in  this  House. 
which,  so  far  as  I  can  judge  from  tkr 
experience  of  last  Wednesday,  fikes 
short  speeches,  I  shall  iDtroduce  this 
great  suhject  as  briefly  as  I  can^  roo- 
sistently  with  my  desire  to  give  the 
House  a  very  clear  view  of  the  inten- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemmeot,  im 


1805      Croflwn  (Scotland)      {February  26,  1886}  {No.  2)  Btll. 


1306 


order  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  follow 
me  may  utilise  the  eyening  for  their 
criticisms.  This  is  a  subject  which  is 
very  familiar  to  the  House.  It  is  fami- 
liar to  Members  of  the  last  Parliament, 
not  so  much  for  the  great  number  of 
debates  which  took  place  with  regard  to 
it,  but  on  account  of  the  great  interest 
which  those  debates  excited.  The  una- 
nimity of  the  interest  which  was  felt  in 
the  crofters  was  very  striking.  In  no 
case  has  any  Besolution,  the  most  fa- 
Yourable  to  the  crofters,  been  rejected. 
In  no  case  has  it  even  been  seriously 
opposed.  Everybody  has  spoken  kindly 
<^  them,  and  has  united  in  calling  for 
Tery  strong  and  decided  legislation  with 
regard  to  them.  The  latest  of  all  these 
csSiB  for  legislation  is,  I  venture  to 
think,  the  strongest  and  the  most  re- 
markable that  ever  was  made  by  a 
unanimous  House  of  Commons.  On 
the  14th  ofNovember,  1884,  it  was  re- 
solved— 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Koyal 
Commission  on  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
and  cottars  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland,  or  to  apply  such  other  remedies  as 
they  deem  advisable;  and  that  this  House 
concurs  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Koyal 
Commission,  at  page  110  of  its  Report,  that 
'  The  mere  vindication  of  authority  and  repres- 
sion of  resistance  would  not  establish  the  rela- 
tions of  mutual  confidence  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  in  the  absence  of  which  the  country 
would  not  be  truly  at  peace,  and  all  our  in- 
qniries  and  counsels  would  be  expended  in 
vain.'  " 

That,  Sir,  is  the  Eesolution  of  the  House 
of  Ck)mmon8 ;  and  it  is  a  very  serious 
thing  to  think  that  that  Besolution  was 
passed  18  months  ago,  and  has  not  been 
carried  into  effect  yet.  The  population 
referred  to  in  the  Besolution— a  popu- 
lation which,  the  House  will  remem- 
ber, all  the  while  we  have  been  en- 
gaged on  other  subjects  of  great 
interest,  have  all  that  time  been  think- 
ing of  nothing  else  except  this  ques- 
tion. This  population  would  naturally 
say,  as  month  after  month  passed  away, 
that  Parliament  had  forgotten  the  first 
and  remedial  part  of  the  Kesolution,  and 
had  fallen  back  upon  that  mere  asser- 
tion of  the  majesty  of  the  law  which  is 
openly  and  statedly  repudiated  by  Par- 
liament as  being  insufficient  in  itself  to 
meet  the  wants  of  the  occasion;  and 
they  would  consider,  as  I  am  sorry  to 
say  many  of  them  are  considering,  that 


their  civil  obligations  are  weakened.  I 
do  not  wish  to  paint  in  too  dark  colours 
the  social  condition  of  some  portions  of 
the  Western  Highlands  ;  but  I  do  say 
this — that  both  as  regards  the  payment  of 
rent  and  the  payment  of  poor  rates  and 
education  rates,  that  condition  is  such 
that  the  present  Government  would  not 
be  justified,  and  the  late  Government 
would  not  have  been  justified,  in  leaving 
it  without  the  most  serious  attention,  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  Kesolution  of 
November,  1884,  and  the  state  of  the 
conscience  of  the  country  and  the  Par- 
liament which  that  Besolution  implies. 
But  it  is  high  time  that  this  state  of 
things  should  stop.  It  is  high  time  that 
Parliament,  having  expressed  so  strong 
an  opinion,  should  carry  that  opinion 
into  action.  The  words  of  Parliament 
should  always  be  made  good,  and  if  I 
were  a  private  Scotch  Member  I  should 
feel  a  responsibility  in  this  matter ;  but 
as  Secretary  for  Scotland  I  cannot  con- 
sent to  delay  any  longer — I  cannot  be  a 
party,  I  should  say,  to  delay  any  longer 
dealing  with  a  matter  which  we  are 
bound  to  deal  with  now,  not  only  for  the 
sake  of  the  crofters,  but  for  the  sake  of 
the  landlords,  and  for  the  sake  of  the 
local  administration  of  this  country.  I 
hope  hon.  Members  will  realize  to  them- 
selves that  we  have  come  to  a  very 
serious  stage  of  the  question.  Up  to 
this  time  Parliament  has  been  express- 
ing sympathy  with  the  crofters  in  such  a 
manner  that  the  crofters,  on  their  part, 
have  been  led  to  the  belief  that  some- 
thing very  real  is  going  to  be  done  for 
them.  The  time  has  now  come  to  carry 
that  sympathy  into  action,  and  hon. 
Members  must  make  up  their  minds 
that  there  is  no  use  in  the  Government 
making  any  proposals  which  will  not 
effectually  deal  with  the  question.  I  can 
imagine  Parliament  saying  to  the 
crofters — **  We  are  very  sorry  for  you ; 
we  consider  you  a  very  interesting  popu- 
lation ;  we  thought  you  had  been  ill- 
used  ;  we  promised  to  do  a  great  deal 
for  you  ;  but  when  we  came  to  look  at 
the  question  practically  we  saw  it  was  so 
thorny  and  difficult  that  we  did  not  ven- 
ture to  attack  it  seriously,  and  we  gave 
it  up  as  a  bad  job."  That  would  be  one 
way  of  getting  out  of  our  engagements, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  a  good 
way ;  but  there  is  still  a  worse  way — that 
is,  for  us  to  propose  to  Parliament  to 
pass  a  Bill  which  professes  to  do  a  great 


1307  CrofUrB  {Scotland)  {COMMONS} 


(iVb.  2)  BiU. 


1906 


deal  for  the  crofters,  bnt  which  the  Go- 
vernment who  bronght  it  in  and  the 
Parliament  who  passed  it  knew  quite 
well  did  not  deal  with  the  point  of  the 
situation.  What  is  the  point  of  the 
situation?  What  is  the  reason  that 
Parliament  is  interested  in  this  popula- 
tion ?  It  is  partly  from  respect  for  their 
character ;  it  is  partly  from  the  interest 
which  everyone  who  travels  and  reads 
takes  in  them  and  the  country  in  which 
they  live ;  but  it  is,  above  all,  that  as  a 
population  they  suffer  from  a  very  great 
grievance,  which  I  hope  is  not  irremedi- 
able. That  grievance  is  that,  taking  the 
population  of  the  Highlands  as  a  whole, 
they  were  originally  a  population  under 
circumstances  entirely  different  from 
those  which  now  exist,  and  that  those 
circumstances  were  altered  by  no  fault 
of  theirs  for  the  benefit  of  others,  and 
that,  owing  to  that  alteration  of  circum- 
stances, they  are  now  in  a  very  depressed 
and,  what  is  more  serious,  in  a  very 
hopeless  state.  If  we  take  the  High- 
lands as  they  were  when  this  population 
was  collected — and  I  am  not  going  into 
any  questions  of  facts — I  am  not  going 
into  any  questions  of  a  semi-literary 
character  which  are  so  much  debated — 
but  I  state  what  nobody  has  ever  denied, 
that  the  mountains,  whenever  there  was 
pasture,  were  grazed  by  sheep,  and  espe- 
cially by  the  black  cattle  that  formed  the 
wealth  and  sustenance  of  the  people. 
Those  cattle  are  now  elsewhere — on  the 
Northumberland  moors,  which  are  not  a 
whit  more  fitted  for  gp*azing  cattle  than 
many  of  the  Scottish  hills,  where  they 
are  in  great  numbers.  They  thrive  well, 
and  Northumbrians  thrive  very  well  by 
their  means.  But  in  the  Highlands 
there  are  2,000,000  of  acres  over  which, 
as  pasture,  cattle  used  to  graze,  but 
which  now  are  devoted  entirely  to  the 
artificial  maintenance  of  deer  in  a  wild 
condition.  Now,  that  is  one  cause,  and 
the  other  cause  is  the  consolidation  into 
large  sheep  farms  of  the  superior  class 
of  pastures  which  used  to  be  grazed 
over  by  mixed  sheep  and  cattle  of  the 
smaller  owners.  These  small  owners 
have  been  crushed  into  a  comer,  and  are 
now  in  a  very  helpless  condition,  owing 
to  the  new  uses  to  which  the  grazing 
ground  of  the  Highlands  have  been  put. 
This  is  an  operation  which  has  put  a 
great,  and,  in  some  cases,  an  enormous 
increase  of  income  into  the  pockets  of 
the  proprietors,  and,  of  course,  of  the 
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mass  of  the  population,  whom  I 
no  people  feel  more  deeply  for  and  sya- 
pathize  more  with  than  the  desoendanti 
of  some  of  those  very  proprietors  who  in 
their  day  so  greatly  benefited  by  the 
change.  The  period  during  which  the 
great  uprooting  of  the  crofters  took  plaee, 
and  especially  the  time  when  they  were 
deprived  of  their  pastures  wliolesab, 
was  between  1780  and  1820.  That 
change  was  made  for  the  sake  of  sheep 
walks.  The  devoting  of  the  country  to 
deer  forests  came  later.  It  came  st 
a  time  when  tenants  could  be  found 
to  pay  for  turning  into  desert  those 
tracts  of  the  country,  on  account  of  the 
growth  of  tbe  enormous  wealth  of  the 
United  Kingdom  and  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  But  of  late  yean 
the  sheep  farms  are  not  eo  profitable, 
and,  indeed,  in  many  cases  are  said  to 
be  of  no  profit  at  all,  partly  from  the 
fall  in  the  price  of  sheep  and  of  wool 
which  may  be  called  a  fall  of  30  and  40 
per  cent  respectively,  -partly  from  the 
extremely  complicated  system  of  the 
valuation  of  flocks,  which  renders  eveiT 
successive  large  tenant  less  and  less  abk 
to  take  over  the  flocks  of  his  predecessor, 
and  partly,  it  is  stated— and  this  is  aa 
important  fact — from  the  belief  in  the 
deterioration  of  ground  on  which  sheep 
unmixed  with  cattle  have  grajBed,  and 
especially  with  sheep  that  cannot  be 
wintered  on  these  low  grounds,  whkii 
the  crofters,  to  a  very  large  extent,  stOI 
occupy ;  and  now  the  deer  forests  are 
spreading  fast  at  the  expense  of  ths 
sheepwa&s,  and  also,  unfortunately,  at 
the  expense  of  the  poor  remains  of  the 
crofters'  holdings.  In  old  days  the  High- 
lands were  very  much,  in  a  humble  waji 
like  what  Switzerland  and  the  l^rol  tat 
now.  People  used  to  go  up  in  summer 
to  the  higher  lands — the  youngs  mem- 
bers of  the  family,  at  all  events — sad 
there  live  a  life  of  a  very  healthy  kind 
both  for  mind  and  body,  and  this  kind 
of  life  is  admirably  described  in  a 
pamphlet  entitled  The  CrofUr  in  Huimy, 
published  lately  by  one  who  is  nolo- 
riously  as  little  likely  to  be  prejudiced 
against  the  present  state  of  things  in 
the  Highlands  as  any  man  who  Kvss.  I 
speak  of  Lord  Colin  OampbeO.  The 
utter  extinction  of  this  Hf e  is  the  real 
grievance  of  the  Highlands,  and  «ds  by 
side  with  this  grievance  the  oroftett  art 
conscious  of  ^s  fact — that  the  lead 
which  they  still  hold  is  held  under 


1309      CrofUrs  (.Seoikm^      {Fkbsuabt  26,  1886}  (iVV  2)  BiU. 


1310 


ditions  resembling,  not  those  of  the  rest 
of  the  Island,  but  resembling  yery  dosely 
those  which  obtained  special  legislation 
in  Ireland.  Their  little  holdings  are  not 
like  the  rest  of  the  holdings  in  England 
and  Scotland ;  they  are  not  equipped  by 
the  landlord  with  all  that  makes  them 
fit  for  habitation  and  for  cultivation. 
The  improvements  in  their  holdings  and 
in  their  houses  are  made  by  the  crofters 
themselves ;  and  there  is  nothing  but  a 
sense  of  duty  and  honour,  which  is  very 
widely  prevalent  there — as  among  land- 
lords, I  believe,  in  all  parts  of  this 
Island — there  is  nothing  except  the 
sense  of  duty  or  honour  which  can  pre- 
vent a  landlord  from  getting  rid  of  a 
crofter  by  raising  his  rent  to  an  impos- 
sible sum,  or  simply  by  evicting  him, 
and  so  depriving  him  of  all  the  money 
and  all  the  labour  he  has  put  into  the 
land.  But  though  the  great  majority  ef 
landlords  have  behaved  admirably  of 
late  years,  there  are  very  serious  cases 
of  landlords  who  have  raised  their  rents 
to  an  enormous  extent — in  one  case,  it 
is  believed,  for  the  purpose  of  selling 
the  estate  for  a  higher  purchase  value — 
and  there  are  other  cases  in  which 
crofters  have  been  turned  out  neck  and 
crop  in  considerable  numbers  to  please 
certain  tenants  of  the  deer  forests — not 
purchasers  of  deer  forests,  but  tenants 
who  could  not  be  satisfied  without  in- 
finitely more  land  than  any  man  can 
reasonably  want  for  use.  Therefore  it 
was  that  the  present  Lord  Advocate  in- 
troduced, last  year,  a  Bill,  and  admi- 
rably and  fully  explained  it,  which  pro- 
posed to  g^ve  the  crofters  fixity  of  tenure 
and  the  means  of  obtaining  a  fair  rent. 
I  shall  not  attempt  to  repeat — if  I  tried 
it  I  should  onlj  spoil  it — ^the  Lord  Advo- 
cate's argument.  It  appeared  to  meet 
the  approbation  of  the  House.  No  one 
Member  of  the  House,  as  I  read  Hansard, 
complained  of  the  provisions  of  his  Bill, 
except  that  there  was  a  certain  amotmt 
of  complaint  of  their  deficiencies.  We 
now  propose  to  renew  those  provisions, 
and  to  renew  the  proposal  of  giving  the 
crofter  compensation  for  permanent  im- 
provements, such  as  dwelling-houses, 
larm-offlces,  subsoil  and  drains,  walls 
and  fences,  deep  trenching,  and  clearing 
the  ground  in  case  of  removal.  We 
have  fenced  this  by  stating  that  these 
improvements  must  be  suitable  to  the 
holding ;  but  likewise  the  danger  to  the 
landlord  is  fenced  round  by  the  nature 


of  the  case,  because  there  is  no  chance 
of  the  crofter  making  those  sort  of  build- 
ings that  are  extremely  expensive,  either 
for  the  purpose  of  amenity  or  specula- 
tion, which  the  landlords  are  naturally 
very  much  alarmed  lest  an  enterprizing 
tenant  should  make  and  throw  on  their 
hands.  These  provisions  we  once  more 
reconunend  to  the  House,  and  we  pro- 
pose they  should  be  applied  to  the  same 
area  and  the  same  population  as  we  pro- 
posed before.  We  do  not  purpose  to 
give,  any  more  than  last  year,  the  right 
of  free  sale,  and  for  this  reason — that, 
as  far  as  this  Bill  is  ooncemed,  from  the 
first  line  to  the  last,  we  do  not  wish  to 
give  the  crofter  anything  which  he  and 
his  ancestors  had  not,  and  undoubtedly 
had  not,  in  old  days.  The  crofter,  un- 
like the  Irish  tenant,  never  had  by  law 
or  custom  this  power  of  selling  his 
croft ;  and  we  re^Eunl  it  not  for  the  pre- 
sent, still  less  for  the  future,  advantage 
either  of  him  or  the  district  in  which  he 
lives  that  he  should  have  it  now.  But 
fair  rents  and  fixity  of  tenure  by  them- 
selves will  go  a  very  long  way  towards 
meeting  the  claim  of  the  crofters  as  re- 
cognized by  Parliament.  When  Parlia- 
ment passed  a  Hesolution  in  favour  of 
remedial  measures,  the  Besolution,  as 
far  as  I  read  it  to  the  House,  specially 
and  pointedly  referred  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Commission,  and  the  whole 
gist  of  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion lies  in  the  recommendation  that  the 
crofter  shall  have  an  extension  of  land. 
We  sent  out,  at  great  expense  to  the 
country  and  at  great  inconvenience  and 
sacrifice  to  themselves,  a  Commission  of 
experienced  and  responsible  gentlemen 
most  representative  of  all  interests — we 
sent  them  to  the  Highlands,  and,  of 
course,  we  may  treat  their  Beport  as 
waste  paper ;  but  if  we  do  not  treat  it 
thus  we  must  find  out  some  means  to 
carry  into  practice  its  most  vital  recom- 
mendations. These  recommendations 
are,  first,  that  the  holding  of  the  crofter 
should  in  no  case  further  be  arbitrarily 
diminished  ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  that, 
under  certain  conditions,  the  holding 
should  be  considerably  and  compulsorily 
increased,  and  the  method  of  that  in- 
crease is  very  carefully  and  minutely 
pointed  out.  I  will  trouble  the  House 
to  listen  to  a  few  passages  from  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission,  which  I  shall 
oondense  as  far  as  possible.  These  are 
the  important  recommendations— 
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"  The  occupiers  in  an  existing  township  should 
have  the  right  to  claim  from  the  proprietor  an 
enlargement  of  the  existing  townships  in  re- 
gard to  arahle  land  and  common  pasture  in 
virtue  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  not  less  than 
two-thirds  of  the  occupiers^  and  to  record  their 
daim  with  the  Sheriflf  Clerk  of  the  county  in 
which  the  township  is  situated. 

"  In  case  the  proprietor  should  not,  within 
the  period  of  one  year  from  the  presentation  of 
the  claim,  come  to  a  roluntary  settlement  with 
the  occupiers  claiming  enlargement,  the  Sheriff 
Substitute  should  investigate  the  grounds  of  the 
claim  ;  and  if  he  finds  it  to  be  well  founded,  he 
shall  record  the  township  as  an  over-crowded 
township,  and  the  claim  as  a  reasonable  claim. 

^'  In  tiiis  case  the  proprietor  should  be  held 
liable  to  grant  to  the  existing  township  an  in- 
crease of  arable  ground,  or  hill  pasture,  or  both, 
subject  to  the  f oUowing  conditions :  — 

<*  The  enlargement  should  only  be  claimed 
from  lands  contiguous  to  the  existing  town" 
ships,  or  contiguous  to  another  township,  or 
other  townships  contiguous  to  the  first,  which 
shall  combine  to  make  the  claim  for  the  benefit 
of  all.  The  land  claimed  shall  be  in  the  occu- 
pancy either  of  the  proprietor  or  his  tenant. 

*'  No  holding  should  be  subject  to  diminution 
for  enlargement  of  a  township  unless  it  exceeds 
a  certain  stipulated  amount  in  annual  agricul- 
tural value — say  £100 — without  the  voluntary 
assent  of  the  proprietor.  The  agg^gate  value 
of  the  land  assigned  for  the  enlargement  of  a 
township  or  townships  should  not  amount  to 
more  than  one-third  of  the  annual  agricultural 
value  of  the  holding  from  which  it  is  taken 
when  the  annual  value  of  the  diminished  hold- 
ing is  below  £160  ;  to  more  than  one-half  when 
the  annual  value  is  above  £160,  and  below 
£300 ;  and  to  more  than  two-thirds  when  the 
annual  value  of  the  holding  is  above  £300, 
without  the  voluntary  assent  of  the  proprietor." 

Then  this  is  most  important — 

*'The  enlargement  awarded  to  an  existing 
township  shall  not  be  used  for  the  creation  of  a 
greater  number  of  holdings  than  existed  in  the 
township  previously,  but  only  for  the  develop- 
ment, inprovement,  and  transfer  of  existing 
holdings.'' 

Then  they  go  on  to  say — 

"  In  no  case  should  the  claim  of  the  existing 
townships  to  enlargement  extend  to  the  acqui- 
sition of  more  land  than  would  be  sufficient  to 
raise  the  average  annual  value  of  holdings  in 
the  townships  to  a  specified  sum — say  £16 — 
without  the  voluntary  assent  of  the  proprietor. 

**  The  claims  of  an  existing  township  to  an 
enlargement  of  area  should  not  be  allowed  unless 
satisfactory  proof  be  adduced  before  the  Sheriff 
that  the  occupiers  of  the  townships  concerned 
are  able  to  use  the  additional  area  of  arable 
ground  profitably,  and  can  stock  the  additional 
area  of  hill  pasture. 

*'  The  rent  of  arable  ground,  and  of  common 
pasture  assigned  to  an  existing  township  by  way 
of  enlargement,  should  be  paid  by  valuation, 
one  valuer  being  nominated  by  the  proprietor, 
and  the  other  by  the  township,  reserving  to  the 
Sheriff  the  power  to  nominate  an  oversman  when 
the  valuers  fail  to  agree." 
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The  last  essential  reoommendmtioa  b 
that  in  assigning  land  for  the  enlarge- 
ment of  an  existing  township  there 
should  be  no  infraction  of  an  existing 
contract  or  lease  without  the  free  assent 
of  the  parties  concerned ;  but  in  f  otore 
such  contracts  or  leases  should  be  framed 
subject  to  the  statutory  claims  of  town- 
ships. The  Commission  then  goes  on 
to  argue  that,  economically  as  well  as 
socially,  this  would  be  to  the  adyantage — 
very  slightly  indeed  in  any  case  to  the  pe- 
cuniary disadvantage— of  the  landlords, 
and  ends  by  saying  that  in  most  cases— 

*'  Our  proposal,  translated  into  ^raotioe,  wooli 
simply  mean  a  moderate  restoration  of  the  kill 
pasture  which  the  grandfathers  of  the  ft»^i^«g 
hamlet  enjoyed  60  years  ago." 

Now,  this  is  the  idea  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, and  the  manner  in  which  the 
practical  recognition  should  be  made  of 
the  right  which  the  crofters  once  en- 
joyed. If  the  Commission  had  pre- 
pared such  a  measure  as  this  with  re- 
gard to  extensive  common  gracing 
grounds  for  the  Lothians,  or  for  the 
Eastern  Counties  of  England,  it  would 
have  been  a  restitution  in  no  sense,  as 
they  call  it ;  it  would  have  been  an  ex- 
propriation, pure  and  simple,  in  the  case 
of  these  common  grazing  grounds ;  but, 
as  applied  to  the  parishes  of  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland,  these  parishes  were, 
to  use  the  words  of  this  Bill — 

*<  There  are  at  the  commencement  of  tins  A^ 
or  have  been  within  80  years  prior  tliento, 
holdings  consisting  of  arable  land,  hdd  with 
the  right  of  pasturage  in  common  with  others.** 

The  proposal  of  the  Commissioners  is,  if 
ever  there  was  one,  based  on,  and  limited 
to,  the  special  and  local  circumstances  of 
the  districts  to  which  this  Bill  is  intended 
to  apply.  Well,  Sir,  this  proposal  has 
been  before  the  world  for  two  years,  and 
there  is  no  sign  of  any  great  body  of 
public  opinion  against  it.  Ererybodr — 
almost  everybody — seems  to  agree  Uiat 
the  crofters  should  have  more  land ;  but 
how  is  it  to  be  carried  out  ?  The  beti 
mode  of  all  would  be  by  agreement  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  the  tenant^  and 
that  has  been  pointed  to  by  the  meetisg 
of  landlords,  to  which  such  £p«queat 
reference  has  been  made ;  but,  in  order 
to  bring  this  about  in  the  case  of  all 
landlords,  good  and  bad,  there  must  be 
in  the  background  some  oompnlsion  on 
the  part  of  the  State,  and  the  real  test 
of  the  virtue  of  a  compulsory  Bill  is  ^ 
extent  to  which  it  enoouragee  and  Issdi 
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to  Tolantary  agreements.  Now,  as  re- 
gards such  compulsion,  the  first  method 
that  occurs  to  people  who  have  touched 
this  question  is  that  of  compulsory  sale 
to  the  State,  which  they  shall  proceed 
to  let  to  the  crofter ;  and  the  next  is 
compulsory  sale  to  the  crofter,  who 
should  borrow  money  from  the  State, 
which  he  is  to  repay  by  instalments. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I,  for  one, 
do  not  feel  justified  in  calling  upon  the 
general  taxpayer  to  pay  money  or  to 
risk  his  credit  for  the  sake  of  a  High- 
land population  any  more  than  for  any 
other  section  of  the  population  of  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  pro- 
ceedings which  have  placed  the  Highland 
crofter  in  his  present  position  are  not  the 
work  of  the  State.  [**  Hear,  hear!'* 
and  ''  Oh !  "]  I  do  not  agree  with  hon. 
Members  who  cry  out.  They  were  not 
done  for  the  benefit  of  the  State.  The 
State  may  or  may  not  have  done  wrong 
in  permitting  them,  but  they  were  in- 
dividual acts  done  for  individual  profit. 
It  would  be  just  as  hard  to  tax  the 
labourer  of  Warwickshire  in  order  to 

f;ive  common  grazings  to  the  crofter  of 
nverness- shire,  as  it  would  be  to  tax 
the  crofter  of  Inverness- shire  to  estab- 
lish compulsory  allotments  for  the  la- 
bourer of  Warwickshire.  Then  we 
come  to  another  matter  which  has  been 
brought  into  a  feasible  and  intelligible 
shape  by  the  labours  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Sutherlandshire 
(the  Marquess  of  Stafford)  and  my  hon. 
Friend  .the  Member  for  Aberdeenshire 
(Dr.  Farquharson).  The  noble  Lord 
proposes  to  give  to  the  Local  Authority 
the  power  of  expropriating  pieces  of 
land  which,  in  their  judgment,  it  may 
be  of  advantage  to  add  to  the  hold- 
ings of  the  crofters,  and  to  make  ad- 
Tances  to  the  crofters  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  out  the  landlord  or  compelling 
him  to  sell  from  moneys  raised  on  the 
security  of  the  rates.  That  is  a  very 
inadequate  description  of  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  which  is  as  carefully 
and  ably  elaborated  as  it  is  inspired  by  a 
great,  humane,  and  broad  spirit.  It  is 
very  unfair  to  criticize  the  measure 
whioh  the  noble  Marquess  has  not  the 
opportunity  of  explaining  and  defending, 
so  I  will  say  nothing  whatever  about 
that  Bill  except  in  its  praise,  and  I  will 
state  to  the  House,  as  a  general  argu- 
ment, why  we  do  not  propose  to  call  on 
the  Local  Authority,  at  any  rate,  at  pre- 
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sent.  The  existing  Local  Authorities 
in  the  North  of  Scotland  seem  to  us 
entirely  unsuited  for  the  purpose,  and 
the  Local  Authority  of  the  future  is  still 
in  the  future,  while  the  needs  and  the 
claims  of  the  crofters  are  in  the  present, 
and  the  Besolution  of  Parliament  by 
which  we  are  bound  is  already  18 
months  old.  The  existing  Local  Autho- 
rities are  the  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
the  Parochial  Boards,  and  the  School 
Boards.  They  are  all  Bodies  constituted 
for  special  purposes,  with  funds  appro- 
priated to  special  purposes,  and  tho- 
roughly unfitted  for  the  duties  which 
important  and  entensive  land  operations 
entail.  The  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
who  are  the  nearest  approach  to  a  Local 
Authority  for  general  purposes,  are  in 
the  Highlands,  roughly  speaking,  all 
landlords,  and  they  deal  with  the  assess- 
ment which  is  raised  from  landlords 
alone  ;  and  to  ask  them  to  pay  for  the 
carrying  out  of  these  operations,  and  to 
superintend  the  carrying  out  of  these 
operations,  would  be  a  proposal  the 
refutation  of  which  does  not  require 
serious  argument.  The  nature  of  the 
Body  that  will  replace  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  is  still,  as  I  say,  hidden 
in  the  future ;  every  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  knows  quite  as  much  as  I  do  as  to 
what  it  will  ultimately  be.  In  order  to 
deal  with  this  question  we  cannot  wait 
for  tho  reform  of  Local  Government, 
and  we  are  not  prepared  to  rely  on  the 
existing  Local  Authorities,  nor  are  we 
prepared  to  burden  the  rates,  or  the 
credit  of  the  rates,  with  the  financial 
operations  of  a  system  of  compulsory 
purchase.  Whatever  may  be  done  in 
other  districts,  we  cannot  take  that 
course  here.  These  Highland  parishes 
have  in  many  cases  a  very  low  valuation 
per  head  indeed.  The  rates  are  paid 
with  extreme  difficulty,  with  a  difficulty 
whioh  excites  grave  anxiety  in  the  Board 
of  Supervision  and  in  the  Education 
Department  at  Dover  House.  Now, 
there  are  Highland  parishes  in  which 
the  valuation  per  head  is  16«.  4d., 
144.  2d,  19«.  4(/.,  £1  9f.,  and  £1  lOf. 
In  Skye  the  average  valuation  is,  I  sup- 
pose, about  50«.,  and  meanwhile  the 
rates  in  two  parishes  in  these  parts 
amount,  in  one  case,  to  6«.  7d  in  the 
pound,  and  in  the  other  to  9«.  4d  in  the 
pound.  Well,  in  four  Lowland  rural 
parishes  which  I  take  at  mere  hazard,  I 
find  the  valuation  per  head  is  respectively 
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£11,  £9,  £14  and  £10,  and,  obviously, 
an  operation  whicli  can  be  discussed 
with  regard  to  such  nch  parishes  as 
these  is  beyond  all  discussion  when  we 
come  to  the  poor  parishes  in  the  High- 
lands. There  is  no  middle  class,  there 
is  no  general  public  there.  The  rates 
fall,  either  upon  the  landlord  who  is  to 
be  bought  out,  or  upon  the  crofter  for 
whose  benefit  the  landlord  is  to  be 
bought  out,  or  upon  other  crofters  who 
are  more  lucky  than  their  fellows.  We 
cannot  ask  Parliament  to  still  further 
burden  these  overburdened  and  not  very 
highly-organized  districts  with  a  finan- 
cial operation  which  it  is  quite  beyond 
their  power  to  deal  with.  Now,  one 
course,  and  one  only,  remains,  and  that  is 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Oommission  in  the  manner  in  which, 
after  reading  and  re-reading  the  Beport 
with  all  the  attention  I  can  give,  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  writer  of  those  para- 
graphs must  have  had  in  mind.  Those 
paragraphs  point  to  compulsion,  and 
they  point  to  leasing;  and,  after  think- 
ing the  matter  over  and  over  again, 
we  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
under  strict  conditions,  and  within  strict 
limitations,  compulsory  leasing  will 
alone  meet  the  case  of  the  crofters  and 
settle  the  question  in  a  manner  that 
can  be  called  a  settlement.  This  is  a 
Bill,  as  I  said,  founded  strictly  on  the 
historical  and  local  circumstances  of  a 
very  peculiar  district.  We  do  not  want 
to  make  the  crofter  a  possessor  or 
landed  proprietor.  He  and  his  ancestors 
never  have  been  landed  proprietors  or 
possessors ;  but  they  claim  the  right  of 
grazing  a  certain  number  of  sheep  and 
cattle  on  the  higher  pastures  on  pay- 
ment of  a  certain  rent.  Without  that 
right  neither  he  nor  they  could  live, 
and  we  propose  to  put  the  genuine 
oroffcer,  with  a  genuine  holding,  in  pos- 
session of  that  right.  The  operation  of 
the  Bill  is  strictly  confined  to  those 
parishes  where  that  right  existed  within 
the  lifetime  of  persons  many  of  whom 
are  still  alive.  In  those  parishes  it 
shall  be  competent  for  an  authority  which 
I  shall  describe,  to  accept  the  application 
of  a  certain  number  of  crofters  who  can- 
not obtain  the  right  of  grazing  by 
agreement  with  their  landlord,  and  ar- 
range with  them  a  right  of  common 
grazing  on  the  payment  of  an  adequate 
rent.  We  surround  this  operation  with 
all  the  safeguards  proposed  by  the  Com- 
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mission,  by  which  the  intereets  of  the 
landlord  and  others  are  gaarded,  a&d 
the  benefit  of  the  crofter  is  strictlj 
limited.  I  do  not  propose  to  repeat 
those  safegnaids  to  a  House  which  has 
listened  to  me  with  such  kind  attention. 
I  will  simply  ask  the  House  to  call  them 
back  by  an  effort  of  memory ;  but  they 
are  all  inserted  in  the  Bill.  We  pro- 
pose, however,  to  apply  one  very  im- 
portant safeguard  and  limitation  besides 
those  applied  by  the  Commissioners. 
The  Commissioners  proposed  to  apply 
compulsory  powers  to  arable  land  ;  but 
we  stop  before  that  point.  We  propoee 
to  leave  the  crofter's  potatoes,  barley, 
and  oats  just  where  they  are  now,  unless 
the  landlord  voluntarily  enlai^es  his 
arable  holding.  Diminutions  of  sepa- 
rate crofts  have  undoubtedly  oocarred 
in  too  many  instances ;  but  the  system 
has  not  been  general  and  what  I  may 
call  wholesale,  like  the  deprivation  of 
the  grazing  rights.  Those  grazing  rights 
we  feel  bound  to  do  our  best  to  re-estab- 
lish, and  that  is  as  far  as  we  feel  jastified 
in  goiog.  Well,  Sir,  what  are  the  aa- 
thorities  to  whom  these  complicated  and 
extremely  onerous  arrangements  will  be 
committed  ?  In  their  Bill  of  last  year, 
the  Government  placed  the  fixing  of  rest 
and  the  ascertaining  of  tenure  in  the 
hands  of  valuers.  The  noble  Marqnesi 
the  Member  for  Sutherlandshire  (the 
Marquess  of  Stafford)  proposes  a  Laad 
Court  which,  roughly  speaking,  is,  he  will 
allow  me  to  say,  nothing  more  or  less 
than  the  Sheriff.  The  Government  is  of 
opinion  that  the  important  administra- 
tive and  executive  powers  which  are 
created  by  this  Bill  could  not  be  in- 
trusted to  a  judicial  officer  appointed  for 
general  judicial  purposes ;  and,  indeed, 
highly  as  I  rate  the  public  spirit  aad 
industry  of  the  Scottish  Sheriffs,  some 
of  whom  I  am  proud  to  know  intimately, 
I  doubt  if  they  would  or  could  be  ex- 
pected to  undertake  the  duties  imposed 
by  the  Bill  in  addition  to  their  prossat 
duties.  The  mere  number  of  the  eases 
relating  to  tenure  and  rent  would  be 
great.  In  Ireland  there  are  500,000 
tenants,  and  125,000  fair  rents  haw 
already  been  fixed,  and  there  have  been 
85,000  agreements  out  of  Court.  In  the 
Highland  district  to  which  this  BiU  re- 
fers there  are  about  40,000  holdings* 
and  I  should  think  that  of  these  abMl 
25,000  are  held  by  crofters  who  wonU 
oome  under  this  Kll,     On  the  Iiiih 
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analogy  it  is  probable  that  6,000  fair 
rents  would  have  to  be  fixed,  and  that 
would  be  far  too  large  to  lay  upon  the 
Sheriffs.  Now,  we  propose  to  institute 
a  Commission  of  three  members  who 
may  sit  separately,  thereby  avoiding  the 
greatest  practical  inconTenience  of  the 
Irish  Courts.  The  Commissioners  would 
call  in  valuers  as  assessors,  in  order  to 
give  them  the  advantage  of  local  know- 
ledge ;  but  these  valuers  would  not 
have  a  voice  in  the  decisions.  We  have 
an  earnest  hope  that,  with  so  fair  a  tri- 
bunal in  prospect,  the  landlords  and 
tenants  may  in  a  great  number  of  in- 
stances come  to  an  agreement  which  will 
be  satisfactory  to  both  parties  without 
going  before  the  Commission,  and  the 
6th  clause  of  our  Bill  will  give  every 
facility  for  this  spontaneous  operation. 
We  propose  to  appoint  this  authority 
for  a  limited  time ;  and  when  the  Local 
Authority  is  set  up  it  will  be  well  to 
consider  whether  the  administrative 
duties  should  be  transferred  to  it ;  but 
it  is  quite  obvious  that  the  fixing  of  rents 
eannot  possibly  be  intrusted  to  an  elective 
body,  however  constituted.  I  have  care- 
fully studied  the  speeches  which  were 
made  in  the  last  Parliament  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  and  the  other 
Members  who  took  exception  to  what 
they  thought  the  defects  of  the  Bill  of 
last  year.  There  was  complaint  that  no 
means  had  been  taken  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  arbitrary  extension  of  deer  forests 
at  the  expense  of  what  remains  of  the 
crofters'  grazing  grounds.  Now,  the 
best  guarantee  against  that  in  most  cases 
is  the  kindly  and  generous  character  of 
many — certainly  of  all  those  owners  or 
occupiers  of  deer  forests  with  whom  I 
have  the  honour  to  be  acquainted,  who 
have  spent  enormous  sums  of  money  for 
the  benefit  of  the  population  by  whom 
they  are  surrounded.  But  all  the  ten- 
ants and  owners  of  forests  are  not 
of  the  same  character ;  and  in  some 
cases,  undoubtedly,  there  have  been 
Tery  grave  and  cruel  encroachments. 
But  anyone  who  has  followed  my  expla- 
nation will  allow  that  in  this  Bill  no 
such  provision  is  necessary.  When  an 
effective  tribunal  exists  which  is  to  give 
oompensation  for  rights  taken  away  in 
old  days,  I  think  we  shall  have  heard 
the  last  of  those  '*pet  lamb"  cases 
which  have  been  the  scandal  of  the 
Highlands  of  late  ^rears.    But,  undoubt* 


edly,  the  present  condition  of  these 
forests,  which  are  in  some  cases  the 
greatest  abuse  that  ever  was  perpetrated 
under  the  name  of  authority  or  law,  has 
largely  necessitated  the  legislation  which 
we  now  have  before  us.  I  speak  as  a 
sportsman — not  a  very  skilful  one,  per- 
haps, but  certainly  as  keen  a  one  as  any 
man  in  the  House  of  my  years — and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  the  selfish  absorp- 
tion by  one  man  of  all  the  pleasure,  all 
the  happiness,  all  the  advantage  which 
is  to  be  got  out  of  seven  deer  forests, 
covering  a  space  of  at  least  135,000 
acres — and  I  think  I  have  understated 
the  fact — with  all  the  degradation  and 
humiliation  of  his  small  neighbours,  and 
the  humiliation  of  the  servants  whom  he 
employs — and  I  am  speaking  of  a  par- 
ticular man  —  excites  in  me  feelings 
which  I  certainly  very  much  prefer  not 
to  express  in  words,  but  to  embody  in 
the  proposals  of  legislation  which  I  now 
lay  before  the  House.  It  is  not  as  if  I 
was  asking  the  House  to  set  up  an  ideal 
state  of  society.  Those  who  have  seen 
the  village  of  Garth,  in  Glen  Lyon,  which 
is  the  property  of  an  hon.  Member  of 
this  House,  and  which  is  the  old  High- 
land state  of  society,  with  the  hillside 
above,  the  valley  of  green  land  below, 
with  not  a  stone  loose  upon  it,  and  the 
cattle  and  sheep  grazing  up  to  the 
sky-line  as  far  as  they  can  be  seen 
from  the  holdings,  ana  above  those 
holdings  a  ground  where  you  can 
shoot  20  brace  of  grouse  a-day  as  a 
minimum,  following  them  with  dogs 
— those  who  have  seen  this  may  justly 
compare  it  with  the  most  beautiful  ob- 
jects that  one  sees  in  the  valleys  of  the 
Oberland  in  Switzerland.  And  if  they 
compared  this  scene  with  those  vast 
tracts  in  Inverness-ehire  and  Boss-shire, 
with  its  population  of  hired  gillies,  on 
which  no  tourist,  no  shepherd,  no  Be- 
venue  officer,  can  set  foot,  they  might 
well  ask  whether  legislation  comes  one 
hour  too  soon  to  save  the  most  beautiful 
part  of  our  Highlands  from  desolation 
and  demoralization.  With  regard  to 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  I  wish  to  say 
one  word.  One  great  cause  of  the  failure 
of  the  sheep  walks  is  that  it  is  almost 
impossible  satisfactorily  to  graze  the 
land  in  summer  unless  you  have  the 
wintering  below.  Well,  that  wintering 
below  belongs  to  a  very  great  extent  to 
the  crofters  already,  and  evidently  can- 
not now  be  taken  £rom  them,  and  land- 
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lords  are  beg^inning  to  see  that  it  is  for 
their  interest  that  the  same  people  who 
have  the  wintering  below  should  have  the 
summer  pastures  above.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Sutherlandshire 
(the  Marquess  of  StaflPbrd)  mentions  the 
rating  of  deer  forests  and  grouse  grounds 
in  the  hands  of  owners,  and  he  likewise 
proposes  to  make  deer  ground  game, 
so  that  the  crofter  may  shoot  them  when 
he  £nds  them  on  his  arable  land.  I  do 
not  want  to  argue  those  questions  now. 
We  have  not  introduced  them  into  our 
Bill,  because  we  wish  to  make  our  Bill 
strictly  applicable  only  to  the  crofter 
parishes,  and  not  to  introduce  into  it  any 
measure  of  general  application.  And 
now  I  should  like  to  say  one  word  as  to 
the  other  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  have  been  met  both  by  the  late 
Government  and  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment. In  those  districts  to  which  the 
population,  from  no  fault  of  theirs,  have 
been  pushed,  it  is  by  fishing,  and  by 
fishing  alone,  that  the  best  friends  of 
the  Highlander  know  that  he  can  be 
made  a  man  of,  and  to  make  fishing  pro- 
fitable an  improvement  of  communi- 
cation, postal  and  telegraphic,  is  quite 
essentisd.     The  Commissioners  say — 

'<  The  defects  of  the  mail  service  are  most 
apparent  in  North  Uist,  Benbeoula,  South  Uist, 
and  Barra." 

In  order  to  remedy  some  of  these  defects, 
the  following  arrangements  have  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Postmaster  General 
as  from  the  1st  of  March: — A  mail 
packet  service  will  be  established  from 
Oban  to  Coll,  Tiree,  Loohboisdale,  and 
Castlebay ;  the  packet  will  make  three 
trips  a-week,  and  will  leave  Oban  at 
1.15  p.m.  (after  the  arrival  of  the  Lon- 
don night  mail),  from  May  15th  to 
August  dlst,  and  at  7.30  a.m.  during 
the  remainder  of  the  year.  Should  the 
Company  for  trading  purposes  hereafter 
extend  the  voyages  of  the  packet  to  Loch- 
maddy,  the  Department  will  have  the 
right  of  forwarding  mails  to  and  from 
that  port.  In  regwi  to  telegraphic  ex- 
tension, the  Commissioners  recommended 
that  a  wire  should  be  carried  at  once  to 
Castlebay,  Sutherland,  Lewis,  Shetland, 
and  South  Eonaldshay,  in  Orkney.  Since 
this  recommendation  telegraphic  com- 
munication has  been  extended  to  Castle- 
bay, Barra ;  St.  Mary's,  Barra ;  St.  Mar- 
garet's Hope,  Orkney;  Keaywiok  and 
Yaila  Sound,  Shetland.    As  it  is  impos- 
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sible  to  obtain  the  ordinary  g^naranteei 
from  these  poor  localities,  the  Treasor; 
give  a  special  grant  in  aid  of  £500  fat  i 
period  of  two  or  three  years,  inorda 
to  enable  the  Post  Office  to  oomplste 
this  important  and  necessary  work,  in 
addition  to  the  annual  sum  of  £1,000 
provided  in  the    Fishery  Board  Ebd- 
mates  out  of  the  surplus  herring  bnad 
fees.     In  illustration  of  the  usef oIimh 
of  this  telegraphic  communication,  the 
Fishery  Board  mentioned  in  their  last 
Keport  that  the  fishermen  of  the  Sooth 
Isles,  where  no  fishing  was  going  o% 
got  information  by  telegram  that  hsr- 
rinffs  had  appeared  in  the  North  Isles, 
and,  proceeding  there,   landed  in  one 
week  £1,800  worth  of  fish.     Without 
the  telegraph  this  fish  would  not  have 
been  got.     Likewise,  for  the  parpoeee  d 
scientific  investigation  by  the  Fisheiy 
Board,  the  Treasury  have  given  during 
the  last  two  years  the  sum  of  £1,600; 
and  this  year  they  have  given  £2,000, 
to  include  experiments  as  to  beam  trawl- 
ing for  the  benefit  of  the  fiBhermai. 
Now,  there  is  one  form  of  assistanoe  to 
a  fisherman  which  is  preferable  to  any 
other,  and  when  we  are  in  Committee 
we  shall  be  ready  to  consider  it 
fully.      Everyone  who  has   been 
nected  with  Scotland,  knows  that  there 
are  many  ways  in  which  publie  money 
may  be  given  and  lent,  whi<^  brings 
no  benefit  either  to  him  who  gives  or  to 
him  who  receives.    I  learned  very  modi 
in  Ireland;  and  the  pleasanteet  leaaoa 
which  I  learned  was  that  the  small  loans 
to  the  honest  and  experienced  fishomea 
are  better  paid  than  any  other  of  any 
sort  or  kind,  and  do  more  good  to  those 
to  whom  they  are  lent.     While  I  waa 
there  I  was  able,  with  the  assiatanea  of 
the  Irish  Members,  and  especially  of 
hon.  Member  whom  I  am  glad  to 
back  in  the  last  day  or  two — the  horn. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oarlow  (Mr. 
Blake) — to  put  these  funds  in  a 
accessible  shape.    The  Irish  Beprodi 
tive  Loan  Fund  and  the  Sea  Fiahi 
Fund  served  between  them  all  the 
time  counties  of  Ireland,  with  a  capital 
of  not  more  than  £70,000  or  £80,000. 
The    money   is    lent   on    short  terms 
for   the    purchase   of   good  boats  aad 
the  equipment  of  nets.     The  amount  of 
good  done  is  enormous,  and  the  arrears 
outstanding  are  quite  insig^nifioant.     If 
the  fishermen  of  the  Western  Isles  and 
Coast  had  access  to  such  a  fond,  tkcj 
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would  not  see  the  fish  taken  before  their 
very  eyes  by  people  from  a  distance. 
I  should  have  liked  to  have  supported 
my  observations  with  a  statement  of 
what  has  been  done  by  the  attentive 
and  judieious  benevolence  of  Sir  Begi- 
nald  and  Lady  Oathcart  in  the  High- 
lands, in  which  they  own  property,  which 
18  a  most  remarkable  proof  of  the 
enormous  benefit  which  judiciously-dis- 
posed loans  will  do  to  bold,  enter- 
prizing  and  industrious  fishermen.  Well, 
when  we  get  into  Committee,  the  GK)- 
vemment  would  like  to  discuss  and 
would  be  glad  to  see  their  way  to 
placing,  under  the  charge  of  the  Fishery 
jBoard,  under  certain  conditions,  a  fimd, 
it  may  be  small,  resembling  closely  those 
funds  which  have  succeeded  so  well  in 
Ireland,  and  which  will  enable  the 
fishermen  of  the  West  to  utilize  the 
best  source  of  wealth  which  their  region 
offers.  And  now.  Sir,  the  House  is  in 
possession  of  the  proposals  of  the  Qo- 
Ternment  as  far  as  I  am  competent  to 
explain  them,  and  I  am  only  doubtful 
in  what  direction  I  should  appeal  in 
ord  er  to  recommend  them  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers. If  I  apologize  for  them  as  too 
sweeping,  I  know  there  are  many  Mem- 
bers who  will  say  they  do  not  go  far 
enough,  and  if  I  claim  that  they  are  the 
▼ery  utmost  we  can  be  expected  to  give, 
J  shall  be  told  by  others  they  go  a  great 
deal  too  far.  I  do  not  apologize  for 
them.  They  are  not  intended  to  be  a 
political  compromise.  They  are  pre- 
sented to  the  House  as  proposals  which, 
according  to  our  earnest  and  humble 
conviction,  are  right  in  themselves,  and 
which,  if  accepted  all  round  in  the  spirit 
in  which  they  are  offered,  will  settle, 
and  ought  to  settle,  a  burning  question. 
I  think  that  the  more  hon.  Members 
examine  all  the  alternative  proposals  the 
more  they  will  admit  that  none  of  the 
alternatives  are  really  worth  adopting. 
There  are  other  schemes  which  look 
better  on  paper  and  sound  better  in 
speech ;  but  I  believe  this,  and  this  alone, 
will  work,  unless  Parliament  is  pre- 
pared—which I  hope  it  is  not— to  buy 
up  this  district  of  the  Highlands  out  of 
the  taxes,  and  divide  it  amongst  the 
masses  of  the  Western  Highlands.  We 
Lave  adopted  the  spirit,  and  almost  the 
letter,  of  the  plans  and  recommendations 
of  the  Koyal  Commission,  a  Commission 
which  was  appointed  at  the  instance  of 
Parliament ;    and  we  have  put  those 


plans  into  a  shape  in  which  alone,  as 
we  maintain,  they  can  by  any  possibility 
be  brought  into  practical  operation. 
The  Commissioners  say — 

*'  The  land  agitation  of  the  Bighlands  is  not 
likely  to  pass  away  without  some  adjustment  of 
the  claims  of  occupiers  acceptable  to  the  greater 
number  who  are  not  yet  possessed  with  extra- 
vagant  expectations." 

And  their  opinion  is  amply  confirmed 
by  the  police  and  the  official  Beports, 
which  it  is  frequently  my  duty  very 
carefully  to  read.  Such  an  adjustment, 
in  our  opinion,  we  ofiPer  to  the  House ; 
and  as  a  Minister  who,  by  dear-bought 
experience,  knows  the  nature  and  the 
symptoms  and  the  conditions  and  the 
consequences  of  agrarian  agitation,  and 
who  has  now  command  of  exceptional 
sources  of  information  about  the  social 
condition,  present  and  prospective,  of 
the  Western  Highlands,  I  solemnly 
warn  and  in  treat  hon.  Members  not  to 
reject  our  Bill  without  very  careful  con- 
sideration. On  my  responsibility  as 
Minister  for  Scotland,  a  very  different 
responsibility  from  what  I  was  aware  of 
when  I  took  that  post — though  that  only 
makes  the  post  more  acceptable  in  my 
eyes — I  ask  the  House  to  approach  this 
measure  in  the  belief  that  when  they 
have  given  it  a  calm  and  thorough  con- 
sideration they  will  discover  it  to  be  a 
just  measure,  a  practical  measure,  and, 
what  is  almost  as  important,  a  measure 
not  oce  whit  stronger  than  is  necessarv 
to  effect  the  objects  which  we*  have  all 
so  long  had  in  common. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of  Land 
by  Crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland,  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto.*' — {Mr.  Trevelyan.) 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have,  in  common  with  all  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  listened  with  the 
greatest  interest  to  the  able  and  lucid 
speech  just  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
Trevelyan).  In  the  concluding  words 
of  his  speech  he  begged  hon.  Members 
who  are  interested  in  this  question  not 
to  reject  the  Bill  without  serious  con- 
sideration. I  can  assure  him  that  I,  for 
one,  will  not  reject  any  Bill,  however 
small,  without  very  serious  considera- 
tion. It  is  neither  usual,  nor  is  it  de- 
sirable, that  on  the  stage  of  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  there  should  be  any- 
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tiling  like  minute  criticism  of  its  proTi- 
sions.  I  rise  only  for  the  purpose  of  saying 
that  while  I  am  able  to  express  some 
satisfaction,  I  am  sorry  I  am  also  obliged 
to  express  extreme  disappointment  at 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  tried  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
the  position  of  these  poor  tenants  in 
Scotland  and  the  poor  tenants  in  Ire- 
land. Now,  I  am  not  able  to  recognize 
any  distinction  except  in  favour  of  the 
case  of  the  Scottish  tenants.  If  there  is 
a  difference  it  is  a  difference  in  favour 
of  the  rights  of  the  tenants  of  Scotland. 
I  am  sorry  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  adopt  the  proposal  of 
last  year  to  confine  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  to  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  certain 
crofting  parishes  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland.  This  is,  to  me,  patchwork 
legislation.  First  of  all,  certain  parishes 
are  to  be  selected,  and  the  Land  Act  is 
to  apply  to  them  and  to  no  other  parishes. 
It  is  not  my  duty  to  speak  on  behalf  of 
the  Lowland  districts  of  Scotland — they 
have  Eepresentatives  of  their  own ;  but 
I  can  see  no  reason  in  the  world  why  an 
Act  which  is  to  apply  to  Argyllshire, 
Inverness-shire,  and  Hossrshire  should 
not  be  equally  applicable  to  Aberdeen- 
shire, Ayrshire,  and  Perthshire ;  indeed, 
to  the  whole  of  Scotland.  But  it  is  for 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  represent  these 
constituencies  to  press  their  claims  to  be 
included  in  the  Act.  I  understand  there 
are  more  of  the  class  of  population 
commonly  called  crofters  in  Aberdeen- 
shire than  even  in  Inverness-shire ; 
but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated,  he  proposes  to  limit  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  to  the  counties  enume- 
rated in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  In  that  Bill  Aberdeenshire,  Ayr- 
shire, and  Perthshire  were  omitted. 
Let  hon.  Members  who  represent  those 
constituencies  bring  their  case  forward 
when  the  Bill  gets  into  Committee. 
Special  reference  has  been  made  to 
deer  forests,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  endeavoured  to  show  that  it 
was  by  the  operation  of  natural  laws, 
over  which  human  beings  have  no  con- 
trol, that  the  Highlands  had  been 
brought  into  the  condition  in  which 
they  are  now.  I  deny  that  proposition, 
and  maintain  that  it  is  by  the  action  of 
wicked  human  laws  that  the  Highlands 
of  Scotland  have  been  brought  to  that 
condition.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Mr.  Maefdirlane 


says  that  the  general  taxpayer  is  not 
sponsible ;  but  I  say  that  the  taxpayer 
is  a  continuing  quantity,  and  that  he  is 
responsible;  so  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  prepared  to  put  his  hand 
in  his  pocket  I  shall  support  him.  I  am 
glad  to  hear  that  he  is  so  careful  of  the 
fishing  population  of  the  Highlands. 
Why  is  he  not  so  for  those  who  work  on 
the  land  ?  Assistance  is  as  essential  for 
them  as  it  is  for  the  poor  tenants  of  Ire- 
land ;  and,  although  there  are  points  of 
difference,  I  deny  that  there  is  any  just 
distinction  to  be  made  between  tiie 
claims  of  the  two.  I  am  glad,  however, 
that  something  is  being  proposed  ;  bnt 
I  wish  it  was  a  more  thorough  and  com- 
plete measure,  for  I  assure  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  deepest  re- 
gret, that  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
the  measure  he  has  proposed,  passed 
even  in  its  integ^ty  through  this  Uonse 
and  ''  another  place,"  will  not  satisfy 
the  Scottish  people  nor  settle  this  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  BAMSAY  :  I  am  sorry  that  the 
first  duty  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
has  been  to  introduce  a  BiU  which,  so  far 
as  the  distressed  districts  of  Scotland  are 
concerned,  must  prove  illusive.  It  con- 
tains no  provision  fitted  to  alleviate  the 
distress  of  the  population  in  those  dis- 
tricts, and  that  they  are  deeply  distressed 
no  one  knows  better  than  I  do.  That  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  made 
no  provision  for  removing  part  of  the 
people  from  the  congested  districts,  nor 
any  suggestion  as  to  how  their  dis- 
tress can  be  alleviated,  constitates.  In 
my  opinion,  a  very  grave  defect  in  the 
proposal  now  made  to  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  be 
expected  to  be  intimately  acquainted 
with  these  districts.  But  I  hare  been 
long  acquainted  with  them ;  I  am  an 
owner  of  land  within  the  area  affected  by 
this  measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  the  fact  that  gracing 
lands  were  held  in  common  in  the  High- 
lands. But  I  can  assure  the  light  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  if  he  has  leisure  tu  in- 
vestigate that  question  farther,  he  will 
find  that  there  was  not  a  county  of  Scot- 
land in  which,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
present  century,  grazing  lands  were  not 
neld  in  common  by  several  tenants  as 
they  are  now  in  the  Highlands.  I  think 
provision  should  be  made  in  the  Bill  for 
the  alleviation  of  distress  in  places  when 
the  population  has   largely 
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beyond  the  means  of  subBistenoe,  and 
where  no  new  industry  has  been  intro- 
duced. It  is  in  those  districts  where 
the  distress  prevails.  The  population 
of  Lews  is  25,500  at  the  present  time, 
and  the  whole  net  agricultural  rental 
does  not  amount  to  more  than  £10,000, 
or  about  £2  per  family,  amongst 
about  5,000  families.  If  I  am  cor- 
rect in  this — and  I  challenge  any  man 
who  knows  the  district  to  say  I  am 
not — I  say  it  is  impossible  that  there 
can  be  anything  like  comfort  for  the 
population  on  that  area.  I  do  not;  wish 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  now. 
We  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  Bill  in  detail  when  we  get 
it  into  Committee,  and  I  shall  then  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggestions,  which  I  shall  make 
as  Amendments,  for  the  relief  of  the  dis- 
tress which  prevails  among  the  people 
of  Long  Island  and  Skye.  The  con- 
dition of  the  people  there  is  deserving  of 
earnest  consideration,  because  they  lie 
under  peculiar  difficulties  produced  by 
their  exclusive  knowledge  of  the  Qaelic 
language— difficulties  of  a  kind  which  no 
man  who  has  not  been  among  them  can 
form  any  accurate  opinion.  I  have 
g^eat  respect  for  the  Gentlemen  who 
now  constitute  Her  Majesty's  Ministry ; 
but  I  know  not  one  among  them  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  these  districts,  or 
any  knowledge  of  the  condition  of  agri- 
culture there,  or  who  has  ever  been 
practically  acquainted  with  them.  I 
think,  therefore,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  is  under  a 
great  disadvantage  in  having  to  deal 
with  this  question ;  and  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  been  guided  by  information 
in  this  matter,  I  feel  that  he  has  ob- 
tained it  from  tainted  sources,  and 
legislation  upon  that  foundation  cannot 
be  of  service. 

Sm  HBEBERT  MAXWELL :  Sir,  I 
have  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
speech  in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
introduced  this  measure  —  a  measure 
which,  so  far  as  concerns  the  people  of 
Scotland  and  the  Members  of  this  House 
w^ho  have  undertaken  to  represent  them, 
is  second  in  importance  to  no  measure 
which  it  is  probable  will  occupy  the 
consideration  of  the  present  Parliament. 
Sir, .  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  any 
criticism  of  the  Bill,  which  I  have  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  examining. 
I  have  said  that  I  listened  with  great 


interest  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  with  a  great  deal  of  which, 
especially  the  closing  part  of  it,  I  most 
heartily  concur.  I  most  heartily  concur 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  the  opi- 
nion which  he  indicated  rather  than  ex- 
pressed, that  the  rights  of  property  were 
more  in  danger  from  those  who  abused 
than  from  those  who  attacked  them.  I 
have  regretted  as  much  as  anyone  can 
possibly  regret  the  course  which  has 
been  pursued  by  some  so-called  sports- 
men in  my  native  land.  They  have 
assumed  to  themselves  the  title  of  sports- 
men ;  but  I  think  the  more  appropriate 
description  of  them  would  be  that  of 
game  dealers.  They  descend  even  a 
little  lower  in  the  social  scale  than  that, 
because,  if  all  the  tales  are  true  of  the 
dark  deeds  perpetrated  in  some  of  the 
Islands,  they  have  descended  to  the  level 
of  butchers.  As  I  said,  I  intend  no 
criticism  of  this  measure  to-night ;  but 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  founded 
his  arguments  in  support  of  the  Bill 
almost  exclusively  upon  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission — 
and  I  agree  with  him  that  it  would  be 
most  unfortunate  if  those  recommenda- 
tions were  not  followed  speedily  by  legis- 
lation— I  should  like  to  ask  him  why  he 
omitted  from  his  speech  all  reference  to 
one  of  the  recommendations  upon  which 
the  Commissioners  laid  especial  stress — 
I  mean  to  that  remedial  proposal  which 
is  contained  in  their  Report  for  dealing 
with  those  districts  where  the  popula- 
tion has  for  some  time  past  exceeded  the 
means  of  support?  In  the  matter  of 
emigration  the  Commissioners  speak  in 
no  dubious  terms ;  they  refer,  of  course, 
to  the  unwillingness  of  the  crofter  to 
emigrate — and.  Sir,  attachment  to  one's 
home  and  native  land  is  always  credit- 
able to  the  people  of  a  country — but 
from  the  time  when  our  common  father, 
Adam,  left  the  Garden  of  Eden,  in  obedi- 
ence to  behests  which  had  to  be  obeyed, 
emigration  has  been  the  lot  of  man. 
The  Commissioners  say  that  however 
much  they  may  deplore  the  necessity 
which  compels  from  time  to  time  por- 
tions of  the  population  of  a  country  to 
leave  that  country,  still  they  recog- 
nize that  it  is  inevitable,  and  a  law 
which  must  be  obeyed.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Commissioners  said  that  they 
recognized  that  emigration  was  a  hard- 
ship, and  that  it  is  not  resorted  to  with- 
out compulsion.    But  we  must  also  take 
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ibis  into  account.  They  say  that  they 
are — 

**  Inclined  to  think  that  the  preyailing  land 
agitation  has  not  been  without  considerahle 
influence  in  prompting  the  expressed  dislike  to 
emigration^  and  they  hope  that  when  over- 
population is  clearly  shown  under  any  distri- 
bution of  land  that  can  take  place,  and  when 
they  are  satisfied  that  those  who  remain  at 
home  will  be  cared  for,  the  aversion  to  emigra- 
tion will  disappear." 

The  Commissioners  dwell  upon  this 
question  at  considerable  length,  and 
they  conclude  their  recommendation  as 
to  emigration  by  saying  that  they  be- 
lieve that  emigration,  properly  con- 
ducted, is  an  indispensable  remedy  for 
the  condition  of  some  parts  of  the  High- 
lands and  Islands;  and  they  strongly 
recommend  that,  in  connection  with  any 
measures  which  may  be  framed  for  im- 
proving the  condition  of  the  crofters  and 
cottars,  such  provision  should  be  made 
as  they  have  indicated  for  assisting  emi- 
gration, both  by  State  advances  and  by 
State  direction.  Well,  Sir,  when  we 
have  a  recommendation  couched  in  such 
very  strong  and  clear  terms,  it  is  some- 
what puzzling  to  know  why  no  reference 
to  this  portion  of  the  Report  is  made  in 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
When  we  consider  that  there  are  large 
portions  of  our  Colonies  which  are  crying 
out  for  population — Colonies  whose  Go- 
vernments are  willing  to  give  every  fa- 
cility, pecuniary  and  otherwise,  to  Colo- 
nists, why  is  it  that  we  insist  on  the  re- 
maining at  home,  to  their  own  detri- 
ment, of  the  surplus  population  ?  We 
have  by  our  adoption  of  an  unrestricted 
system  of  Free  Trade — and  that  is  a 
question  upon  which  I  am  very  far  from 
wishing  to  enter  at  present — brought  to 
bear  upon  the  population  of  this  country, 
who  depend  upon  agriculture,  conditions 
which  are  very  different  indeed  from 
those  in  which  agriculture  was  £rst 
adopted  in  these  regions ;  and  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  avows  that  his  case  is  based, 
first  upon  the  Eeport  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission,  and  next  upon  the  his- 
tory, nay,  almost  upon  the  archsBology, 
of  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land, I  want  to  know  why  it  is  that 
these  conditions  are  left  entirely  out  of 
sight— the  new  conditions  and  the  keen 
competition  to  which  agriculture  is  ex- 
posed, and  the  recommendations  which 
are  contained  with  reference  to  emigra- 
tion in  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Com- 

Sir  fferhert  Maxwell 


mission  ?  I  will  not  ask  the  Houae  to 
listen  to  any  further  remarks  of  mine 
upon  this  subject  to-night ;  but  I  tmsi 
that  it  will  not  be  lost  sight  of,  in 
the  consideration  of  this  question,  that 
emigration,  not  necessarily  State-aided, 
but  State- directed  emigration,  has  pre- 
sented itself  to  those  who  performed  the 
duty  of  examining  this  great  and  press- 
ing question,  as  one  of  the  most  ready, 
one  of  the  most  beneficial,  and  one  of 
the  most  accessible  means  of  relief  to  a 
population  distressed  by  no  fault  of  thdr 
own. 

De.  CAMERON:  Sir,  I  shall  not 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  lot 
more  than  a  few  minutes  with  the  few  ob- 
servations I  have  to  make.  I  must  say, 
after  listening  to  the  speech  of  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland,  that  if  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  under  the  impression  that 
the  measure  he  proposes  will  be  a  settle- 
ment of  this  question  for  all  eternity,  <» 
even  for  a  few  years,  I  think  he  is  modi 
mistaken.  I  think  we  who  are  interested 
in  seeing  justice  done  in  this  matter 
should  take  all  we  can  get;  but  as  to 
regarding  the  Bill  as  a  settlement,  thai, 
I  think,  is  altogether  illusory.  In  the 
first  place,  I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther my  right  hon.  Friend  does  not  in- 
tend to  do  something  to  prevent  the 
further  appropriation  of  commons  in 
Shetland  ?  There  is  no  reference  in  the 
Bill  to  that  subject,  although  it  is  dealt 
with  in  the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners. 
Then  with  regard  to  deer  forests.  I 
listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the  re- 
marks of  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  both  disappointmg  and 
illogical  that  both  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  should  last  year 
have  denounced  the  evil,  and  now  take 
no  steps  to  remedy  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  conduct 
of  certain  proprietors  with  regard  to 
deer  forests.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
was  owing  to  a  slip,  but  I  hope  so,  that 
he  omitted  to  tell  the  House  what  1^:19- 
lative  measures  are  to  be  taken  to  iml 
with  that  subject ;  but  I  tmst  that  be 
intends  to  take  some  steps,  and  not 
merely  to  allow  his  indignation  to  evapo- 
rate in  empty  words.  ^  it  propoeed  that 
nothing  shall  be  done  for  the  croltcn 
so  far  as  arable  land  is  ooncerDed? 
If  you  leave  them  in  their  present 
dition,  they  are  liable  to  evii:tioD8» 
in  that  case  they  have  no  means  of  ~ 
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ing  themselyes.  I  should  like  to  have 
some  information  on  that  point,  as  also 
upon  others  of  f^reat  importance.  I  ask 
mj  right  hon.  Friend  what  is  intended 
to  be  done  about  the  right  to  notice, 
and  in  the  matter  of  arrears?    And  I 

goint  out  that  the  whole  of  the  subjects 
ave  been  fully  touched  upon  in  the 
Heport  of  the  Hoyal  Commissioners. 
Then,  again,  there  is  the  case  of  the 
cottars.  The  Beport  contains  a  number 
of  suggestions  for  the  benefit  of  the 
cottars,  and  I  have  not  heard  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  that  one  suggestion  for  their 
benefit  has  been  adopted.  Sir,  I  ima- 
gine that  the  discontent  in  the  High- 
lands can  never  be  removed  until  the 
case  of  the  cottars  is,  to  some  extent, 
grappled  with  in  the  same  way  as  that 
of  ike  crofters.  Then  there  is  another 
matter  quite  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill,  and  which  seems  to  have  received 
no  attention — that  is  the  improvement 
of  communications.  The  Beport  of  the 
Commission  contained  numerous  refer- 
ences to  instances  in  which  crofters  are 
compelled  to  pay  high  rates  for  the 
maintenance  of  roads,  when  they  live, 

r>rhaps,  20  mil^s  from  the  roads.  This, 
say,  is  a  point  which,  in  any  Bill  en- 
titled to  be  regarded  as  an  efiUcient  mea- 
sure, must  be  dealt  with.  Then  I  must 
remind  the  House  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  told  us  nothing  about  the 
right  to  heather,  sea-ware,  and  things  of 
that  sort,  which  are  required  by  the  people 
of  these  districts.  I  should  be  very  glad 
also  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  will  give  us  some  information 
as  to  when  it  is  proposed  to  go  on  with 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Of 
course,  we  shall  have  Notice  of  that; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  would  say  that 
our  experience  is  not  favourable  to  the 
postponement  of  the  second  reading 
stage  of  such  Bills;  and,  therefore,  I 
trust  that  the  period  of  delay  which  will 
elapse  before  the  second  reading  is 
taken  will  not  be  so  long  as  to  jeopar- 
dize the  tardy  instalment  of  relief  which 
the  Bill  offers,  and  which,  in  a  very 
much  improved  and  extended  form,  we 
hope  soon  to  see  on  the  Statute  Book. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  Sir,  I 
am  sure  that  all  hon.  Members  have 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  sym- 

Sathetio  terms  in  which  the  right  hon. 
fentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 


described  the  great  evil  with  which  he 
proposed  to  cope  in  the  measure  now 
before  the  House.  I  also  acknowledge 
the  great  difficulties  which  surround  this 
question,  and  the  very  great  difficulty  of 
dealing  with  it.  At  the  same  time,  I 
am  compelled  to  express  my  opinion, 
in  common  with  other  hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken  on  the  question,  that  the 
remedies  suggested  in  the  Bill  are 
hedged  around  with  so  many  limitations 
that  I  fear  that  it  will  have  compara- 
tively little  effect.  -But,  Sir,  I  will  not 
go  into  details  at  the  present  moment. 
There  is  only  one  question  to  which  I 
will  refer.  I  gather  from  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  not 
proposed  that  any  public  money  should 
be  given  in  order  to  remedy  the  great 
evils  which  he  has  depicted.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  there  is  no  more 
reason  why  public  money  should  be  given 
to  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  than  to  any 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I 
am  under  the  impression,  however,  that 
large  sums  of  money  have  been  given  in 
aid  of  various  parts  of  the  country ;  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  schemes  are  in  the 
air  in  connection  with  which,  so  it  is 
said,  large  sums  of  money  are  to  be 
asked  for  for  the  purpose  of  getting  over 
difficulties  in  Ireland.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  have  tried  to  press  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  they  should 
make  new  demands  upon  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country ;  and  I  will  only  say  now 
that  if  we  are  to  be  called  upon  to  assist 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  out  of  the  public 
funds,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  people  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland 
are  in  no  less  need  of  assistance,  and 
that  I  hope  their  claim  in  this  respect 
will  have  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Db.  CLAEK  :  Sir,  I  desire  to  express 
my  thanks  for  the  tone  of  sympathy  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  has  spoken  with 
regard  to  the  crofter  population.  I  think 
that  the  principles  which  underlie  the 
Bill  will  solve  the  land  questions,  if  they 
are  carried  out  as  they  ought  to  be.  The 
Bill  contains  all  the  principles  which 
those  who  agree  with  me  desire  to  see 
carried  out.  If  we  get  a  fair  rent  fixed 
by  a  competent  tribunal,  we  shall  be 
satisfied  so  far  as  that  question  is  con- 
cerned. If  we  can  secure  a  durable 
tenure,  compensation  to  tenants  for  im- 
provements, and  more  land  for  the  people 
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— if  all  these  principles  are  fairly  carried 
out,  then  I  saj  that  this  measure  will  go 
a  long  way  to  solve  the  Highland  diffi- 
culty. But  I  do  not  think  that  the  Bill 
goes  far  enough  in  its  proyisions  to  carry 
out  these  principles.  The  restrictions  it 
places  on  the  action  of  the  crofter  are 
very  unwise ;  they  will  even  prevent  him 
improving  his  dwelling-house.  What  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  ought  to  do  is 
to  stimulate  the  crofters  to  improve  their 
homes  by  erecting  new  dwellings,  and 
induce  them  to  give  up  their  old  black 
houses  in  favour  of  more  modem  white 
ones.  Every  inducement  ought  to  be 
given  the  crofters  to  improve  their 
dwellings.  This  is  a  very  important 
question  ;  and  although  I  do  not  intend 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  to- 
night, I  desire  to  give  an  idea  of 
the  way  in  which  the  present  system 
works.  I  was  in  the  Island  of  Arran  four 
years  ago,  and  I  lived  with  a  crofter 
who  had  torn  down  his  black  house  and 
erected  a  comfortable  white  building 
with  windows  in  it.  He  had  a  lease 
from  the  landlord,  who  was  a  certain 
noble  Duke,  and  while  I  was  there  his 
lease  expired  and  his  rent  was  raised 
from  £18  to  £80  a-year,  which  was  the 
result  of  his  having  improved  his  house. 
Fortunately,  however,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  has  a  paper 
which  is  very  largely  circulated  in  the 
district  I  refer  to,  and  its  influence  pre- 
vented the  full  raising  of  the  rent  from 
being  carried  into  effect.  I  am  sure, 
however,  that  the  poor  man  would  not 
have  been  able  to  get  £18  out  of  his 
joroft  that  year,  for  the  deer  of  the  noble 
Duke,  his  landlord,  had  come  down  and 
eaten  nearly  all  his  crops.  I  have  said 
that  there  are  four  principles  in  this 
Bill  which  will  go  far  to  solve  this 
question;  but  we  expected  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  to  have  gone  much 
further  than  we  have  had  explained  to- 
night. The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  told  his  constituents  during 
the  Election  that  the  next  Crofters*  Bill 
would  be  a  much  more  Hadical  measure 
than  that  introduced  last  year ;  but  it  is 
simply  the  old' Bill  over  again,  plus  the 
compulsory  leasing  of  pasture  land.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman — one  of  the  Mem- 
bers from  Birmingham — (Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain) also  told  us  that  this  Bill  would 
be  much  more  drastic  than  the  old  one ; 
but  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  more  drastic. 

I>r.  Clark 


The  other  measure  was  drastic  enough 
if  it  had  been  carried  through  log^tcally ; 
and  the  Scotch  crofters  will  not  be  satis- 
fled  with  less  than  has  been  given  to  ih% 
Irish  cottiers.  If  the  Government  is  not 
prepared  to  give  an  increase  of  arable 
land  as  well  as  pasture  land,  there  is  no 
use  in  dealing  with  the  question  at 
all.  The  "  three  F.'s  "  will  not  settle  it ; 
even  to  give  the  crofters  their  present 
holdings  free  from  both  rents  and  taxes — 
even  then  they  will  not  solve  this  High- 
land question.  The  crofters  have  not 
forgotten  their  rights,  as  the  farmers 
of  England  and  of  the  Lothians  have 
done ;  but  they  believe  that  they  have 
been  defrauded  of  their  rights,  and 
they  will  not  be  satisfied  until  they 
have  regained  them.  I  must  say  that 
I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  sympathy  wlSeh 
he  has  expressed  towards  these  poor 
crofters ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say, 
also,  that  what  he  has  given  witii  one 
hand  he  has  taken  away  with  the  other, 
and  that  is  a  proceeding  which  the  haid- 
headed  crofter  will  be  well  able  to  see 
through,  and  will  refuse  to  accept  as  a 
settlement. 

Mb.  H.  G.  BEID  :  I  should  not  have 
ventured  at  this  late  hour  to  detain 
the  House  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
challenge  thrown  out  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  said  that  no  one  personally 
acquainted  with  the  facts  could  aceepc 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Qea- 
tleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  insinuated 
that  his  statements  were  based  on  infor- 
mation received  from  tainted  sonzcestsaid 
on  superficial  observation.  Allow  me,  as 
representing  a  g^eat  industrial  conslita- 
ency  in  the  Midlands,  and  as  one  who 
has  risen  from  the  ranks  of  the  Scottish 
crofters,  to  repudiate  these  insinuatiasf. 
From  early  and  bitter  experience  I  can 
testify  to  the  deplorable  condition  of  th« 
crofters,  and  the  imperative  need  that 
exists  for  finding  a  speedy  remedy.  Tk« 
speech  to  which  we  have  listened  in  sup- 
port of  the  proposed  Bill  vrill  send  a 
thrill  of  joy  through  the  hearts  (i 
thausands  in  Scotland — ^more,  perhsfs. 
from  the  spirit  it  evinces  and  the  hopM 
it  inspires  than  from  the  specific  reoM- 
dies  suggested.  I  do  not  undervakv 
these  remedies.  They  go  very  far  in  tk« 
right  direction,  and  it  may  be  poaritl* 
to  give  them  at  a  future  stage  a  widw 
scope.  The  Boyal  Commission,  to  wbiiit 
reference  has  lleen  made,  adnittod  that 
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in  tlie  North  of  Scotland  an  ''economic 
crisis  "  has  been  reached.    The  time  has 
come  when  the  grievances  must  be  dealt 
with  in  a  thorough  and  practical  form. 
Thej  are  the  upgrowth  of  generations 
of  misgovernment  and  oppression.      I 
shall   not   go   so  far   back  as  an  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  begin  with  our 
venerable   ancestor,   Adam;   but,  were 
this  the  time  or  occasion,  I  could  tell 
how  my  ancestors,  like  thousands  more, 
were  within  the  past  generation  driven 
from  their  homes  ;  how,  when  returning 
from  church  or  from  market,  they  found 
their  dwellings  unroofed  and  their  bed- 
ding in  flames ;  how  they  were  driven 
out   to   people    and    make   prosperous 
Upper  Canada   and  other  distant  do- 
mains.     Someone  whispers   that  their 
leaving    was     for    their    own     good. 
[••  Hear,  hear ! "]    I  readily  admit  that 
the  change  was  for  their  own  good,  and 
for  the  good  of  their  adopted  country ; 
but  that  is  certainly  no  excuse  for  the 
system  under  which  they  were  expatri- 
ated, to  the  serious  detriment  of  their 
native  land.     And  as  to  the  complaint 
uttered  by  an  hon.  Member  opposite, 
that  the  crofters  are  reluctant  to  emi- 
grate, let  me  just  ask — Who  peopled 
Upper  Oanada  ?    I  regret  that  the  G-o- 
vernment  Bill  is  not  more  comprehen- 
sible in  its  scope,  and  that  the  discussion 
seems  to  imply  that  the  only  people  who 
are  suffering  in  Scotland  are  the  High- 
land   crofters.      I    am    intimately  ac- 
quainted  with   the  Lowlands,  and,  if 
tune  permitted,  I  could  show  that  the 
suffering  there  is  equally  severe,  and  in 
some  respects  more  harassing  and  hope- 
less than  in  the  Highlands.    The  small 
holders  in  the  Lowlands  are,   for  the 
most    part,    imder    ID    years'    leases. 
During    past   years    rents    have    been 
increased,  and  to-day  there  are  multi- 
tudes being  subjected  to   a  process  of 
eviction  as  cruel  and  exacting  as  that 
which  exists  in  the  Highlands.    Behind 
with  the  rents,   which  they  are  unable 
to  pay,  their  stock  and  furniture   are 
being  sold  off,  and  they  themselves  re- 
duced to  the  point  of  starvation,  whilst 
remorselessly  bound   by  the  terms   of 
their  leases.      Something,  I  trust,  will 
yet  be  done  for   them — something  to 
rescue  an   industrious  and  honest  and 
long-suffering  race  from  the  worst  form 
of  extermination.    Let  us,  then,  accept 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  in  the 
generous  spirit  in  which  they  are  made. 


They  assert  and  embody  the  fundamen- 
tal pi*inciple  that  justice  must  be  done 
to  this  class — that  fixity  of  tenure,  fairly- 
adjusted  rents,  compensation  for  im- 
provements, and  extended  holdings, 
shall  be  conceded ;  and  when  the  Bill 
comes  before  us,  let  us  wisely  and  firmly 
try  to  amend  and  extend  it,  so  as  to 
render  it  as  largely  beneficial  as  pos- 
sible. 

Dr.  R.  M*D0NALD:  Like  the  rest 
of  my  hon.  Friends,  I  am  very  pleased 
that  the  Bill  goes  so  far — that  is,  if  the 
principles  it  contains  are  carried  out  to 
their  logical  conclusion,  which  is  not  the 
case  at  present.  In  my  opinion,  half-a- 
loaf  is  better  than  no  bread  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  prepared  to  accept  the  mea- 
sure which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
introduced ;  but  I  hope  it  will  bo  ex- 
tended to  some  extent  in  Committee. 
We  have  been  asked  why  was  emigra- 
tion not  going  on  ?  Well,  we  know  that 
it  has  been  the  policy  of  the  landlords 
for  somo  time  past  to  emigrate  the 
people  away  from  the  Highlands.  We 
know  that  the  landlords  feel  that  the 
only  way  to  make  the  Highlands  pay  is 
by  turning  them  into  deer  forests  and 
clearing  the  crofters  away  altogether; 
but  I  hope  that  we  shall  hear  nothing 
more  of  that  now.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Highlands  are  very  thinly  populated 
at  present,  and  it  will  be  time  to  talk 
about  emigration  when  we  have  pro- 
perly populated  them.  There  is  one 
point  in  the  Bill  which  I  am  pleased  to 
see,'and  that  is  that  we  are  not  going 
to  have  the  land  bought  up  from  the 
landlords;  and  I  hope  that  we  shall 
never  see  anything  more  of  that  sort, 
and  that  the  same  principle  will  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Sister  Isle.  We  have  a 
right  to  make  them  let  the  land  at  a 
reasonable  rent ;  but  we  have  no  right 
to  make  them  sell  out,  and  purchase  their 
property  out  of  the  rates  of  our  country. 
There  is  one  other  matter  to  which  I 
should  like  to  call  attention,  and  which 
I  consider  to  be  one  of  the  great  blots  on 
the  Bill,  and  that  is  the  question  of 
arable  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  put  a  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  to  extend  the  arable 
land  which  the  crofters  had,  because 
they  had  it  all  already;  but  I  beg  to 
challenge  that  statement,  because  it  is 
well  known  that  the  arable  land  is 
mostly  in  the  hands  of  the  large  far- 
mers.   What  is  the  good,  thereforei  of 
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giving  the  crofters  a  bare  hill  side?  Un- 
less we  give  the  crofters  the  power  of 
enlarging  their  one  or  two  acres  of 
arable  land,  no  good  whatever  will  be 
done.  That,  in  my  mind,  is  the  greatest 
point  in  connection  with  the  Bill.  And 
why  should  we  not  extend  the  power  of 
acquiring  arable  land  ?  Why  carry  out 
a  principle  in  regard  to  one  sort  of  land 
and  not  another?  I  hope  that  this 
matter  will  be  reconsidered ;  and  I  hope 
that  no  one  knowing  the  Highlands  will 
say  again  that  the  crofters  already  hold 
the  greater  portion  of  the  arable  land. 
Whenever  we  see  good  arable  land  in  the 
Highlands  we  find  that  it  is  mostly  in 
the  possession  of  the  large  farmers ;  and 
unless  means  are  taken  to  increase  that 
in  the  possession  of  the  small  crofters, 
the  Bill  will  not  go  as  far  as  it  should 
do.  We  have  been  told,  also,  that  gen- 
tlemen having  deer  forests  spend  a  large 
amount  of  money  among  the  people. 
Well,  that  is  all  very  well;  but  we 
who  know  the  Highland  mountains 
know  that  that  is  not  so.  When  they 
do  spend  money  they  spend  it  for  their 
own  purposes,  and  amongst  their  own 
people,  who  are  amongst  the  most  de- 
moralized portion  of  the  whole  of  our 
Highland  population.  I  am  very  pleased 
also  that  there  are  no  proposals  in  the 
Bill  in  regard  to  game,  because  I  think 
that  every  man  ought  to  have  the  right 
to  shoot  what  game  he  can.  I  am  glad, 
moreover,  to  see  the  provisions  as  to 
fishing ;  but  there  is  another  point  in 
connection  with  fishing  which  the  Go- 
vernment must  consider,  and  that  is  with 
reference  to  the  construction  of  suitable 
harbours.  The  crofters  must  have  more 
piers  and  harbours,  or  they  cannot  carry 
on  the  fishing  industry  satisfactorily. 
At  present  they  cannot  use  large  boats, 
because  they  cannot  get  them  up  out  of 
the  sea ;  and  in  bad  weather  they  can 
do  nothing  with  the  small  boats  at  their 
disposal,  because  there  is  every  chance 
of  their  getting  drowned.  Another 
point  is  this — that  the  Government 
should  make  some  provision  for  giving 
these  people  money  to  enable  them  to 
stock  tneir  farms,  for  what  is  the  good 
of  giving  them  land  if  they  have  no 
stock  to  put  on  it  ?  The  Government 
lend  money  to  promote  the  fisheries  in- 
dustry, but  they  do  not  do  so  to  promote 
the  bettor  cultivation  of  the  land ;  and 
I  think  this  is  a  point  which  might  well 
be  considered  at  some  future  period. 

Lr,  R.  JPDonald 


Sir  DONALD  CUMtlE:  I  think 
that  the  scope  of  the  Bill  might  very  well 
be  extended  to  other  parts  of  Scotland, 
and  I  hope,  at  least,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  consent  to  make  its  pro- 
visions embrace  Perthshire. 

Mb.  PIOTON:  There  is  only  one 
point  which  I  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tion to ;  but  I  cannot  help  expresdng 
my  pleasure  at  hearine  the  words  of 
sympathy  which  the  right  hon.  Gende- 
man  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  spoke  in  regard 
to  the  crofters.  I  could  not  help  wish- 
ing, when  I  heard  him  express  his  in- 
dignation in  regard  to  deer  forests,  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  came  up  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  indignatioo. 
The  point  to  which  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion, however,  is  the  possibility,  or  more 
than  possibility,  of  extensive  evictions. 
Nothing  has  been  said  as  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
grievance  which  may  arise  on  thia  score. 
Possibly  the  matter  does  not  properij 
arise  on  this  Bill,  yet  it  may  be  that 
this  Bill  will  do  incalculable  miscbiel 
It  must  certainly  tend  to  increase  the 
evictions,  because,  in  view  of  its  passing. 
the  landlords  may  endeavour  to  get  rid 
of  what  they  will  call  a  troubleeosne 
class  as  soon  as  possible. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON:  I  wish  to 
extend  the  right  hand  of  fellowship  to 
the  very  excellent  measure  which  has 
just  been  brought  in,  which  I  think 
carries  out  many  of  the  best  principles 
of  agricultural  legislation.  X  thmk, 
however,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  tha 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan' 
should  give  a  favourable  ear  to  tht 
Bill  which  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  are 
going  to  bring  in,  which  meets  a  great 
many  of  those  points  which  hare  bees 
mentioned  by  hon.  Members  in  this  dis- 
cussion.  In  regard  to  what  has  falln 
from  my  hon.  Friend,  who  pointed  out 
that  the  Bill  might  be  maae  to  applv 
very  much  more  widely  than  it  did,  1 
wish  to  point  out  that  in  Aberdeenshir', 
which  I  represent,  there  are  a  gvMS 
many  small  holdings,  and  I  hope  tha: 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  will  be  ex- 
tended to  that  county. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  In  reply  to  the  qnestaoi 
which  has  been  put  to  me  by  the  boa. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron^  a> 
to  whether  the  Bill  will  apply  to  8bM 
land  or  not,  I  have  to  say  that  that  wtl^ 
depend  upon  whether  the  croften*  rig^' 
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of  grazing  tbere  will  be  covered  by  tbe 
Bill.    I  do  not  know  tbe  particulars  of 
that  case;  but  my  bon.  Friend  can  draw 
bis  own  conclusion  from  wbat  I  have 
said.  In  regard  to  arable  land,  it  appears 
to  us  that  tbere  would  be  great  difficulty 
in  allowing  extensions  of  arable  land  in 
one  part  of  tbe  country  and  not  in  others. 
Tbe  reason,  of  our  dealing  with  pasture 
land  is  that  the  deprivation  of  pasture 
has  been  a  serious  inconvenience  to  tbe 
crofters,  because   they  have  not  been 
able  to  keep  cattle  or  sheep ;  but  now 
they  will  be  in  a  position  to  do  so.    But 
that  matter  has  been  fully  explained  by 
my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan).  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  notice,  that  matter 
has  not  escaped  the  attention  of  the  G-o- 
vemment,  and  we  have,  in  Clause  3  of 
tbe  Bill,  given  a  greater  length  of  time 
during  which  the  arrears  are  not  to  con- 
stitute a  gpround  of  removal  from  the 
farm.     The  provisions  as  to  security  of 
tenure  will  apply  to  tenants  of  arable 
land  as  well  as  to  tenants  of  other  kinds 
of  land.     The  question  of  arrears,  of 
course,   raises  an    enormous  question, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  Orofters'  Com- 
mission have  suggested  any  legislation 
on    that    point.     With    regard  to  the 
cottar,  we  propose  to  deal  with  him  very 
much  in  the  same  way  as  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year.     I  have  had  very  many  cases 
of  hardship  brought  under  my  notice  in 
some  of  the  Highlands,  of  the  people 
being  obliged  to  pay  a  road  rate,  when 
in  some  cases  there  is  nothing  in  the 
nature  of  a  road  within  three  miles  of 
their  holdings;   but  I  am  afraid  that 
that  question  does  not  come  within  the 
soope  of  this  Bill.     It  is  an  incidental 
question  which  really  falls  under  the 
heading  of  road  administration.    There 
are  no  advantages  derived  by  any  re- 
sident from  a  main  road  such  as  there 
are  from  such  roads  as  a  rate  will  enable 
to  be  made.     Still,  a  person  who  is  made 
to  pay  without  any  advantage  from  the 
rate  will  feel  the  hardship.    With  re- 
g^ard  to  sea-ware,  no   doubt  there  are 
some  provisions  or  recommendations  it 
is  difficult  to  work  out  by  legislation ; 
but  I  should  hope,  as  time  passes,  that 
there  will  be  fair  tolerance  on  the  part 
of  proprietors  to  allow  sea-ware  to  be 
used.    Another  point  was  referred  to  by 
the  bon.   Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  who  said  there  was 
no  provision  for  fldieries.    There  is  pro- 


vision for  certain  money  being  devoted 
to  fisheries,  and  all  who  have  studied 
this  question  look  to  that  as  one  of  the 
greatest  sources  of  amelioration  for  the 
crofter  population.  Then  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Caithness  (Dr.  Olark)  rather 
lamented  that  there  was  no  adequate 
inducement  to  the  crofter  to  give  up  his 
bad  house  and  build  a  better.  WeU,  we 
think  we  have  given  a  very  material  in- 
ducement on  that  question,  because  we 
have  provided,  in  a  scheme  much  more 
liberal  than  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act,  that  a  crofter,  when  he  removes, 
shall  be  entitled  to  fair  compensation 
for  what  he  has  built  on  his  holding, 
always  subject  to  the  reasonable  provi- 
sion that  it  shall  be  suitable  to  the  hold- 
ing. I  do  not  think  he  is  likely  to  be 
too  extravagant  in  this  matter.  When 
we  propose  to  provide  here  that  without 
any  antecedent  notice  to  the  landlord,  or 
subsequent  consent,  there  shall  be  fair 
compensation  given,  that  does  seem  the 
most  practical  inducement  that  you  can 
give  to  any  man  to  build  the  best  kind 
of  house  that  his  money  will  enable  him 
to  build.  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  will 
prove  a  great  amelioration  of  the  charac- 
ter of  the  dwellings  inhabited  by  this 
class  of  the  population.  Something  was 
said  about  comparison  with  the  Irish 
Land  Act ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
there  are  some  things  which  will  be 
given  by  this  Bill  which  have  never 
been  given  in  Ireland.  The  tenure  will 
be  a  more  enduring  one,  and  the  provi- 
sion for  enlargement  of  pasture  is  more 
extensive  than  anything  which  has  ever 
been  suggested  for  Ireland.  Some- 
thing was  said  about  allotments,  by 
way  of  reference  to  the  cottage  provi- 
sions of  the  recent  Irish  legislation ;  but 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  were 
only  provisions  to  g^ve  half-acres  as  ad- 
joining a  house.  There  was  no  provi- 
sion for  makinff  farms  for  anyone; 
therefore,  it  will  oe  found,  on  reflection, 
that  there  has  been  no  want  of  regard 
to  small  interests  in  Scotland  as  com- 
pared with  Ireland.  One  remark  was 
made  in  regard  to  harbours.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  all  who  know  the  Islands 
will  be  desirous  of  seeing  better  har- 
bours made  in  numerous  places,  because 
it  is  generally  known  that  one  of  the 
great  difficulties  of  proseoutine  Ashing 
successfully  is  that  the  existing  harbours 
cannot  be  used  by  the  boats  on  account 
of  insufficient  depth  of   water.      The 
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boats  have  to  be  drawn  up  on  the  beaoh, 
and,  of  course,  a  boat  that  can  be  used 
in  that  way  is  not  one  that  can  with- 
stand rough  weather  and  proceed  with 
safety  to  the  more  distant  fishing 
grounds.  The  Piers  and  Harbours 
Committee,  on  tho  testimony  they  re- 
ceived, thought  that  money  should  not 
be  spent  by  way  of  advance  for  harbours 
that  are  ol  mere  local  importance — that 
unless  they  are  of  national  importance 
advances  should  not  be  made.  No 
doubt,  however,  there  are  provisions  by 
which  it  is  possible  to  obtain  loans  for 
these  local  harbours;  but  then,  of  course, 
the  main  diflBLculty  in  many  of  the  Is- 
lands and  Highlands  would  be  to  find 
persons  to  take  on  themselves  the  lia- 
bility for  the  expenditure.  That  matter, 
however,  has  not  been  overlooked,  be- 
cause within  the  last  few  years  we  have 
made  some  provision  under  which  one 
harbour  at  least  has  been  made,  the 
surplus  of  the  herring  fishing  brand  fees 
having  been  taken  in  towards  the  ex- 
pense. I  should  rejoice  if  any  other 
funds  were  put  at  the  disposal  of  those 
concerned  in  this  matter  in  Scotland.  I 
do  not  think  at  present  it  is  possible  to 
do  any  more  than  take  these  herring 
brand  fees ;  there  has  not  appeared  any 
disposition  that  any  more  should  be 
done.  I  do  not  think  any  other  points 
were  referred  to  by  way  of  question.  I 
am  not  going  into  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  which,  when  it  is  before  hon.  Meili- 
bers,  they  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
studying  for  themselves.  Something 
has  been  said  as  to  when  it  will  be  pos- 
sible to  take  the  second  reading.  It 
will  be  a  day  or  two  before  it  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members ;  therefore,  pro- 
bably it  will  be  to  the  convenience  of  the 
House  that  it  should  be  read  a  second 
time  about  10  days  bence. 

Me.  ERASER-MACKINTOSH:  Will 
it  be  put  down  as  the  first  Order  of  the 
Day? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BAiiFoxm) :  I  sball  only  be  too  glad  to 
get  as  good  a  place  as  possible  for  the 
second  reading  among  the  Orders. 

The  Marquess  of  STAFFORD:  I 
desire  to  explain  that  the  Local  Authority 
referred  to  in  the  Bill  I  bave  introduced 
is  meant  to  be  the  Local  Authority  to  be 
appointed  under  the  Local  Government 
scheme,  and  not  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply.  With  reference  to  the  question 
of  keeping  deer,  my  intention  is  that 

Th^  Lord  Advocate 


everyone  who  has  a  deer  forest  riiovld 
fence  it  properly  so  as  to  prevent  tb« 
deer  trespassing.  I  am  glad  the  Go- 
vernment are  going  to  help  these  people 
in  regard  to  fishing,  as  I  am  sure  anat- 
ance  granted  in  that  direction  will  be 
one  of  the  most  important  amelioratioiu 
possible. 

Mb.  M'CULLOCH  :  I  am  very  glad 
to  be  able  to  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  SooUasd 
on  the  spirit  whicb  has  pervaded  the 
introduction  of  this  measure.  Bat  tk« 
Bill  is  by  no  means  clear  of  defects.  I 
think  tbere  is  a  want  of  scope  in  localitT, 
and  in  some  other  of  the  proviaioas 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  indicated — 
for  instance,  in  the  distinction  drawn 
between  arable  and  pasture  land ;  but 
I  will  say  that  he  laid  down  a  principle 
which  this  House  cannot  too  widely  ea- 
dorse — ^namely,  that  it  is  impolitic  to  take 
public  money  for  the  purpose  of  bajiag 
land  for  any  section  of  the  community. 
That  is,  I  think,  to  more  advanced  Iibe> 
rals  tbe  most  valuable  of  principles  Uiat 
have  been  held  by  this  House.  There 
was  one  proposition,  however,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the  House 
to  affirm,  to  which,  on  my  part,  I  can  give 
no  assent — that  the  landlords  in  8oot- 
land  have  in  all  eases  been  considerate 
and  wise.  I  maintain  that  the  reats 
have  been  screwed  up  by  leg^maohiaery, 
and  that  they  have  had,  by  the  verj  na* 
ture  of  the  land  itself,  a  monopoly.  The 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  is  now  put  in,  and 
I  think  some  of  the  prinoiplee  of  teoaat 
right  will  have  to  be  extended  to  ererr 
section  of  tenants  in  Scotland.  Why? 
Because  the  rents  now  are  sach  that 
the  tenants  cannot  pay  them  out  of 
the  surplus  after  the  charge  of  pro- 
duction have  been  met.  A  remissioa  of 
rents  is,  consequently,  as  necessary  to 
large  tenants  as  to  the  crofters;  and 
at  the  proper  time  I  shall  mawm  aa 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  saiae 
principle  which  is  applicable  to  the 
crofters  should  be  extended  to  those  who 
have,  in  consequence  of  laws  unjnsl 
impolitic,  been  forced  into  paying 
than  the  natural  rent  of  the  land,  and 
into  positions  which  are  just  as  full  d 
vicissitudes  as  that  of  the  crofters.  Whca 
this  measure  is  again  brought  npy  I 
think  we  should  go  forthw  ana  de 
something  for  those  who  have  eatstvd 
into  long  leases  imder  droumstaaies 
that  do  not  at  this  moment  ooBtmiML   I 
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LUNACY  (VACATING  OF  SEATS)  BILL. 
(Dr,  Cameron y  Mr,  Charles  Eussell^  Mr,  Puletton, 
Mr,  William  Corbet,) 

[bill  85.]      COMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

De.  CAMERON:  I  move  that  the 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.  I 
simply  want  to  get  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  and  propose  at  once  to  move  to 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — 
{Dr,  Cameron,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday  next. 

MOTIONS. 
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say,  again,  that  the  landlords  of  Scot- 
land have  not,  in  their  relations  to  the 
larger  tenants,  as  well  as  to  the  smaller, 
been  wise  and  considerate. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  :  Be- 
fore you  put  the  Question  from  the 
Ohair,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  say 
one  word.  I  should  have  liked,  had  it 
been  possible,  to  have  expressed  my 
opinion  on  the  Bill  like  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite ;  but  as  it  is  not  desirable 
to  protract  the  debate  further,  it  will  be 
-well  that  what  remains  to  be  said  should 
be  said  on  the  second  reading.  I  think 
"we  have  to  thank  the  right  hon.  G-entle- 
nan  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  for  a 
most  lucid  and  clear  statement ;  but  the 
very  lucidity  and  clearness  of  his  state- 
ment have  brought  out  most  forcibly  that 
^hen  we  come  to  read  the  measure  which 
has  been  prepared  by  himself  and  the 
liord  Advooate,  it  will  be  found  to  be 
different  to  a  very  great  extent  from 
the  one  that  was  before  the  House  in  the 
early  part  of  this  year.  Therefore,  it 
-will  be  desirable  to  have  it  discussed  on 
the  second  reading,  when  the  whole 
terms  of  it  will  be  before  the  House. 
I  must  say  that,  from  the  debate  which 
I  have  listened  to  with  great  interest  and 
attention  to-night,  I  think  it  desirable,  as 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  suggested,  that 
one  should  have  some  time  for  preparing 
for  the  debate  on  the  second  reading.  I 
myself  have  taken  a  great  interest  in 
this  question,  because,  having  held  the 
Office  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
holds  for  some  time,  I  was  busy  in  pre- 
paring to  meet  the  crofter  difficulty  to 
the  best  of  my  power.  But  I  have  also 
an  interest  in  it  as  being  myself  a  High- 
lander and  the  son  of  a  Highlander.  I 
do  trust,  if  it  is  possible,  by  any  means, 
that  we  shall  be  able  to  bring  to  an  end 
this  difficult  and  distressing  subject, 
which  at  present  is  disturbing  so  many 
minds.  But,  as  I  said,  I  do  not  think  it 
desirable  to  protract  this  debate  any 
longer  in  a  ramer  thin  House.  The  sub- 
ject will  have  to  be  taken  up  pretty  fully 
on  the  second  reading,  and  I  should  like 
to  reserve  what  I  have  to  say  to  that 
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occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

^iM  ordered  to  be  brought  it  by  Mr. 
Tbkvelyan,  The  Lokd  Advocate,  and 
Mr.  SouciTOB  General  for  Scotland. 

Bill  preeenieSf  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  118.] 


RIVERS  POLLUTION  (RIVER  LEA). 
HOnON  FOB  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Ohables  Russell)  :  My  object  in  giving 
Notice  of  the  Motion  which  appears  on 
the  Paper  in  my  name  was  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  existing  law  for  the  pre- 
vention of  pollution  in  rivers,  and  the 
defects  therein  with  reference  especially 
to  the  River  Lea ;  and  to  move — 

*'Thata  Solect  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  condition  of 
the  River  Lea,  and  to  make  sach  recommenda- 
tions as  may  appear  necessary." 

But  I  am  glad  to  say  it  will  not  be  neces- 
sary for  me  to  trouble  the  House  at  any 
length  upon  this  subject.  I  prepared 
this  Motion  as  a  private  Member,  and 
then  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross)  and  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
and  I  received  the  assent  of  these  right 
hon.  Ghentlemen,  who  agree  in  the  de- 
sirability of  this  Committee  being  ap- 
pointed. Similar  assent  was  g^ven  by 
the  present  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders)  and  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain), 
and,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
seeing  that  there  is  a  general  concur- 
rence as  to  the  desirability  of  the  Com- 
mittee, I  am  content  to  move  for  its  ap- 
appointment  without  further  observa- 
tions. 
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Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  rq>ort  upon  the  condition  of 
the  Riyer  Lea,  and  to  maice  inch  recommenda- 
tions as  may  appear  necessary."— {If r.  Attorney 
Otn$ral.) 

Mb.  SOLATEE-BGOTH  :  It  would 
be  ungracious  and  unreasonable  to  com- 
plain of  the  statement  of  the  Attorney 
General  being  short  and  unsatisfactorj. 
At  the  same  time,  I  would  venture  to  re- 
mark that,  according  to  my  experience, 
the  duties  of  a  Select  Committee  on  a 
particular  subject  are  facilitated  rery 
much  if  something  like  guidance  and 
light  is  giyen  to  them  in  the  discussion 
accompanying  the  Motion  for  their  ap- 
pointment. This  appointment  is  in  con- 
nection with  the  Biver  Lea.  I  should 
like  very  well  to  see  the  provisions  of 
the  Hivers  Pollution  Prevention  Act 
examined  by  a  Committee,  especially 
in  connection  with  such  an  important 
matter  as  it  proposed  to  refer  to  this 
Committee.  However,  at  present,  I  only 
wish  to  guard  myself  in  this  way  by 
saying  that  whenever  asubject  is  brought 
before  a  Select  Committee  without  any 
particular  guidance  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  there  is  apt  to  be  a  little  con- 
fusion or  delay,  and  perhaps  some  un- 
satisfactory result,  which  might  have 
been  prevented  by  more  full  and  com- 
plete discussion. 

Sir  lewis  PELLY  :  I  would  ven- 
ture to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  for 
one  moment  on  this  subject.  I  submit 
that  it  is  most  desirable  that  this  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed.  I  repre- 
sent the  Division  of  Hackney  through 
which  the  Eiver  Lea  takes  part  of  its 
course,  and  I  have  been  communicated 
with  by  my  constituents  on  the  subject 
of  the  condition  of  the  stream.  I  also 
have  had  the  honour  of  presenting  a 
Petition  on  the  subject. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  general  (Mr. 
Ohables  Bussell)  :  I  wish  to  say,  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Solater-Booth),  that  I  am  obliged  to  him 
for  not  being  hard  on  me  for  my  reti- 
cence, as  the  Motion  was  unopposed. 
I  desired  to  eaye  the  House  the  trouble 
of  listening  to  a  statement  hardly  neces- 
sary under  the  circumstances.  I  trust 
that  this  Committee  may  have  the  bene- 
fit of  the  services  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  took  such  an  important  part 
in  the  legislation  on  the  subject,  and  in 
connection  with  the  Bill  of  1876.    Any- 


<me  with  expedeiMe  of  the  workng  af 
the  existing  law  and  of  the  oonditieB  cf 
the  Biver  Lea,  must  see  tiiat  tibe  law 
requires  considerable  amendmeni. 

Mb.  HASTINGS  :  It  is  rmthor 
tunate  that  the  subject  actoaUy 
to  this  Committee  is  so  reetrieted.  I  la 
aware  that  the  Biver  Lea  is  iBafaftl 
condition,  and  that  it  is  mgoat  thai 
something  should  be  done ;  b«t  I  tkisk 
there  are  other  rivers  which  reqwire  td 
have  something  done  to  theou  Tkt 
riyer  that  flows  through  my  own 
— ^the  Biver  Severn — ^is  b^n^  more 
more  polluted  ev^y  year  by  tlie  asMwit 
of  sewage  poured  into  it.  It  soeau  to 
me,  therefore,  that  the  Committee  bIiobU 
not  be  entirely  restricted  to  the  Lea. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sdattf- 
Booth)  must  be  well  aware  that  whik 
the  Act,  the  passage  of  whidi.  he  faeiE- 
tated,  is  excell^it,  so  far  as  its  pioiiBiw.i 
go,  there  is  this  greatdeleet  in  tibe  state 
of  the  law — that  it  is  exeeedin^y  dx&- 
cult  to  put  it  in  force.  What  is  waaled 
is  something  to  enable  the  law  to  be  p«t 
in  force,  and  if  the  hon.  and 
Gentleman  (the  Attorney  General) 
be  able  to  throw  some  light 
question,  so  iai  as  all  rivers  are  e 
cerned,  I,  for  one,  should  be  g^ad. 

Motion  •grmi  to. 

KATIOKJJ.  FBOYIDERT   TKSUtLkMCL. 

Select  Committee  mppoimtsd,  **  to 
the  best  system  of  Katloiud  Prorideet 
against  Paaperism." — (^>  MfHtri 

EDUCATIOKAI.  E^fDOWMSZOS. 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Committae  « 
cational  Endowments  do  oonsist  of 
Members  : — Committee  mtminmttd  oC. — '. 
G.  Allxm ,  Mr.  L.   L.  ConDr,  Mr.  Jms 
LDTGS,  Mr.  CoiBXS-HAmoT,  Mr. 
J.  £.  Ellis,  Lord  Fkamcis  HsmTsr,  Mr. 
LKT  Hill,  Sir  Heickt  Holland,  Mr. 
WORTH,  Mr.  CocKTsnr  Kjcnrr,    Mr, 
LTKB,  Mr.  C.  S.  Paxkkb,  Sir  Ltoot 
Mr.  F.  S.  PowBLL,  Mr.  SrAnorm, 
G.  Talbot,  with  power  to 
pai>er8,  and  records. 

Ordered^  That  Fire  be  the 
PUuf€ir,) 


Mr.K 


Vatatw mhi  Ci 


WATSRWOBKS  (EATOre) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Genld  Balfov; 
amend  the  Law  relating  to 
dertakings   belonging   to    Local 
crdertd  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr. 
four,   Mr.   Dodds,    Mr.    Coddingtmi,    Sir   H. 
Boecoe,  Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr. 
]^11  |Pr»«eiiM,  and  read  the  fixst  tsM.  [Bfll  UT 


*  ?■•  "• 


Om^' 
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HOUSE     OF     L0BD8, 
FHday,  26tk  Fs^rumy,    1886. 


1CIKUT£S.}~8ei.sgt  CoxxrmB  —  Office  of 
tba  dei^  of  tlie  Ptiriuuncnta  and  Office  of 
the  Gentleman  Uiher  of  the  Black  Bod,  mp- 
pointed  and  momimmt^d. 

Ptbuc  Bnx — CMMM7t<#— Fresh  water  Fiaheriee 
(Eda)  •  (15-23). 

Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

COLONIES— nCPEBIAL  AND  COLONIAL 

DEFENCES. 
ADDBES8  TOR  BETUBH8. 

ViscouKT  8IDM0UTH,  in  rising  to 
move  for — 

**  Ketnms  of  the  nomber  of  naral  and  mili- 
tary officers  now  employed  in  the  serrice  of  the 
Colonies  by  the  permtasion  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  and  of  the  War  Office ;  of  officers 
'who  hare*  in  addition  to  the  abore,  applied  for 
permission  so  to  serre ;  of  assistance  given  to 
the  Colonial  Goremments  in  ships,  guns,  or 
other  military  stores ;  " 

and  to  ask,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  propose  to  the  Colo- 
nial Gk>Temments  any  scheme  hy  which 
the  NaTal  and  Military  Forces  of  this 
country  and  of  the  Colonies  may  he 
made  interchangeable  for  the  purposes 
of  Imperial  or  Colonial  defence,  or  hy 
which,  if  deemed  preferable,  Uie  ser- 
'vices  of  officers  and  men  may  become 
arailable  for  the  protection  of  the  Colo- 
nies and  their  commerce  without  detn- 
ment  to  their  prospects  in  the  Imperial 
X^avy  and  Army  ?  pointed  out  that  this 
3(otion  had  been  some  considerable  time 
Lefore  their  Lordships  and  the  public. 
Growing  importance  had  been  attached 
to  the  subject  every  year,  and  the  de- 
sirableness of  associating  ourselTss  with 
the  Colonies  and  they  with  us  for  the 
purposes  not  only  of  Colonial,  but  of 
nmtual  defence  had  been  g^radually  re- 
oognixed.  Any  scheme  of  this  kind  was 
calculated  to  be  beneficial,  not  only  to 
thia  country  and  the  Colonies,  but  to  the 
officers  of  both  Services  and  the  tax- 
payers as  well.  He  had  recently  made 
inquiries  as  to  the  number  of  officers  in 
both  Services  who  were  compulsorily 
retired,  and  who  had  expressed  their 
willingness  to  serve  in  the  Colonies. 
After  a  dose  investigation  he  had  found 
that  a  very  large  number  of  military  and 
naval  officers  bad  implied,  in  most  in- 

VOL.  OOCn.    [thibd  skbies.] 


staaoea  in  vain,  for  employment  in  dif- 
ferent branches  of  thePublic  Service.  The 
majority  of  these  officers  were  men  who 
were  stOl  capable  of  doing  good  service 
to  the  country  or  to  the  Colonies,  though 
they  had  been  obliged  to  resign  their 
appointments    in    consequence   of    the 
Bules  of  the  Service.     Out  of  1 1 4  officers 
who  had  applied  for  some  kind  of  work, 
the  averaee  age  was  50 ;  among  those 
who  had  been  compulsorily  retired  in 
the  Army  alone  there  were  280  officers 
of  various  ages,  ranging  from  41  to  60. 
When  the  country  considered  the  amount 
of  useful  public  work  which  could  be 
got  out  of  men  in  other    professions 
between  those  ages,  it  must  seem  absurd 
that  the  taxpayers  should  be  willing  to 
pay  these  men,  in  the  shape  of  pensions, 
for  doing  nothing — for  living  in  com- 
pulsory idleness.     At  the  present  time 
it  was  almost  impossible  for  officers  of 
the  rank  of  Major  General,   Colonel, 
Admiral,  or  Captain  of  the  Navy,   to 
obtain  employment  in  the  Civil  Services; 
but  there  was  a  large  field  of  employ- 
ment open  to  them  in  the  Colonies,  and 
there  they  were  very  largely  needed. 
The  men  were  only  willing  to  obtain 
employment ;  but  when  they  applied  at 
the  different  Offices  for  an  engagement 
they  were  told  that  they  could  not  be 
employed  because  it  was  against  public 
feeling  to  employ  men  of  their  rank, 
even  although  they  were  competent  to 
do  the  work  required.     In  that  connec- 
tion, he  would  refer  to   the  fact  that 
Sir  Cooper  Key  had  been  retired  in 
the  prime  of    life;    that  Admiral   Sir 
John  Hay  was  retired  10  years  ago — 
and,  since  his  retirement,   had   served 
his  country  in    Parliament,    when  he 
was   well  able  to  serve  it  in   another 
way  —  both    men    being    in    the   full 
vigour  of  mind  and  body ;  that  Sir  B. 
Stopford     conducted     operations    with 
great  success  at  the  age  of  73;  and  that 
Sir  W.  Parker  was  employed  in  China 
after  he  had  attained  the  age  of  60. 
At  a  time  when  the  House  of  Commons 
was  carefully  scrutinizing  the  Pension 
List,  it  was  advisable,  he  thought,  to 
point  out  that  the  Pension  List  of  the 
officers   on   retired    pay  in  the  Army 
alone  amounted  to  £  1 ,  300, 000.     Before 
the  abolition  of  purchase  that  Pension 
List  did  not  cost  the  country  more  than 
£60,000.    While  they  were  clearing  the 
list  in  order  to  promote  young  officers 
they  were  removing  able  meny  some  of 
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whom  were  more  fitted  by  experience  to 
discharge  the  duties  required  than  those 
"who  received  promotion.  He,  therefore, 
asked  the  G-overnment  whether  the  time 
had  not  come  when,  considering  the 
strong  opinion  expressed  in  many 
quarters  out-of-doors,  they  might  form 
some  real  and  tangible  scheme  which 
the  Colonists  could  accept,  and  which 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  all?  The 
opinions  he  had  expressed  were  not  the 
vague  opinions  of  the  public  outside, 
but  such  men  as  Mr.  Forster  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(the  Earl  of  Rosebery)  had  expressed 
views  to  a  similar  effect.  He  did 
not  think  a  more  patriotic  object  could 
be  urged  on  the  attention  of  the  coun- 
try, or  that  there  was  one  more  de- 
serving the  attention  of  any  Government 
which  did  not  seek  popularity,  but  which 
was  desirous  of  strengthening  the  mili- 
tary and  naval  defences  of  the  Empire. 

Address  for — 

"  Returns  of  the  number  of  naval  and  mili- 
tary officers  now  employed  in  the  service  of 
the  Colonies  by  the  permission  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  and  of  the  War  Office;  of  officers 
"who  have,  in  addition  to  the  above,  applied  for 
permission  so  to  serve  ;  of  assistance  given  to 
the  Colonial  Governments  in  ships,  guns,  or 
other  military  stores."— (TA*  Vitcount  Sid- 
mouth.) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Granville)  :  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  noble  Viscount 
as  to  the  great  interest  of  the  subject  on 
which  he  has  put  Questions.     The  sub- 

i'ect  is  one  which  applies  to  other 
)epartments  besides  that  of  the  Colonial 
Department ;  but  I  can  give  an  answer 
to  the  Questions  he  has  put.  The  Re- 
turn of  the  number  of  naval  and  military 
officers  now  employed  in  the  service  of  the 
Colonies  by  the  permission  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  can  be  given.  The  num- 
ber of  officers  who  have,  in  addition  to 
the  above,  applied  for  permission  so  to 
serve  cannot  be  given.  No  record  is  kept 
of  the  unsuccessful  applications  for  par- 
ticular vacancies.  With  regard  to  the 
assistance  given  to  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments in  ships,  guns,  or  other  military 
stores,  the  noble  Viscount  has  specified 
no  time.  It  would  be  useless  to  go  into 
ancient  history  on  this  subject  — tf.^.,  as  to 
what  was  left  in  New  Zealand  when  the 
Imperial  troops  were  finally  withdrawn 
many  years  ago.  The  Parliamentary 
Return  issued  by  the  War  Office  last  year 
(Army,  Colonies,  No.  69  of  1885)  gives 

Viscount  Sidmouth 


a  general  statement  showing  the  Army 
Expenditure  under  certain  heads  in  the 
Colonies.     With  some  limit  of  date  the 
War  Office   and  the  Admiralty  could 
supply  a  Return  of  the  amount  of  ships, 
guns,  and  stores  supplied  to  the  large 
responsible     Colonies,      distingiiiehing 
what  were  given   and  were   paid  for. 
They  are  accustomed  to  pay  for  whit 
they  want,  and  the  large  Colonial  Go- 
vernments would  object  to  applications 
informd  pauperis.     The  High  Commis- 
sioner for  Canada  and  the  Agent  Ckne 
ral  for  Victoria  have  drawn  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  sonie  of  the 
arrangements  under  which    officers  uf 
the  Army  and  Navy  are  lent  to  Colonial 
Governments.  A  Committee  was  accord 
ingly  appointed  to  consider  the  sabjec:. 
in  conference  with  the  Agents  General. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  has  be^u 
received,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeiit 
hope  shortly  to  communicate  their  viev 
to  the   Governments  interested  in  tb« 
question. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE :  I  am 
glad  this  subiect  has  been  brought  f<^- 
ward,  and  I  am  pleased  to  hear  the 
answer  given  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville),  for  there  is  no  subject  of 
more  importance  to  the  general  interests 
of  the  Empire.  There  has  been  a  recent 
opportunity  of  seeing  what  the  Coloniec 
could  do.  They  came  forward  in  a 
most  handsome  and  proper  manner,  aod 
evinced  not  only  an  excellent  spirit,  hut 
also  produced  a  very  good  result  in 
placing  their  forces  at  the  disposal  of  thr 
Crown.  I  cannot  help  thinking,  there- 
fore,  that  in  the  opinion  of  your  Lord- 
ships every  facility  should  be  givea  for 
improvement  in  that  direction  ;  and  de- 
pend upon  it  this  is  not  only  a  verr 
valuable  object  in  sentiment,  but  it  wiU 
also  be  of  immense  importance  to  us  to 
know  that  the  distant  parts  of  our  grett 
Empire  have  reliable  forces  to  enabl« 
them  to  take  care  of  themselves.  If  we 
have  large  Possessions  to  defend,  wc 
must  have  large  forces  to  undertake 
that  defence,  and  the  possession  of  soch 
a  Colonial  Force  is,  besides,  of  gn.'^ 
economical  value.  In  order  to  facilitate 
that  state  of  matters  there  is  no  dan\A 
of  the  importance  of  the  view  urged  bj 
the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Sidmontk 
It  so  happens  that  there  is  consideralue 
difficulty  in  finding  employment  for  ooo- 
pulsorily  retired  officers.  What  tb* 
Clolomes  want  is  officers.    The  OoIoQiAl 
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Forces  provide  a  good  field  for  their 
emplojmeot.  The  Colonies  have  an 
abundance  of  material  for  junior  officers; 
but  they  want  tried  and  experienced 
officers.  We  have  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  retired  officers  here  who  are  very 
efficient,  but  who,  according  to  the  Rules 
of  the  Service,  have  been  obliged  to  re 
tire.  These  officers,  I  think,  should  be 
encouraged  to  serve  the  State  in  the 
Colonies.  It  is  said  that  officers  so  em- 
ployed ought  not  to  retain  their  retired 
pay.  This  is  a  mistake,  I  think,  because 
they  have  earned  it.  You  do  not  stop 
the  retired  pay  of  officers  who  go  into 
civil  occupations  or  professions,  and  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to  stop  it 
in  cases  where  they  go  into  the  Colonial 
Service.  This  is  a  small  matter.Jbut  still 
it  is  an  important  one ;  and  I  am  sure 
the  Government  will  feel  the  force  of 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Viscount. 
I  think  the  more  intimacy  there  is  be- 
tween all  our  Services,  and  the  more  the 
Colonies  are  supported  and  encouraged 
in  that  way,  the  better  it  will  be  for  the 
interests  of  the  £mpire  at  large. 

ViscoxniT  SIDMOUTH  said,  he  should 
be  quite  content  to  accept  the  Betum  in 
its  amended  form. 

Betnm  amended,  and  afreed  to, 

SALE  OF  POISONS— LEGISLATION. 
QUZSnOV.      OBSKRYATIONS. 

Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  asked 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether, 
considering  that  a  Bill  upon  the  subject 
was  read  a  second  time  in  this  House  last 
Session  and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, it  is  their  intention  to  introduce 
this  Session  a  Bill  for  regulating  the  sale 
of  poisons?  The  noble  Earl  said,  that 
a  feeling  of  very  considerable  uneasiness 
had  existed  in  the  public  mind  for  some 
time  in  consequence  of  the  great  laxity 
of  the  regulations  prevailing  with  regard 
to  the  sede  of  poisons.  This  laxity  g^ve 
not  only  great  facilities  for  the  committal 
of  crime — murder  and  suicide — but  also, 
in  many  cases,  led  to  accidental  death. 
His  feeling  in  the  matter  had  been 
considerably  intensified  of  late  by  a  case 
of  a  very  remarkable  nature  now  before 
the  public.  All  he  intended  to  say  about 
that  ease  was,  that  it  disclosed  the  extra- 
ordinary facility  which  persons,  who 
were  absolutely  unknown  to  the  ven- 
dofSy  had  flor  obtaining  the  most  deadly 
potfloas.    Bib  noble  Friend  (Lord  Car* 


lingford)  introduced  a  Bill  on  this  sub- 
ject last  Session,  and  after  Petitions  had 
been  received  from  nearly  every  town  in 
England  prajing  their  Lordships  either 
to  reject  the  measure  or  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  he  agreed  to  adopt  the 
latter  course.  For  some  reason  or  other 
the  Committee  was  not  appointed,  and 
the  Bill  was  allowed  to  drop.  He  ven- 
tured to  hope  that  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Earl 
Spencer)  would  re-introduce  either  the 
Bill  of  last  Session,  or  a  similar  Bill, 
which  would  contain  provisions  regulat- 
ing the  sale  of  poisons  by  apothecaries, 
general  practitioners,  and  veterinary 
surgeons,  as  well  as  by  chemists. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencer)  said,  he 
must  confess  that  he  was  relieved  by  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  of  a  difficulty 
in  which  he  found  himself  placed  when 
he  took  up  the  newspapers  that 
morning  and  read  that  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Milltown)  had  last  night 
introduced  a  Bill  dealing  with  poisons, 
and  that  it  had  been  read  a  first  time. 
He  felt  as  if  he  were  to  blame  person- 
ally for  not  having,  while  sitting  on  the 
Front  Ministerial  Bench,  heard  the  noble 
Earl's  speech,  nor  the  announcement 
that  he  introduced  such  a  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl, 
he  might  say  that  the  Government  were 
now  considering  the  subject ;  and  in  a 
very  few  days  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  in- 
form him  whether  they  intended  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill.  He  would  undertake,  if 
they  did  introduce  the  Bill,  to  give  a 
convenient  time  for  its  consideration. 

The  Eael  of  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
the  Bill  which  he  ventured  to  present 
to  their  Lordships  yesterday  evening  and 
which  was  read  a  first  time  had  nothing 
to  do  with  poisons.  Quite  the  reverse ; 
it  was  a  Bill  for  the  prevention  of  the 
sale  for  building  purposes  of  the  sites  of 
City  churches.  No  doubt  he  had  been 
indistinctly  heard  in  the  Reporters' 
Gallery. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  CLERK  OF  THE  PAR- 
LIAMENTS   ANB     OFFICE   OF     THE 
GENTLEMAN  USHER  OF  THE  BLACK 
ROD. 
APPODrrMENT  AKD   NOMINATION  OP 
SBLBCT  COMMITTEE. 

The  Eam.  op  REDESDAIjE  moved 
the    appointment  of  the  Select   Com- 
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Bridge,  ^c.  BiU.  la^ 


mittee  on  the  OflSoe  of  the  Olerk  of  the 
Parliaments  and  Office  of  the  Gentleman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Eod ;  and  that  the 
Lords  following  be  named  of  the  Com- 
mittee : — 


Ld.  OhancoUor. 
Ld.  President. 
D.  Richmond. 
D.  Saint  Albans. 

D.  Bedford. 
M.  Salisbury. 
M.  Bath. 
Ld.  Steward. 

E.  Devon. 

E.  Tankerville. 
E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Belmore. 
E.  Harrowby. 
E.  Bi-adford. 


E.  Camperdown. 

E.  Granville. 

E.  Blimberley. 

E.  Redesdale. 

E.  Lathom. 

V.  Ha  warden. 

V.  Hardinge. 

V.  Eversley. 

Ld.  Chamberlain. 

L.  Monsou. 

L.  Colchester. 

L.  Ker. 

L.  Aveland. 

L.  Colville  of  CulroBS. 


The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Committee  that  would 
be  appoiated  would  pay  some  attention 
to  the  ventilation  of  the  House.  Before 
their  Lordships  entered  the  House  this 
evening  not  only  was  the  atmosphere 
bad,  but  it  was  foul  and  fetid.  The 
system  by  which  the  House  was  ven- 
tilated was  so  extremely  scientific  that 
no  one  could  understand  it.  The  mode 
of  ventilation  was  by  pumping  up  cold 
air  under  their  Lordships'  feet,  while 
their  heads  were  swimming  in  an  atmo- 
sphere of  a  very  disagreeable  character. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  he  did 
not  think  could  be  beneficial  to  anyone 
but  their  Lordships'  sons ;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  changes  in  the  constitution  of 
the  House  ought  to  be  made  gradually. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  it  would  be  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to  take 
some  steps  to  improve  the  ventilation. 

The  lord  OHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Hersohell)  said,  he  observed  that  he 
was  proposed  as  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  Committee.  If  he  found  that  the 
subject  came  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Committee,  nothing  would  give  him 
more  satisfaction  than  to  press  on  the 
attention  of  the  Committee,  or  of  any 
other  authority,  the  question  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  called  attention.  It 
would  be  his  lot  to  sit  in  that  House  for 
many  hours  of  the  day  besides  those 
during  which  their  Lordships  were 
present.  He  had  had  some  experience 
of  that  atmosphere,  for  ho  had  spent 
many  hours  and  many  days,  year  after 
year,  at  one  end  of  the  Chamber,  and 
he  never  spent  a  day  there  without 
returning  home  with  a  headache  which 
he  had  never  felt  when  he  had  been 

The  Earl  of  Redesdah 


before  any  other  tribunal.  Therefore, 
the  question  of  the  ventilation  of  the 
House  to  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
called  attention  was  deeply  impressed 
upon  his  mind.  So  far  as  he  had  any 
say  in  the  matter,  attention  would  be 
paid  to  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o* clock,  to 

Monday  next,  a  quarter  befon 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order  *  [119]  ;  CompeoM* 
tion  for  Damages*  [120];  Marriages    (At- 

•    tendance  of  Registrars)  *  [121]. 

Second  Reading — Sporting  Lands  Bating  (SooU 
land)  [86]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

0 

GLASOOW  BRIDGES,  &c.  BILL. 

(by  Order.) 

SEOOND   READIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* 

Mr.  CEAia-SELLAR:  This  BID 
proposes  to  transfer  the  management  ol 
the  Glasgow  bridges  from  the  bridge 
Trustees  to  the  Local  Authority,  which 
is  the  Corporation  of  Qlasgow.  It  far- 
ther proposes  to  widen  Qlasgow  Bridge^ 
and  to  expend  certain  sums  of  monej, 
for  the  purpose.  These  proyisionB  do 
not  prejudicially  affect  my  constituents, 
and  with  them  I  shall  not  trouble  the 
House.  But  there  are  other  proTi8ions» 
which,  in  my  opinion,  not  only  prejudice 
the  interests  of  my  constituents,  but 
interfere  with  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment. My  constituents  are  g^uped  ia 
certain  burghs  in  the  county  of  Lanark- 
shire, outside  the  municipal  boundaries 
of  Glasgow  I  and  the  neareel  point  ia 
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these  burghs  to  the  Glasgow  Bridge, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  widen  under  this 
Bill,  is  some  two  miles  distant.  All 
these  burghs  oppose  this  Bill  through 
their  Local  Authorities;  and  the  chief 
p^round  of  their  opposition  is  that  this 
Private  Bill  will  vitally  interfere  with 
the  provisions  of  a  Public  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment still  in  full  force.  In  1878  an 
important  Act  was  passed  by  Parlia- 
ment, called  the  Eoads  and  Bridges 
(Scotland)  Act.  That  Act  was  the  result 
of  protracted  and  important  negotia- 
tions between  the  public  Boards  and 
others  interested  in  the  maintenance 
and  repair  of  the  roads  and  bridges 
in  Scotland,  and  a  special  inquiry  was 
directed  to  be  made  into  the  relations 
which  existed  between  the  town  of  Glas- 
gow and  the  adjacent  counties  of  Ben- 
frew  and  Lanark,  together  with  the 
police  burghs  which  are  situated  in 
those  counties.  As  the  case  was  a  pe- 
culiar one  a  Special  Commission  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  it,  and  the  result 
of  the  protracted  negotiations  which 
followed  the  inquiry  was  that  the  Act 
to  which  I  refer  was  passed,  and  a 
special  provision  was  inserted  in  that 
Act  applicable  to  the  relations  of  the 
City  of  Glasgow  with  the  counties  of 
Lanark  and  Benfrew  and  the  police 
burghs.  There  are  some  general  pro- 
visions in  the  Act ;  but  the  special  pro- 
vision I  wish  to  call  attention  to  is  to 
this  effect.  It  is  provided  that  if  there 
be  any  contention  as  to  whether  the 
bridges  across  the  Clyde  afford  ac- 
commodation for  tbo  traffic  of  the  coun- 
ties and  burghs  outside  Glasgow,  in  such 
a  case  it  would  be  necessary  to  settle  the 
portion  of  the  burden  to  be  borne  by  the 
City  of  Glasgow,  by  the  counties,  and  by 
the  police  burghs  outside.  For  that  pur- 
pose elaborate  machinery  is  provided  by 
the  Act.  The  case  has  to  be  investi- 
gated by  two  Special  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
was  formerly  the  Home  Secretary,  but  is 
now  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  two 
Special  Commissioners  so  appointed  are 
to  conduct  an  inquiry  in  the  locality ; 
they  are  to  report  to  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  the  Secretary  of  State  is  then  to 
determine  as  to  whether  the  burden  shall 
be  laid  upon  the  adjacent  burghs  and 
counties  for  the  support,  management, 
maintenance,  and  repair  of  these  bridges ; 
and,  if  so,  how  theburden  is  to  be  allocated 


among  the  burghs,  counties,  and  Glasgow 
respectively.  It  is  further  provided  that 
the  determination  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  40  days,  and 
that  it  shall  not  be  effective  until  it  has 
so  been  laid  upon  the  Table.  All  the 
machinery  for  deciding  questions  in  refer- 
ence to  the  accommodation  of  the  traffic 
and  the  allocation  of  the  burden  is  ela- 
borately provided  in  this  Act ;  and,  as  I 
have  explained  to  the  House,  any  con- 
tentious question  is  to  be  determined 
under  this  Act  by  a  series  of  public 
transactions.  And  now,  Sir,  what  does 
the  present  Bill — the  Glasgow  Bridges 
Bill — propose  to  do  ?  It  proposes,  by  a 
stroke  of  the  pen,  to  sweep  away  all  the 
elaborate  machinery  which  is  provided 
in  this  important  Act  of  Parliament ;  it 
authorizes  the  Local  Authorities  to  fix  a 
sum  for  widening  the  Glasgow  bridges, 
and  to  apportion  the  burden  not  only 
for  managing,  maintaining,  and  repair- 
ing the  bridges,  but  for  watching, 
lighting,  and  cleansing  them ;  and  having 
fixed  the  sum  to  be  charged  upon  the 
counties  or  the  police  burghs,  as  the  case 
may  be,  the  portion  of  the  burden  to  be 
borne  by  each  is  to  be  determined  by  a 
single  Commissioner  without  any  review 
by  Parliament  or  by  any  other  authority 
at  all,  and  the  police  burghs  are  to  be 
bound  to  pay  what  this  single  Com- 
missioner chooses  to  say  they  are  to 
pay.  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  this  Private  Bill  proposes, 
in  an  irregular  way,  to  override  an 
Act  of  Parliament  only  recently  passed, 
and  still  in  full  operation.  It  overrides 
it  in  the  following  particulars  : — The 
Act  of  1878  vests  the  determination  as 
to  the  liability  for  these  burdens  with 
the  Secretary  of  State.  This  Private 
Bill  takes  the  determination  away  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  vests  it  in  a 
single  Commissioner.  In  the  second 
place  the  Act  of  Parliament  provides  for 
a  local  inquiry  on  the  spot.  The  Private 
Bill  dispenses  with  the  local  inquiry  on 
the  spot.  In  the  third  place  the  Act 
provides  that  the  determination  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  be  subject  to  the 
review  of  Parliament,  but  the  Private 
Bill  dispenses  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  his  determination,  and  does  not 
allow  Parliament  to  have  any  voice  in 
the  matter  whatever.  Fourthly,  the  Act 
limits  the  purposes  for  which  the  expen- 
diture is  to  be  allocated  to  the  counties 
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and  police  burghs  to  three — ^namely,  the 
management,  maintenance,  and  repair 
of  the  bridges,  whereas  the  Private  Bill, 
while  preserving  those  three  purposes, 
extends  the  liability  still  farther  to  the 
watching,  lighting,  and  cleansing  of  the 
bridges.  We  maintain  that  it  is  unne- 
cessary, inexpedient,  and  unjust,  to  in- 
terfere in  this  way,  by  private  legisla- 
tion, with  a  Public  Act  of  Parliament. 
We  say  that  it  is  an  evil  precedent 
for  Parliament  to  establish,  that  those 
who  are  interested  in  Private  Bills  are  to 
override  Public  Acts  by  Private  Bills. 
The  result  will  inevitably  be  that  Pri- 
vate Bills  will  be  constantly  coming 
into  collision  with  Public  Acts,  and 
we  shall  be  liable  to  all  sorts  of 
mischief  which  must  arise  therefrom. 
These  being  the  facts  of  the  case,  we 
have  had  to  consider  what  course  we 
ought  to  take  under  the  circumstances. 
We  are  convinced  that  this  House  by  a 
very  large  majority  would  refuse  to 
sanction  the  overriding  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  in  the  way  I  have  pointed 
out,  if  I  were  to  ask  hon.  Members  to 
do  so,  because  I  am  satisfied  that  they 
would  not  submit  to  have  the  authority 
of  Parliament  interfered  with  in  this 
manner.  But  I  must  say  that  there  are 
some  valuable  provisions  contained  in 
the  Bill — not  valuable  to  my  constituents 
or  to  the  counties  generally,  or  to  the 
police  burghs  outside  Glasgow,  but  valu- 
able to  the  City  of  Glasgow ;  and  we,  there- 
fore, do  not  wish  to  ask  the  House  to  re- 
ject the  Bill  summarily.  When  the  Bill 
has  been  read  a  second  time  it  will  be 
necessary  to  refer  it  to  a  Committee  up- 
stairs, and  the  Committee  to  whom  it  is 
referred  will  know  how  to  deal  with 
these  objectionable  clauses,  if  the  mea- 
sure gets  so  far  as  the  consideration  of 
clauses.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
shall  not  object  to  the  second  reading ; 
but  I  wish  to  enter  a  very  serious  pro- 
test against  this  dangerous  innovation 
of  allowing  a  Private  Bill  to  interfere 
with  public  legislation.  I  shall  reserve 
to  myself  the  right  when  the  Bill  comes 
back  again  from  Committee,  if  it  ever 
should  come  back,  with  these  objec- 
tionable clauses  in  it,  to  ask  the  House 
to  take  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  into 
consideration  at  a  future  stage ;  and  I 
have  very  little  doubt  that  if  these  ob- 
jectionable clauses  re-appear  the  House 
will  have  no  hesitation  in  rejecting, 
them. 

J^r,  Craig- ISellar 


Sir  AECHIBALD  CAMPBELL :  I 
happen  to  represent  one  of  the  counties 
interested  in  this  Bill ;  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to   detain  the 
House  at  any  length  after  the  admirable 
manner  in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Partick    Division   of 
Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Craig- Sellar),  has  de- 
scribed the  provisions  of  the  measure. 
But  there  is  one  point  which  1  should 
like  to  lay  before  the  House,  and  it  is 
this— that  if  the  Bill  is  to  pass  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  is  presented  to  the 
House  it  will  give  exceptional  powers  to 
the   Commissioners    of   Supply   of  the 
Coimties    of    Lanark    and    Benfrew — 
powers  which  are  not  at  present   en- 
joyed   by  any  of   the    Commissioners 
throughout  the  rest  of  Scotland.     The 
Commissioners  of  Supply  can  assees  the 
owners  of  property  in  die  county,   but 
they  cannot  assess  the  occupiers.     By 
the  Beads  and  Bridges  Bill  all  roads 
and  bridges  are  kept  up  specially  and 
provided  for  by  aEoadBoard,  composed 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  and  the 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers.      Li 
that  way  it  is  provided  that  taxation  and 
representation  should  go  together,  and 
in  all  cases  in  which  taxation  is  imposed 
it   falls  both  upon  the  owner  and  the 
occupier.     But  if  this  Bill  is  to  pass  in  its 
present  shape  the  Commissioners  of  8ttp- 
ply  for  the  counties  of  Renfrew  and  La- 
nark will  be  called  upon  to  provide  funds 
from  the  owners  for  purposes  which  both 
owners  and  occupiers  hitherto  have  been 
called  on  to  pay.     I  certainly  think  that 
that  is  a  very  strong  point  against  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  seeing  that  it 
places  the  Conmiissioners  of  Supply  for 
these  two  counties  in  a  totally  different 
position  from  the  Commissioners  of  the 
rest  of  Scotland,  and  confers  upon  then 
most  exceptional  powers.    With  r^mrd 
to  the  other  provision  of  the  Bill,  as  mj 
hon.  Friend  has  said,   some  of    them 
are  valuable,  no  doubt,  to  the  City  of 
Glasgow,  and  I  have   no  wish   to  in- 
terfere with  them  as  far    as  Glasgow 
is  concerned;    but  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  allow  the  objectionable  provi- 
sions   to  which  its  attention   has  been 
called  to  pass,  if  for  no  other  reasoa 
than  that  they  involve  the  npsettivig  of 
a  Public  Act  of  Parliament  which  is 
working  well.     I  trust  that  the  Hoose 
will  carefully  consider  the  matter,  and* 
personally,  I  propose  to  take  the  saioe 
coarse  as  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Oiaif- 
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Sellar)— namely,  not  to  oliallenge  a  divi- 
sion at  tbe  present  stage  of  the  Bill,  but 
to  allow  it  to  go  up  to  a  Committee  with 
the  understacding  that  if  it  is  sent  back 
to  the  House  with  these  objectionable 
clauses  still  in  it,  it  will  be  strenuously 
opposed. 

Mb.  BEITH  :  The  object  of  this  Bill 
is,  in  the  first  place,  to  transfer  the  con- 
trol of  the  Glasgow  bridges  from  the 
Trustees    acting    under   the     Glasgow 
Bridges  Consolidation  Act  of   1886   to 
the  Glasgow  Local  Authority.   Tbe  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill   have  been  advised 
that  very  serious  questions  may  be  raised 
as  to  whether,  under   the  Koads    and 
Bridges   (Scotland)    Act  of    1878,   the 
bridges  and  undertaking  of  the  Trustees 
were  transferred  to  the  Local  Authority 
of  Glasgow,  as  defined  by  that  Act,  and 
the  administration  of  the  bridges  has 
consequently    been    continued    by    the 
Trustees.    It  is  deemed  essential  that  all 
uncertainty  upon  this  point  should  be 
removed.   When  the  Roads  and  Bridges 
Act  was  passed  the  promoters  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  were  advised  that  by  that  Act 
the  bridges  of  Glasgow  were  not  trans- 
ferred from  the  Trustees,  who  then  acted 
as  they  are  now  acting,  so  far  as  the 
bridges  are  concerned,  for  the  Glasgow 
Local  Authority.      This  Bill    provides 
that  tbe  transfer  shall  now  take  place 
from  the  Trustees  to  the  Local  Authority 
— who  are  the  Magistrates  and  Town 
Council  of  Glasgow.     The  next  object 
contemplated  by  the  Bill  is  the  widen- 
ing of  Glasgow  Bridge.    This  has  been 
found  to  be  absolutely  necessary.     Not 
only  have  the  foundations  of  the  bridge 
given  way,  from  various  causes,  but  the 
bridge  itself  is  wearing  down,  and  is  be- 
comiDg  altogether  unequal  to  the  vast 
amount  of  traffic  which  passes  over  it. 
It  has,  therefore,  become  essential  that 
the   bridge    should    be    enlarged    and 
Btreogthened.     There    are    other    con- 
Biderations  of  a  subsidiary  character  in 
connection  with  the  Bill.     One  is  that 
the  sum  of  £31,639,  paid  to  the  Trus- 
tees by  the  Caledonian  Railway  Com- 
pany, under  an  Act  paissed  in  1875,  and 
directed  to  be  appUed  to  the  widening 
and  strengtheniDg  of  Glasgow  Bridge, 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  Glasgow 
Local  Authority ;  but  the  money  cannot 
be  applied  and  the  work  set  about  with- 
out an  Act  of  Parliament.     The  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  do  not  say  that  the 
Burgh  of  Patrick  and  other  burghs  re- 


ferred to  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Oraig- 
Sellar)  are  to  contribute  towards  the 
widening  and  strengthening  of  Glasgow 
Bridge  ;  they  simply  ask  that  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  should  nominate  a 
Commissioner  to  inquire  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  to  determine 
whether  or  not  money  should  be  contri- 
buted by  these  burghs,  having  regard  to 
the  extent  to  which  tbe  bridges  accom- 
modate the  traffic  of  the  burghs  and  of 
the  counties  of  Lanark  and  Kenf  re w.  The 
object  of  this  mode  of  procedure  proposed 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  is  to  save 
expense  and  time,  and  in  the  simplest 
manner  possible  to  enable  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Glasgow  to  take  possession  of 
those  bridges.  They  are  now  adminis- 
tered by  a  Trust  which  is  a  Mixed  Com- 
mission consisting  of  Commissioners  of 
Supply  and  Commissioners  appointed 
by  the  Corporation  of  Glasgow.  That 
Mixed  Commission  was  appointed  many 
years  ago  when  the  bridges  were  main- 
tained by  tolls.  They  are  now  main- 
tained by  the  city  rates,  and  it  is  most 
desirable  to  ascertain  clearly  and  put 
beyond  all  question  that  they  are  placed 
under  the  control  of  the  Local  Authority 
of  Glasgow.  It  is  also  essential  to  ascer- 
tain in  the  shortest  and  cheapest  way 
possible  what  portion  of  the  burden 
should  be  borne,  if  any,  by  the  counties 
and  police  burghs,  and  wnat  portion  by 
the  City  of  Glasgow. 

Mr.  PEAECP] :  One  of  the  objects  of 
this  Bill  is  to  obtain  the  appointment 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  of  a  Com- 
missioner to  ascertain  whether  the  coun- 
ties of  Lanark  and  Renfrew  and  the 
police  burghs  outside  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow shall  contribute  towards  the  widen- 
ing and  strengthening  of  Glasgow 
Bridge.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  districts  and  burghs  round  about 
Glasgow  ought  not  to  be  liable  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  mcdntenance  of  the 
whole  of  the  bridges  in  Glasgow,  seeing 
that,  by  the  passing  of  the  Boads  and 
Bridges  Act  m  1878,  the  ratepayers  of 
Glasgow  have  to  maintain  them.  The 
same  Act  also  provides  that  the  rate- 
payers of  Govau  and  other  suburban 
burghs  should  maintain  the  bridges  and 
roads  in  their  own  districts.  We  think 
that  as  a  matter  of  simple  justice,  if  tbe 
inhabitants  of  the  outlying  districts  are 
to  contribute  towards  the  maintenance 
of  the  Glasgow  bridges,  that  the  in- 
habitants of  Glasgow  Bhould,  on  their 
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part,  contribute  towards  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  bridges  in  the  suburban  dis- 
tricts. 

Mr.  FINLAY80N  :  Allow  me  to  say 
a  word  on  behalf  of  the  Division  which 
I  represent — East  Renfrew.  I  think 
that  the  Town  Council  of  Glasgow  are 
pressing  forward  a  measure  which,  cer- 
tainly affords  an  instance  of  how  the 
public  money  may  be  spent,  and  ab- 
solutely thrown  away.  They  have,  I  am 
afraid,  acted  throughout  this  matter  in 
a  very  high-handed  manner ;  and  I  am 
convinced  that  if  they  had  consented  to 
unbend  themselves  to  a  small  extent, 
and  had  seen  the  different  parties  in- 
terested, many  of  the  objections  which 
have  been  urged  by  the  last  three 
speakers  would  have  been  unnecessary. 
What  is  the  effect  of  the  action  of  the 
Corporation  of  Glasgow  in  the  matter  ? 
They  have  introduced  a  Bill  in  which 
they  are  attempting  to  impose  rates  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  Glasgow  bridges 
upon  the  suburban  burghs,  and  upon 
the  constituency  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent.  Their  intention  is 
to  levy  the  rates  upon  the  burghs  and 
county  of  Eenfrew ;  and  they  propose 
that  my  constituents  shall  keep  up, 
maintain,  light,  watch,  and  cleanse  the 
bridges  in  the  centre  of  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow. Now,  Sir,  the  Eoads  and  Bridges 
Bill  of  1878  underwent  full  discussion 
in  this  House ;  and  this  question  was 
settled  at  that  time,  both  in  regard  to 
the  police  burghs  and  the  counties  of 
Henfrew  and  Lanark,  as  well  as  the  City 
of  Glasgow.  So  far  as  the  roads  and 
bridges  of  the  county  of  Henfrew  are 
concerned,  the  existing  arrangement 
was  not  arrived  at  until  after  a  very 
searching  investigation,  which  extended 
over  many  years.  It  was  begun  in  the 
time  of  Mr.  Bruce,  now  Lord  Aberdare. 
who  was  then  Home  Secretary,  and  it 
was  continued  during  the  time  that  Sir 
B.  Assheton  Cross  held  the  same  Office. 
It  was  ultimately  settled  that  in  order 
to  place  the  counties  of  Henfrew  and 
Lanark  in  a  fair  and  just  position  the 
City  of  Glasgow  should  contribute 
£12,500  a-year  as  some  sort  of  com- 
pensation for  the  heavy  traffic,  chiefly 
in  building  material,  which  went  from 
those  counties  into  the  City  of  Glasgow. 
But  what  does  this  Private  Bill  pro- 
pose? It  provides  that  the  counties  w£dch 
the  Heads  and  Bridges  Act  enacted  should 
be  paid  so  much  a  year — £12,600  I  think 

Mr.  Pearce 


— shall  be  taxed  for  the  maintenance  of 
bridges  which,  by  the  Heads  and  Bridges 
Act,  were  made  over  to  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow. If  the  only  wish  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  was  that  the  Trustees  should 
transfer  their  rights  to  them  there  would 
have  been  no  difficulty ;  but  such  rights 
would  have  been  freely  accorded  to  them. 
My  constituents  object,  and  very  pro- 
perly object,  to  be  taxed  in  order  to  keep 
up  the  bridges  within  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow ;  and  you  might,  in  my  opinion,  just 
as  well  tax  a  man  in  Edinburgh,  or 
Liverpool,  or  Newcastle  who  may  send 
goods  to  Glasgow  for  the  cost  of  main- 
taining these  bridges,  as  tax  the  county 
of  Henfrew.  I  may  also  inform  the 
House  that,  so  far  as  the  traffic  from  the 
county  of  Henfrew  to  Glasgow  is  con- 
cerned, the  road  traffic  is  diminiahiiig 
rather  than  increasing.  A  large  and 
fine  station — the  Great  Enoch's  Station 
— has  been  opened  in  Glasgow,  and 
another  extensive  range  of  buildings 
has  been  constructed  at  the  College 
Street  Station,  so  that  the  traffic  of  the 
county  of  Henfrew  does  not  now  pass  in 
anything  like  the  same  amount  over  the 
bridges  of  Glasgow  that  it  did  before 
the  passing  of  the  Heads  and  Bridges 
Act.  Taking  all  these  matters  into  con- 
sideration, I  think  that  this  Bill  is  most 
unjust,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  when 
it  reaches  a  Committee  upstairs  it  will 
be  thrown  out,  or,  at  all  events,  divested 
of  the  objectionable  provisions  which  it 
at  present  contains.  To-day  we  simply 
enter  a  protest  against  it,  in  a  desire  to 
prove  to  the  House  of  Commons  that 
even  on  general  principles  the  practice 
of  bringing  in  a  Private  Bill  which 
would,  if  passed,  impose  a  heavy  ex- 
penditure upon  small  suburban  burghs 
and  county  communities  is  most  objeo* 
tionable.  And  I  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  this  course  has  been  taken  by 
the  Town  Council  of  Glasgow  even 
before  an  attempt  was  made  to  make  an 
arrangement  with  those  who  are  Titallj 
affected  by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I 
therefore  second  the  proposal  wh]<^  bat 
been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Fartick  Division  of  Lanark- 
shire (Mr.  Craig- Sellar).  [An  boo. 
MEMBEa :  No  proposal  has  been  made." 
Then  I  join   my   hon.   Friend   in  ths 

?rotest  he  has  made  against  the  Bill,  and 
hope  that  the  House,  when  it  eomes 
back  from  Committee,  will  signify  its 
disapproval  of  its  provisionst  and  wffl 
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whether  the  Belfast  Bill,  in  which  we 
take    a  very    particular  interest,  is   to 
be  referred  to  this  Committee.    I  think 
the  Under  Secretary  ought  to  he  able 
to  answer  that  question.     In  the  second 
place,  are  we  to   understand  that  two 
Irish    Members   will    be    placed  upon 
the  Committee  ?    Of  course,  our  interest 
in  a  Hesolution  of  this  kind  is  largely 
increased  by  the  fact  that  the  Bill  affect- 
ing such  an  important  city  as  the  City 
of  Belfast  is  about  to  come  on  in  this 
Souse.     What  strikes  us  is  this — that  if 
only  one  Irish  Member  is  to  be  put  upon 
the  Committee  it  might  naturally  sug- 
gest itself  to  those  by  whom  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  nominated  to  appoint  one 
of  the  Members  for  Belfast.     ISow,  that 
is   exactly  what  we  are   afraid  of.     I 
would  point  out  that  there  exists   in 
Belfast  a  very  large  population  indeed, 
consisting  of  nearly  one- half  the  popu- 
lation of  the  city,  whose  interests  are  not 
represented  in  this  House.     \_A  lavffh.] 
Hon.  Members  may  laugh  at  that  state- 
ment ;  but  it  is  an  absolute  fact,  and  the 
interests  of  that  large  body  are  entirely 
unrepresented  by  the  present  Members 
for  Belfast.    Every  Member  of  the  Na- 
tional Party  is  in  the  daily  receipt  of 
letters  from  citizens  in  Belfast,  urging 
upon  them  to  guard  their  interests  in 
various  matters.    This  is  the  reason  why 
we  desire  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
until  we  are  in  a  position  to  see  that  we 
are  not  sacrificing  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  Belfast  who  have  applied  to 
us,  not  being  represented  by  their  own 
Members,  to  look  after  those  interests. 
I  would,  therefore,  earnestly  press  upon 
the  Under  Secretary  the  propriety  of 
postponing  this  Eesolution,  so  that  if  he 
is  not  able  to  give  the  information  we 
ask  for  to-day  he  may  be  in  a  position 
to  do  so  on  some  future  occasion. 

The  chairman  of  WAYS  and 
MEANS  (Mr.  Couktney):  The  ques- 
tion which  has  been  raised  on  the  oppo- 
site Benches  has  come  upon  me  rather 
by  surprise ;  but  I  think  there  ought  to 
be  no  real  difficulty  in  allowing  this  Ee- 
solution to  pass.  In  the  first  place,  in 
regard  to  the  Belfast  Bill,  I  believe  that 
it  has  no  connection  with  the  present 
question  at  all.  As  far  as  I  can  gather, 
tiiere  is  nothing  contained  in  that  Bill 
which  is  repugnant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  general  law. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  contains  an  exten- 
sion of  the  general  law. 


Mr.  COUETNEY  :  I  think  not ;  but, 
however  that  may  be,  it  is  not  necessary 
to  decide  either  one  way  or  the  other 
now.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  not  a  Bill 
which  extends  the  general  law ;  but  the 
Bill  itself  will  have  to  be  examined,  and 
if  it  is  found  that  it  contains  anything 
which  is  at  variance  with  the  general 
law  it  will,  no  doubt,  have  to  be  re- 
ferred to  this  Committee.  As  to  the 
composition  of  the  Committee,  that  is  a 
question  which  will  have  to  be  consi- 
dered by  the  House  when  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  are  nominated ;  but  it 
cannot  be  a  good  reason  for  rejecting  the 
appointment  of  any  Committee  at  all. 
What  is  now  proposed  by  the  Under 
Secretary  is  to  appoint  a  Committee  of 
nine  Members ;  and  whatever  view  may 
be  entertained  as  to  the  names  of  the 
Committee  can  be  argued  at  the  proper 
stage  before  an  ultimate  decision  is 
arrived  at.  At  the  present  moment,  no- 
thing can  be  done  in  that  respect.  What 
is  now  before  the  House  is  only  the  re- 
appointment of  the  Committee;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  hon.  Members  have 
any  real  objection  to  its  re- appointment. 
Of  course,  the  question  of  its  composition 
will  be  reserved  until  a  later  period  ;  and 
if  the  names  appear  to  require  any  addi- 
tion, or  are  not  thought  large  enough,  it 
will  be  competent  to  make  a  proposition 
to  that  effect.  It  would  not,  however, 
be  regular  to  do  so  now. 

Mil.  CLANCY:  The  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  says  that  this  is  not 
the  time  for  naming  the  Committee;  but 
this  is  precisely  the  time  for  extracting 
an  assurance  that  two  Members  from 
Ireland,  whoever  they  may  be,  will  be 
placed  upon  it.  In  the  absence  of  that 
assurance,  I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend 
will  go  to  a  division  upon  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  I  see 
from  the  terms  of  the  Eesolution  that 
the  names  will  not  be  submitted  to  the 
House  at  all,  but  that  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  should  be  appointed  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection.  That  is  an 
additional  reason  why  we  should  get  an 
assurance  now  from  the  Under  Secretary 
that  two  Members  of  our  Party  will  be 
placed  upon  the  Committee. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  :  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  requests 
that  two  Members  of  the  Irish  Party 
should  be  placed  on  the  Committee.  But 
what  is  the  Irish  Party  ?  Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  clearly  understand  that 
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to  tlie  Committee.  With  regard  to  the 
object  of  appointing  the  Committee,  I 
may  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  it 
is  rather  to  secure  the  protection  of 
the  public  interests  than  any  delega- 
tion of  the  power  of  the  House.  The 
Committee  is  appointed  to  see  that  the 
powers  sought  for  by  Corporations  and 
Local  Bodies  are  not  in  excess  of  the 
general  law  of  the  land.  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  that  is  a 
very  desirable  object ;  and  I  trust  that 
the  House  will,  therefore,  assent  to  the 
Resolution.  The  one  function  of  this 
Committee  is  to  see  that  the  usual  regu- 
lations are  adopted.  With  regard  to 
the  loans,  that  is  a  very  important 
matter ;  and  I  am  given  to  understand 
that  it  is  one  which  makes  a  frequent 
appearance  in  the  Private  Bills  sub- 
mitted to  this  House.  An  important 
function  of  this  Committee  will  be  to 
see  that  the  usual  regulations  in  regard 
to  loans  are  not  exceeded  for  the  repay- 
ment of  the  loan.  If  I  remember  aright, 
in  some  of  the  Bills  which  have  been 
introduced  into  this  House  that  period 
has  been  very  considerably  exceeded. 
Further  than  that,  the  Committee  will  be 
empowered  to  see  whether  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  works  contemplated  justify 
60  years*  grace  for  repayment,  or  whe- 
ther even  a  shorter  time  should  not  be 
insisted  upon.  I  hope,  after  this  ex- 
planation, that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  press  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  The  case  was  fully 
stated  to  the  House  last  year;  and  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  if  the  Reso- 
lution is  now  affirmed  the  number  of 
Members  of  the  Committee,  instead  of 
being  seven,  as  in  last  year,  will  be 
raised  to  nine,  in  order  that  all  sections 
of  the  House  may  be  properly  repre- 
sented upon  it. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  has  not  re- 
plied to  ray  hon.  Friend's  chief  point, 
which  is  this — is  it  proposed  that  the 
Belfast  Bill  shall  be  referred  to  this 
Committee?  That  question  has  never 
been  answered  at  all.  If  the  Belfast 
Bill  is  to  be  referred  the  Irish  Members 
will  feel  very  much  dissatisfied,  because 
there  are  a  number  of  very  important 
questions  which  arise  in  connection  with 
that  Bill,  and  we  are  afraid  that  this 
Committee  has  been  hurriedly  set  up 
for  the  purpose  of  shunting  upon  it  the 
consideration  of  the  Belfast  Bill.    The 

Mr,  Broadhurst 


hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  Committee 
is  proposed  to  be  raised  in  number 
from  seven  to  nine.  If  that  be  so,  I 
think  the  Irish  Representatives  axe  en- 
titled to  have  two  Members  on  the  Com- 
mittee. What  we  should  like  to  know, 
therefore,  is  whether  it  is  intended  that 
we  should  have  two  Members  upon  the 
Committee?  I  think  that  would  be  a 
reasonable  way  of  settling  the  question ; 
and  therefore  I  will  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman these  two  questions — ^Is  the  Bel- 
fast Bill  to  be  referred  to  this  Com- 
mittee ;  and  shall  we  have  two  Members 
upon  it  ? 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT:  Having  had 
the  honour  of  acting  as  Chairman  of  a 
similar  Committee  for  the  two  last  Ses- 
sions, I  may  inform  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  that,  in  case  of  all 
Bills  referred  to  that  Committee,  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  so  re- 
ferred was  simply  to  ascertain  that  no 
powers  were  proposed  which  would 
override  the  provisions  of  the  general 
law.  The  object  of  the  Committee  was 
to  prevent  any  such  powers  being  al- 
lowed to  slip  through  without  being 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  House 
and  receiving  its  direct  sanction.  I 
know  nothing  about  the  Belfast  Bill; 
but  I  presume  that  it  will  take  the  same 
position  as  any  other  Private  Bill.  If  it 
contains  any  such  provision  it  certainly 
will  have  to  go  before  this  Committee. 
May  I  say  a  word  as  to  the  question  of 
Irish  representation  which  has  been 
raised.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  South  Londonderry  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  says  that  he  is  very  anxious  that 
Ireland  should  be.  fully  represented  upon 
the  Committee.  Now,  I  remember  that 
the  same  question  was  raised  last  year ; 
and,  on  the  Motion  of  some  Gentleman 
below  the  Gangway,  an  hon.  Member 
from  Ireland  was  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee. I  am  sorry  to  say,  however, 
that  the  Gentleman  so  appointed  gave  a 
very  scanty  attendance  to  the  meetioga 
of  the  Committee  ;  and  if  the  Committee 
this  year  is  to  contain  Irish  Members  I 
hope  they  will  justify  their  nomination. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  am  not  going  to 
oppose  the  Resolution  ;  but  I  think  veiy 
important  reasons  have  been  given  in 
favour  of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
I  do  not  clearly  understand  yet  what 
the  object  of  the  Motion  is ;  and  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  the  assurances  whidi 
my  hon.  Friend  desires.    First  of  al^ 
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Tvb  ether  the  Belfast  Bill,  in  which  we 
take    a  very    particular  interest,  is   to 
"be  referred  to  this  Committee.    I  think 
the  Under  Secretary  ought  to  be  able 
to  answer  that  question.    In  the  second 
place,  are  we  to   understand  that  two 
Irish    Members   will    be    placed  upon 
the  Committee  ?    Of  course,  our  interest 
in  a  Hesolution  of  this  kind  is  largely 
increased  by  the  fact  that  the  Bill  affect- 
ing^ such  an  important  city  as  the  City 
of  Belfast  is  about  to  come  on  in  this 
House.     What  strikes  us  is  this— that  if 
only  one  Irish  Member  is  to  be  put  upon 
the  Committee  it  might  naturally  sug* 
gest  itself  to  those  by  whom  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  nominated  to  appoint  one 
of  the  Members  for  Belfast.     Now,  that 
is   exactly  what  we  are  afraid  of.     I 
would  point  out  that  there  exists   in 
Belfast  a  very  large  population  indeed, 
consisting  of  nearly  one-half  the  popu- 
lation of  the  city,  whose  interests  are  not 
represented  in  this  House.     [^A  laugh.] 
Hon.  Members  may  laugh  at  that  state- 
ment ;  but  it  is  an  abf^olute  fact,  and  the 
interests  of  that  large  body  are  entirely 
unrepresented  by  the  present  Members 
for  Belfast.    Every  Member  of  the  Na- 
tional Party  is  in  the  daily  receipt  of 
letters  from  citizens  in  Belfast,  urging 
upon  them  to  guard  their  interests  in 
various  matters.    This  is  the  reason  why 
we  desire  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
until  we  are  in  a  position  to  see  that  we 
are  not  sacrificing  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  Belfast  who  have  applied  to 
us,  not  being  represented  by  their  own 
Members,  to  look  after  those  interests. 
I  would,  therefore,  earnestly  press  upon 
the  Under  Secretary  the  propriety  of 
postponing  this  Kesolutlon,  so  that  if  he 
is  not  able  to  give  the  information  we 
ask  for  to-day  he  may  be  in  a  position 
to  do  so  on  some  future  occasion. 

The  chairman  of  WAYS  and 
MEANS  (Mr.  Couktney):  The  ques- 
tion  which  has  been  raised  on  the  oppo- 
site Benches  has  come  upon  me  rather 
by  surprise ;  but  I  think  there  ought  to 
be  no  real  difficulty  in  allowing  this  He- 
solution  to  pass.  In  the  first  place,  in 
regard  to  the  Belfast  Bill,  I  believe  that 
it  has  no  connection  with  the  present 
question  at  all.  Ab  far  as  I  can  gather, 
there  is  nothing  contained  in  that  Bill 
which  is  repugnant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  general  law. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  contains  an  exten- 
sion of  the  general  law. 


Mr.  COUETNEY:  I  think  not;  but, 
however  that  may  be,  it  is  not  necessary 
to  decide  either  one  way  or  the  other 
now.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  not  a  Bill 
which  extends  the  general  law ;  but  the 
Bill  itself  will  have  to  be  examined,  and 
if  it  is  found  that  it  contains  anything 
which  is  at  variance  with  the  general 
law  it  will,  no  doubt,  have  to  be  re- 
ferred to  this  Committee.  As  to  the 
composition  of  the  Committee,  that  is  a 
question  which  will  have  to  be  consi- 
dered by  the  House  when  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  are  nominated ;  but  it 
cannot  be  a  good  reason  for  rejecting  the 
appointment  of  any  Committee  at  all. 
What  is  now  proposed  by  the  Under 
Secretary  is  to  appoint  a  Committee  of 
nine  Members ;  and  whatever  view  may 
be  entertained  as  to  the  names  of  the 
Committee  can  be  argued  at  the  proper 
stage  before  an  ultimate  decision  is 
arrived  at.  At  the  present  moment,  no- 
thing can  be  done  in  that  respect.  What 
is  now  before  the  House  is  only  the  re- 
appointment of  the  Committee;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  hon.  Members  have 
any  real  objection  to  its  re- appointment. 
Of  course,  the  question  of  its  composition 
will  be  reserved  until  a  later  period  ;  and 
if  the  names  appear  to  require  any  addi- 
tion, or  are  not  thought  large  enough,  it 
will  be  competent  to  make  a  proposition 
to  that  efiPect.  It  would  not,  however, 
be  regular  to  do  so  now. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  The  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  says  that  this  is  not 
the  time  for  naming  the  Committee;  but 
this  is  precisely  the  time  for  extracting 
an  assurance  that  two  Members  from 
Ireland,  whoever  they  may  be,  will  be 
placed  upon  it.  In  the  absence  of  that 
assurance,  I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend 
will  go  to  a  division  upon  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  I  see 
from  the  terms  of  the  Besolution  that 
the  names  will  not  be  submitted  to  the 
House  at  all,  but  that  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  should  be  appointed  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection.  That  is  an 
additional  reason  why  we  should  get  an 
assurance  now  from  the  Under  Secretary 
that  two  Members  of  our  Party  will  be 
placed  upon  the  Committee. 

Majob  SAUNDERSON:  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  requests 
that  two  Members  of  the  Irish  Party 
should  be  placed  on  the  Committee.  But 
what  is  the  Irish  Party  ?  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment  mustdearly  understand  that 
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the  Irish  Party  is  not  confined  to  the 
Gentlemen  below  the  Q-angway. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  :  I  do 
not  think  that  the  House  can  enter  into 
a  controversy  of  that  kind  on  a  Motion 
of  this  nature,  and  I  would  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  who  object  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Committee  not  to  oppose 
this  Eesolution  now.  It  is  impossible  to 
give  any  assurance  now,  because  it  is 
doubtful  whether  this  controverted  Bel- 
fast Bill  will  ever  go  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  all.  All  that  I  can  say  is  that 
if  hon.  Members  opposite  will  allow  this 
Motion  to  pass,  which  only  declares  that 
a  Committee  shall  be  appointed,  I  will 
promise  that,  before  theuames  are  given 
or  the  matter  finally  settled,  there  shall 
be  a  careful  inquiry.  Hon.  Members 
will,  consequently,  not  be  compromised 
in  any  way  by  assenting  to  this  Eesolu- 
tion ;  and  when  the  time  comes  for  nomi- 
nating the  Committee  it  will  be  com- 
petent for  them  to  move  that  an  addi- 
tional Member  be  added  to  it.  That  is 
the  regular  course  ;  and  I  hope  that,  as 
this  is  a  Motion  which  may  not  affect 
the  Belfast  Bill  at  all,  but  which  does 
affect  a  great  number  of  questions  in 
which  the  large  towns  and  other  places 
in  England  and  Scotland  are  interested, 
hon.  Members  will  not,  on  the  mere 
hypothesis  that  the  Belfast  Bill  will  go 
before  the  Committee,  prevent  this  Eeso- 
lution from  beiog  passed.  At  the  proper 
stage,  when  the  names  of  the  Committee 
are  proposed,  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  have  a  full  opportunity  of  suggesting 
any  alteration. 

Sir  JOHN  E.  MO  WBEAY :  It  would 
be  very  much  to  be  regretted  if  there 
should  be  any  warDth  displayed  upon  a 
subject  of  this  kind,  or  if  it  were  to  lead 
to  any  lengthened  discussion.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  not  quite  right  in  the  opi- 
nion he  expressed  that  the  proper  time 
for  considering  the  composition  of  the 
Committee  would  be  when  the  names  are 
submitted  to  the  House.  I  can  give  the 
only  assurance  to  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  that  can  be  given  at  this 
moment.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  to  name  the  Members 
of  this  Committee.  Our  object  will  be  to 
secure  that  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee shall  be  as  strong  as  possible,  and 
that  theOommittee  itself  shall  be  presided 
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over  by  an  impartial  Chairman,  so  that  no 
interests,  either  public  or  otkerwise,  will 
be  neglected.  I  know  nothings  whatever 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Belfast  Bill ;  but 
if  it  is  necessary  to  bring  it  before  the 
Committee  I  am  certain  that  it  will  re- 
ceive a  fair  and  impartial  coneideratioi. 
I  hope  that,  under  these  drcumstances, 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  prees  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  right  hon.  Gbntlencian  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  Selection  (Sir  John 
E.  Mowbray)  will  act  up  to  any  under- 
taking he  may  give,  both  in  regard  to 
the  spirit  and  the  letter,  and  therefore  I 
beg  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  of  Selectiofi  do 
appoint  a  Committee  not  exceedingr  nine  Men- 
hers,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  PriTate  BiUi 
promoted  by  Municipal  and  other  Liocal  Autbo- 
rities,  by  which  it  is  proposed  to  create  powen 
relating  to  Police  or  Sanitary  Regolationa  wludi 
deviate  from,  or  are  in  extension  of,  or  repagnaBt 
to,  the  General  Law. 

Ordered,  That  SUnding  Order  1  73a  ahaD  be 
applicable  to  aU  Bills  referred  to  the  said  Com- 
mittee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — [Mr, 
Broadhuret.) 

QUESTIONS, 


POST    OFFICE     (IRELAND)— APPOnrr. 
MENT  OF  SURTEYORS*  OLERKS. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How 
many  officers  from  English  Post  Offices 
were,  during  the  past  ten  years,  ap- 
pointed to  the  position  of  permanent  or 
temporary  surveyor's  clerk  in  Ireland ; 
how  many  officers  from  such  offices  are 
still  in  such  capax^ities  in  Ireland  ;  and, 
whether  these  promotions  in  the  Po*t 
Office  service  are  reciprocal  betvem 
Ireland  and  England ;  and,  if  so,  hov 
many  Irish  officers  hare  been  trmitf- 
ferred  to  England  as  permanent  or  t«n* 
porary  surveyor's  clerks  during  the  same 
period,  and  now  many  Irish  officers  ar« 
at  present  in  such  positions  in  £Bg* 
land? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SUEY    (Mr.    H.  H.  Fowlkb)  :     Th« 
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answer  to  the  hon.  Member  muBt  be 
yery  much  the  same  as  that  given  him 
by  the  late  Postmaster  General  last 
summer,  when  he  asked  a  similar  Ques- 
tion. The  question  of  nationality  in  no 
way  affected  the  selection  of  officers  for 
employment  on  surveying  duty  in  either 
England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland,  those 
officers  being  chosen  who  are  considered 
best  qualified,  without  any  regard  to  the 
land  of  their  birth.  During  the  last  10 
years  eight  officers  had  been  sent  from 
England  to  Ireland  for  empWment  on 
surrejring  duty,  and  one  from  Ireland  to 
England.  Of  these,  three  are  still  em- 
ployed in  Ireland. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)— 
SPEECH    OF    MB.    Q.    H.    SMITH    AT 

NEWRY. 

Mb.  ALEXANDER  BLAINE  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  by  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Judge  of  the  Oourt  of  Pro- 
bate in  Ireland^  Mr.  Qeorge  Hill  Smith 
was  a  speaker  on  the  platform  at  the 
Scriptural  Schools,  Downshire  Boad, 
Newry,  on  Friday,  Febraary  19th,  1886, 
where  he  is  reported  to  have  said 
that^ 

**  He  was  glad  of  the  opportunity  in  Newry, 
where  they  had  aaaemhled  m  puhlic  meeting,  to 
send  to  Mr.  William  Ewart  Gladatone,  our 
answer  to  hia  reoent  request  not  upon  a  post- 
card (laughter),  hut  in  the  shape  of  reso- 
lutions which  would  he  passed  there  that 
night ;  " 

and  further  he  is  reported  to  have 
said — 

"  these  eighty-six  Pamellite  Memhers  were 
the  representatires  of  the  moonlighters,  the  mur- 
derers, and  the  oattle  maimers ;  * 

whether  Mr.  Oeorge  Hill  Smith  is  the 
district  registrar  of  the  Court  of  Probate 
at  Armagh;  and,  whether  his  conduct 
will  be  taken  into  consideration  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  :  Mr.  George  Hill  Smith  is  the 
District  Begistrar  of  the  Oourt  of  Pro- 
bate at  Armagh.  The  attention  of  the 
Judge  of  the  Court  has  been  called  to 
this  question,  and  he  states  that  the  at- 
tendance and  speaking  of  Mr.  Smith  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  were  not  by  his 
direction,  and  without  his  knowledge  or 
sanction.  The  Judge  has  applied  to  Mr. 
Smith  for  an  explanation,  and  he  has 
written  disclaiming  the  accuracy  of  the 
report. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — 
FIRING  AT  THE  PERSON— CASE 
OF  ROBERT  COOPER  AND  J.  O. 
BLEAKLEY. 

Mb.  ALEXANDER  BLAINE  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  at  the 
Winter  Assises  held  at  Omagh,  12th 
December  1885,  before  Baron  Dowse, 
two  prisoners,  named  Robert  Cooper  and 
John  G.  Bleakley,  were  indicted  for 
firing  at  District  Inspector  Bigley  and  a 
police  patrol;  and,  secondly,  with  un- 
lawful assembly;  whether  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  agreed  to  with- 
draw the  first  indictment,  prisoners 
having  pleaded  gpiilty  to  the  second, 
upon  which  they  were  sentenced  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  with  hard  labour ; 
whether,  at  the  Belfast  Winter  Assizes, 
llth  December  1882,  Thomas  McCann, 
of  Lurgan,  was  indicted  for  firing  at  the 
police  and  sentenced  to  seven  years' 
penal  seryitude  by  Mr.  Justice  Hartison; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  difference 
of  procedure  in  the  similar  cases  by  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  terminate,  after 
nearly  four  years,  the  imprisonment  of 
Thomas  McCann  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johk 
Morley)  :  The  circumstances  mentioned 
in  the  first  and  second  paragraphs  took 
place  in  the  time  of  the  late  Gt>vem- 
ment ;  and  I  have  no  precise  information 
on  the  subject.  The  facts,  I  assume,  are 
correctly  stated.  Thomas  M'Cann  was 
convicted,  as  stated  ;  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
of  the  other  case  mentioned  in  the  Ques- 
tion, are  by  no  means  analogous.  A 
Memorial  was  presented  by  McCann  to 
Lord  Carnarvon,  and  Lord  Carnarvon  is 
said  to  have  carefully  investigated  the 
case,  and  decided  that  he  couid  not  inter- 
fere with  the  sentence. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
HARBOUR  WORKS  AT  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  B.  KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  has  had  his  attention  drawn 
to  the  report  of  Mr.  Stevenson,  C.E.  on 
the  Donegal  Harbour  Works  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  local  fishermen  at 
Foolhurrin  complain  of  the  damage  to 
their  nets  from  rocks  and  stones  left  in 
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the  pool,  and  suggoBt  remedies ;  whether 

Mr.  Steyenson  has  stated — 

"  These  requirements  are  all  reasonable  and 
desirable,  and  conld  be  easily  carried  out ;  " 

and,  whether  he  will  direct  immediate 
steps  to  be  taken  with  that  object  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAKY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  Mr.  Stevenson  makes  no  re- 
ferences to  damage  to  nets  in  his  Keport, 
and  no  complaint  upon  that  point  has 
been  made  to  the  Government  since 
1881,  when  steps  were  taken  to  remove 
the  causes  of  complaint.  He  suggested 
improvements  in  these  and  other  works, 
and  I  believe  the  recommendations  gene- 
rally are  being  considered. 

COMMISSIONERS   OF    IRISH   LIGHTS- 
PENSIONS  OF  SERVANTS. 

Mb.  B.  KELLY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whetlier  there 
are  any  situations  under  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  filled  by  persons  who  have 
been  in  the  service  of  the  Eoyal  Navy, 
and  who  have  received  therefrom  a  com- 
mutation allowance  or  pension  on  re- 
tirement ;  and,  if  he  will  grant  a  Eeturn 
showing  how  many,  what  their  ages  are, 
and  what  is  their  present  pay ;  why  they 
left  the  Navy,  what  rank  they  held  in  the 
Navy,  and  what  rank  they  hold  now ; 
under  what  circumstances,  On  what  quali- 
fications, and  by  what  authority  they 
were  re-appointed  to  the  public  service ; 
and,  will  they  receive  any  further  com- 
mutation allowance  or  pension  on  giving 
up  their  present  appointments  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundella)  : 
The  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  in- 
form me  that  there  will  be  no  difiS.oulty 
on  their  part  in  preparing  such  a  Eeturn, 
though  it  will  necessarily  take  time  ;  if 
the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  move  for  it, 
it  can  be  given. 

FISHERY      PIERS      AND      HARBOURS 

(IRELAND)— BUNDORAN,    CO. 

DONEGAL. 

Mb.  B.  KELLY  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  is  aware 
that  the  design  now  being  carried  out  at 
Bundoran,  county  Donegal,  by  the  Board 
of  Works,  for  a  pier  and  harbour  for  the 
fishermen,  will  be  practically  useless  to 
them  when  finished,  as  the  pier  will  be 
too  short  to  break  the  heavy  seas  coming 
over  the  rocks,  being  about  fifty  yards 
above  low  water;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  a  chasm  exists  between  the  pier  and 
a  largo  rock,  through  which  the  sea 
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rashes  with  such  violence  that  no  bo^ 
could  come  in  without  great  risk  of  being 
swamped,  and  that  the  channel  being 
now  cut  to  the  sea  is  in  a  wrong  direc- 
tion, as  it  does  not  go  towards  the  deep 
water;  whether  the  wall  built  at  th« 
landward  end  of  the  boat-sHp  interferes 
with  the  public  right  of  way  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made 
into  these  complaints  by  some  Engineer 
who  is  thoroughly  independent  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  and,  if  found  sab- 
stantial,  direct  such  an  alteration  in  the 
design  as  will  prevent  the  expenditure 
of  a  large  sum  of  money  being  thrown 
away? 

Thb  SECEETAKY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlek)  :  The  pier- 
head will  be  more  than  100  yards  from 
the  present  low  water  line.  The  pre- 
sent channel*  will  be  widened  and  deep- 
ened to  low  water.  It  is  in  the  ri^t 
direction.  The  work  will  not  be  prae- 
tically  useless  when  finished.  There  is 
a  rock  about  four  yards  from  the  pier- 
head, which  rises  about  nine  feet  abovf 
low  water;  but  the  space  between  will  be 
filled  with  concrete.  The  Board  of 
Works  approved,  on  the  18th  September 
last,  of  the  construction  of  a  flight  of 
steps  to  preserve  the  right  of  way  to  the 
shore. 

ARMY  CAUXILIARY  FOBOES)— THE 
IRISH  MILITXA. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  When  wiU  offic«n 
from  the  Regular  Forces  be  appointed 
to  those  Irish  Militia  Regiments  which 
are  still  under  the  disadrfintage  of 
having  Adjutants  under  the  old  system, 
some  of  whom  have  left  the  service 
over  twenty  years,  and  are  therefore 
unacquainted  with  the  new  principles  of 
drill  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Itr. 
Campbell  -  Baitnerman)  :  The  iMk 
Militia  adjutants,  of  whom  nine  remiim 
attached  to  Irish  Militia  battalions,  inH 
be  replaced,  as  vacancies  arise,  by  regi- 
mental officers  on  the  active  Hst;  bat 
they  are  not  liable  to  compulsorj  retire- 
ment till  they  reach  the  age  of  55  years. 
Only  two  will  reach  that  age  during  tbe 
next  five  years. 

COLONIAL  ECCLESIASTICAL 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Mb.  HENBY  CAMPBELL  asked  ft* 
Under  Secretar^of  State  for  theOol<»ii% 
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"WTiethep,  according  to  the  Colonial  re- 
gulations, a  clergyman  can  be  removed 
^rom   the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment 
of  the  Island  of  Mauritias  only  upon 
the  commission  of  some  ofiPence,  or  for  a 
dereliction  of  duty ;  whether  the  head  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Department  has  asked 
liim  to  deprive  two  clergymen  of  their 
appointments ;  whether  the  reason  given 
for  this  course  by  the  Chief  Ecclesiastic 
is  that  these  two  clergymen  were  not  in- 
corporated in  his  diocese,  or  were  only 
accepted  for  three  years ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Cardinal  Prefect  of  the 
Propaganda,  to  whom   an   appeal  was 
made  in  this  case,  has  delivered  to  these 
two  clerfjymen  the  highest  certificates  of 
good  conduct  and  fitness  for  the  dis- 
charge of  their  ecclesiastical  functions ; 
whether,  in  the  case  of  one  of  these 
Reverend  gentlemen  a  medical  certificate 
was  supplie  1  to  the  Qt)vernment  before 
his  appointment  stating  that  he  was  fit 
for  ten  years*  service  in  a  tropical  cli- 
mate ;  whether  this  certificate  was  sup- 
plied by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Spencer,  the  re- 
presentative of  the  Bishop  in  England  ; 
whether  he,  some  time  since,  thought  it 
his  duty  to  inform  the  Bishop  of  Mauri- 
tius that,  instead  of  removing  these  gen- 
tlemen from  the  Ecclesiastical  Establish- 
ment, he  was  obliged  to  protect  them 
from  the  persecution  to  which  they  were 
subjected;    and,  whether  the  Oovern- 
ment  intend  taking  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  to  protect  clergymen  in  the  Mauri- 
tius holding  a  commission  under  Her 
Maiesty's  Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Gsbobne  Morgan);  The 
Colonial  regulations  relating  to  the  re- 
moval of  public  officers  do  not  apply  to 
clergymen  on  the  Roman  Catholic  Estab- 
lishment of  Mauritius.  If  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  Mauritius  deprives  a 
clergyman  of  his  spiritual  functions  in 
the  Island,  he  is  removed  from  the 
Establishment  unless  the  deprivation  is 
reversed  by  a  superior  Ecclesiastical 
authority.  The  Civil  Government  does 
not  review  the  decision  of  the  Bishop. 
The  Bishop  recently  deprived  two  clergy- 
men of  their  spiritual  functions.  They 
were  retained  on  the  Establishment 
pending  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Rome ; 
and  as  the  appeal  did  not  result  in  their 
being  reinstated  in  the  diocese,  they  have 
been  removed  from  the  Establishment. 
The  reason  assigned  to  the  Government 
by  the  Bishop  for  the  removal  of  the 


clergymen  was  that  he  *^  could  no  longer 
conscientiously  employ  them  in  the  sacred 
ministry."  It  appears,  however,  to  have 
been  held  by  the  Court  of  Rome  that 
they  were  not  affiliated  to  the  diocese, 
but  only  taken  into  the  service  of  that 
Mission  for  three  years.  The  clergymen 
have  produced  copies  of  certificates,  from 
the  Cardinal  Prefect  of  the  Propaganda, 
of  good  conduct  and  fitness  for  the  exer- 
cise of  spiritual  functions.  A  certificate 
was  produced  by  Mr.  Spencer,  the 
Bishop's  representative  in  England, 
upon  the  appointment  of  one  of  these 
clergymen,  that  he  was  ''fit  to  undergo 
a  lengthened  service  in  a  tropical  cli- 
mate.'' The  Government  are  not  aware 
that  such  clergymen  require  any  protec- 
tion, nor  do  they  hold  any  commission 
under  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)— BUNNATROOHAN  PIER,  CO. 
DONEGAL. 

Mr.  B.  KELLY  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  is  aware 
that  a  large  body  of  fishermen  who  fre- 
quent Bunnatroohan  Pier  and  Harbour, 
county  Donegal,  applied  to  the  Board 
of  Works  by  memorial  to  have  certain 
additional  works  carried  out  so  as  to 
make  the  harbour  useful  and  safe  to  the 
fishermen ;  whether  any  report  has  since 
been  received  as  to  the  necessity  for  such 
works;  and,  if  there  be  any  likelihood 
of  their  being  carried  out  to  prevent  the 
great  damage  and  injury  to  the  boats 
frequenting  the  harbour  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  thk  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  A  Memo- 
rial numerously  signed  was  received  for 
additional  works  at  this  harbour  under 
the  Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Act,  1883. 
The  Commissioners  appointed  under  that 
Act  not  having  allocated  any  funds  for 
works  at  Bunnatroohan,  no  Report  has 
been  made.  The  proposed  worSs  would 
much  improve  the  harbour. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-.COURT 
OF  BANKRUPTCy-MR.  L.  H.  DEER- 
ING,  OFFICIAL  ASSIGNEE. 

Mr.  peter  Mcdonald  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
If  the  246th  Oeneral  Order  of  the  Irish 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  which  provides 
that— 

**  Each  Official  Assignee  shall  account  once  at 
least  in  every  six  calendar  months  in  every  mat- 
ter of  bankruptcy  or  arrangement  to  wluch  1^0 


1376 


Pat  Office 


{COMMONS} 


{Ireland), 


1S7( 


■hall  haye  been  nominated  as  aforesaid,  and 
oftener  if  so  directed  by  the  Court/' 

has  been  complied  with  by  Mr.  L.  H. 
Deering,  Official  Assignee  of  said  Court, 
since  his  appointment ;  if  not,  can  any 
reason  be  assigned  for  its  disobedience, 
and  if  its  non-observance  has  ever  been 
reported  to  the  Court  by  the  responsible 
officer  of  the  Court,  the  Chief  Eegis- 
trar ;  and,  has  the  said  Mr.  L.  H.  Deer- 
ing  ever  transferred  money  from  one 
estate  account  to  another,  or  to  his  pri- 
vate account,  known  as  ''The  Official 
Assignee's  Account,"  on  his  separate 
and  individual  cheque  or  letter,  addressed 
to  the  Accountant  General  of  the  Bank 
of  Ireland ;  or  lodged,  paid,  or  trans- 
ferred money,  stock,  or  securities  at  any 
time  in  his  capacity  as  Official  Assignee 
otherwise  than  as  provided  by  sec.  6 1  of 
20  and  21  Vic.  c.  60,  and  the  242nd  and 
24drd  General  Orders  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  From  an 
explanation  furnished  by  the  Official 
Assignee,  there  would  appear  to  have 
been  some  laxity  of  practice  in  the 
matters  referred  to  in  the  Question.  The 
circumstances  will  be  at  once  brought  to 
the  attention  of  a  Committee  which  was 
appointed  at  the  suggestion  of  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  which 
is  now  sitting,  to  inquire  into  the  regu- 
lations under  which  the  duties  of  Official 
Assignees  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
are  performed,  and  to  suggest  any  altera- 
tions which  liaay  appear  to  them  de- 
sirable. 

POST   OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE   POST- 
MASTER AT  BALA. 

Me.  henry  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  David  Evans, 
the  Postmaster  of  Bala,  died  on  Ist 
January  of  the  present  year ;  whether, 
in  consequence  of  ill-health,  Mr.  Evans 
was  unable  to  attend  to  the  duties  of 
the  office  for  a  considerable  time  prior 
to  his  death;  whether,  during  this 
period,  Mrs.  Evans  efficiently  perK>rmed 
the  duties  appertaining  to  the  office ; 
whether,  after  the  death  of  her  husband, 
she  applied  for  the  position  ;  whether 
an  influentially-signed  Memorial  on  her 
behalf  was  forwarded  to  the  Postmaster 
General,  praying  that  she  inight  be  ap- 
pointed Postmistress ;  whether,  notwith- 
standing her  efficiency  and  the  local 
feeling  expressed  through  the  Memorial 

Mr.  Peter  M'DenaM 


in  her  behalf,  the  Postmaster  Geneni 
refused  to  recognise  her  claims,  and  ap- 
pointed a  local  ConservatiTe  instetd; 
whether  the  man  appointed  signed  the 
Memorial  in  question  ;  whether  the  n- 
moval  of  the  office  from  the  house  d 
Mr.  Evans  has  yet  taken  place;  and, 
whether  he  will  reconsider  the  msUa 
with  a  view  to  the  appointment  of  tkii 
lady? 

The  SECRETARY  to   thk  TBEi- 
8URY  (Mr.  Arnou)  Mobuct),  in  reply, 
said,   he  found  that  Mr.   £vana  died 
on  the  lst>  of  January ;  and,  for  dom« 
time  previous  to  his   death,  the  work 
was  fairly  well  done  by  Mrs.   Evani. 
A  Memorial  on  her  behiJf  was  reodved. 
The  vacancy  was  reported  to  the  Treir 
sury  on  the  13th  of  January,  and  on  tlia 
Ist  of  February  the  office  was  filled  up  i& 
the  usual  way  by  his  Predecessor,  who 
appointed    John   Williams.      Willianu 
might  have  signed    the   Memorial  oa 
behalf  of  Mrs.  Evans,  as  the  name  of 
John     Williams    appeared    frequentl? 
amongst  the  signatures.    The  office  hid 
not  yet  been  removed  from  Mrs.  Evass* 
house ;   but  the  appointment  had  been 
completed,  so  far  as  the  Treasury  wai 
concerned,  and  he  had  no  power  to  re- 
open the  matter  unless  a  vacancy  wm 
again  reported. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— EUECnON 
OF  A  TELEGRAPH  POLK  ON  PRI- 
VATE PROPERTY  AT  ENNISKILLEK. 

Mb.  HENEY  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  the  Postal  Telegraph 
Department  in  the  year  1879  erected  a 
telegraph  pole  in  the  private  yard  of 
David  M'Oaw,  Enniskillen,  without  that 
gentleman's  permission ;  whether  a  re- 

Eort,  and,  if  so,  to  what  effect,  was  made 
y  the  assistant  engineer  in  reference  to 
this  pole  ;  whether  the  wires  are  now 
cut  away  from  the  pole  in  queotioa, 
leaving  it,  in  the  event  of  a  storm,  dan* 
gerous  to  life  and  property;  whether 
notice  has  been  given  to  the  Poetmastcr 
General  by  M'Gaw  that  he  requires  pos- 
session of  the  ground  occupied  by  the 
pole  for  building  and  sanitary  parpoeea ; 
whether  the  Postmaster  Qenenu  wiU 
cause  this  obstruction  to  be  at  once  re- 
moved ;  and,  whether  he  will  give  in- 
structions that  a  fair  amount  of  compen- 
sation be  paid  to  M*Ghiw  as  rent  fw  the 
space  upon  which  the  pole  now  atand^ 
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And   has  stood  daring  the  past  seyen 
years? 

The  8ECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler):  A  tele- 
graph pole  was  erected  in    1879  in  a 
private  yard  belonging  to  David  M*Gaw, 
of   Enniskillen,   and  next  to  premises 
tlien  rented  from  him  by  the  postmaster 
for  the  post-office.      The  Inspector  of 
Telegraphs,  who  pnt  np  the  pole,  has 
reported  that  it  was  erected  with  Mr. 
^*Gaw*s  full  consent.   No  claim  for  rent 
in  respect  of  this  pole  was  made  by  Mr. 
M'Gaw  until  1883,  when  the  postmaster, 
liaving  moved  the  post-office  to  other 
premises,  differences  arose  between  him 
and  Mr.  M*Oaw,  resulting  in  a  lawsuit. 
Since    the  removal    of  the  post-office 
the  Postmaster  General  has  repeatedly 
offered  to  remove  the  pole;    but  Mr. 
M'Gaw   has  persistently  refused,   and 
still  refuses,  to  allow  it  to  be  removed, 
except  on  payment  of   an  exorbitant 
compensation.     The    wires  have  been 
removed,  but  the  pole  is  bolted  into  a 
wall. 

THE    METROPOLITAN    POLICE— SIR 
EDMUND  HENDERSON. 

Sib  EGBERT  FOWLER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  Police  under  Sir 
ICdmund  Henderson  have  efficiently 
maintained  order  and  respect  for  pro- 
perty in  the  Metropolis  during  seven- 
teen years ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  Sir  Edmund  Henderson's  resigna- 
tion was  accepted  within  a  few  hours  of 
its  being  tendered,  and  before  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  upon  the  disturb- 
ances of  8th  February  was  made  known 
to  Parliament  and  the  Country,  without 
any  acknowledgment  of  his  long  ser- 
vices ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  In  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  would  say  that  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son has  done  much  to  deserve  the  grati- 
tude of  the  public  for  the  manner  in 
which  the  police  under  his  charge  have 
maintained  order  in  the  Metropolis  for 
many  years.  Though  Sir  Edmund  H  en- 
derson's  resignation  was  formally  ac- 
cepted shortly  after  being  tendered,  yet 
I  was  aware  for  some  little  time  pre- 
viously that  Sir  Edmund  intended  to 
send  in  his  resignation.  Together  with 
the  official  letter  accepting  the  resigna- 
tion, I  wrote  a  separate  note,  expressing 
my  regret  that  this  duty  should  have 
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fallen  upon  me,  and  my  appreciation  of 
his  past  services.  In  an  official  letter 
written  to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject 
of  pension,  I  again  expressed  my  sense 
for  Sir  Edmund  Henderson's  services, 
and  I  replied  in  similar  terms  to  the 
letter  in  which  he  asked  me  to  write  to 
the  Treasury.  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  is  com- 
pletely  satisfied  with  the  recognition 
which  has  been  accorded  to  his  long  and 
faithful  service. 

Sib  henry  TYLER :  Arising  out  of 
that  Question,  I  beg  to  ask  whether  any 
pension  has  been  awarded  to  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  No;  not  yet.  I 
have  spoken  of  a  letter  written  to  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject ;  but  my  hon. 
Friend  is  probably  aware  that  letters  of 
that  kind  to  the  Treasury  are  not  an- 
swered in  less  than  a  few  days. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  If  the  four  sums 
heretofore  annually  voted  by  this  House 
to  the  heirs  of  Sir  Thomas  Clarges,  to 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  to  the  Duke  of 
Rutland,  and  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  re- 
spectively, have  been,  since  Ist  January 
1881,  commuted  as  if  permanent  charges, 
and  on  the  same  basis  as  pensions  in 
perpetuity  authorised  by  statute ;  and, 
if  so,  under  what  authority  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  The  four 
sums  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
have  been  commuted  since  January  1, 
1881,  under  the  authority  of  the  Acts 
36  &  87  FicL  c.  57,  and  46  Vici.  c.  1, 
Consolidated  Fund  (Permanent  Charges 
Redemption)  Acts,  1873  and  1883,  by 
which  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  con- 
tract for  the  redemption  of  any  annuity, 
as  defined  in  those  Acts,  charged  on  or 
payable  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  moneys  pro- 
vided by  Parliament  either  in  perpetuity 
or  for  a  poiod  not  determinable  with  the 
life  of  the  individual  to  whom  the  samo 
is  for  the  time  being  payable.  The  re- 
demptions were  made  on  the  same  basis 
as  the  redemption  of  other  permanent 
charges  under  the  Acts  to  which  I  have 
referred 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  decla- 
ration of  trust  actually  executed  by  the 
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First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Sir 
Oharles  Mills,  baronet,  as  to  lands  pur- 
chased prior  to  the  present  reign,  out  of 
a  sum  of  £633,333  6«.  ^d,  invested  to 
secure  tfae  perpetual  annual  payment  of 
£19,000  to  the  Duke  of  Eichmond ;  and, 
whether  he  will  also  lay  upon  the  Table 
Copies  of  any  other  declarations  of 
trust  executed  as  to  other  lands  subse- 
quently purchased  out  of  the  same 
moneys  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler):  I  can 
hardly  answer  this  Question  without  a 
word  or  two  of  explanation.  The  original 
pension  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond  was 
granted  by  Oharles  II.  [  CrieH  of  *'What 
for  ?  "]  A  duty  of  1«.  per  chaldron  on 
coals  exported  from  the  Tyne  and  con- 
sumed in  England  was  granted  under 
Letters  Patent  of  December  18, 1676,  to 
the  Duke  of  Richmond.  This'pension 
was  commuted  into  an  annuity  of 
£19,000,  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  from  July  5,  1799,  under  the  Acts 
39  Geo.  in.  c.  3,  and  39  &  40  Geo.  III. 
0.  143.  The  annuity  was  commuted 
under  provisions  in  those  Acts  for  a 
sum  of  £490,833  \U.  6d,f  which  sum 
was  invested  in  the  purchase  of 
£633,333  6s.  9d,  Consols.  By  the  Act 
S9  &  40  Geo.  III.,  c.  103,  a  portion 
(£485,434  4s.  Id.)  of  this  Stock  was  sold 
and  invested  in  land,  and  by  the  Act 
1  Vict.  c.  34,  power  was  given  to  sell 
the  balance  of  Stock  remaining  and  to 
invest  it  in  land.  The  commutation 
money  and  the  lands  in  the  purchase  of 
which  it  has  been  laid  out  were  vested 
in  Trustees,  of  whom  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  is  one.  The  present  Trus- 
tees are  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
for  the  time  being  and  Lord  Hillingdon. 
The  lands  purchased  under  the  above- 
mentioned  Acts  will  revert  to  the  Crown 
in  default  of  male  issue  of  the  first  Duke 
of  Richmond.  I  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain  the  declarations  of  trust  referred 
to  in  the  Question  ;  but  I  may  point  out 
that  as  regards  the  estates  purchased 
before  the  Act  1  Vict.  c.  34,  the  form  of 
declaration  to  be  made  by  the  Trustees 
is  prescribed  in  the  second  Schedule  to 
the  Act. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  House  the  date  and 
the  names  of  the  Trustees  in  the  docu- 
ment as  executed?  The  draft  of  the 
declaration  is  there,  but  I  have  been 
unable  to  see  the  declaration  itself. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  If  my  hoiL 
Friend  will  put  down  a  Question  em- 
bodying the  details  he  wants,  X  will  en- 
deavour to  accede  to  his  request. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Can  the  hon. 
Gentleman  state  to  the  House  for  whtt 
services  these  pensions  were  granted  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  That  Ones- 
tion,  I  think,  ought  to  hare  been  asked 
of  the  Secretairy  to  the  Treasury  in  the 
year  1676. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CASE 
OP  MORGAN  BRIEN,  CORK  WINTEE 
ASSIZES. 

Mb.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Iie< 
land.  Whether,  in  the  case  of  Morgu 
Brien,  charged  at  last  Winter  Asbum 
at  Cork  with  wilful  murder,  the  trial  wa» 
put  back  after  the  case  had  been  called 
at  the  commencement  of  the  AssLses,  Xn 
fully  a  month  later,  at  great  inconTOu- 
ence  to  many  witnesses  who  were  sob- 
poeHaed  from  long  distances  ;  whethn 
two  of  the  witnesses  for  the  Crown  woe 
medical  gentlemen  holding  official  ap- 
pointments,  one  as  dispensary  doctor, 
the  other  as  doctor  of  a  workhouse: 
whether  these  gentlemen  received  the 
sum  of  £110  each  as  expenses  for  their 
services ;  if  not,  could  he  state  how  mo^ 
they  did  receive ;  whether  one  of  them. 
Dr.  Hall,  of  Silvermines  Dispeasaiy. 
Nenagh  Union,  has  since  sent  in  a  bill 
to  the  guardians  for  £14  for  the  salary  of 
his  locum  tenens  during  his  absence: 
whether  both  of  these  medical  witnesset 
are  connexions  of  the  Crown  Prosecutor 
in  the  case,  Mr.  George  Bolton;  wh«^ 
ther  he  (Mr.  Bolton)  allowed  it  to  go  tc 
the  jury  that  the  prisoner  was  in  tke 
employment  of  Lord  Dunally  as  game- 
keeper, and  that  he  was  boycotted,  aad 
had  only  acted  in  self-defenoe ;  whether 
the  result  was  a  verdict  of  guilty  in  ibe 
minor  charge  of  manslaughter ;  whether 
Lord  Dunally  at  once  contradicted  the 
statement  put  forward  by  the  Crowm 
Prosecutor  that  prisoner  had  been  in  hii 
employment;  and,  what  steps  will  be 
taken  with  regard  to  Mr.  Boltoi&^s  action 
in  the  case  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johj 
MoRLEY^:  There  were  two  postpone 
ments  of  this  trial.  The  first,  to  enabk 
counsel  who  were  assigned  for  the  de- 
fence by  the  Judge  to  consider  iJ^m 
case ;  the  second,  in  consequenoe  of  a  cw^ 
tificate  of  the  prison  phyuciaiiy  th«t  the 
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prisoner  was  too  ill  to  appear.  Twomedi* 
oal  gentlemen  were  witnesses  in  the  case. 
A  brother  of  one  of  them  is  married  to  a 
Bister  of  Mr.  Bolton.     The  other  is  no 
connection  of  his.     They  were  paid  their 
expenses  by  Mr.   Bolton  according  to 
treasury  scale,   Dr.  Minnett  receiving 
dB75  10#.,   and  Dr.  Hall  £76  68.    Dr. 
!Hall  sent  in  a  claim  for  his  substitute, 
vhich  the  Guardians  have  refused.  Evi- 
dence was  given  for  the  prisoner  that 
lie  had  acted  as  gamekeeper  lor  Lord 
Dunally  and  had  been  ''  Boycotted,"  and 
liis  counsel  argued  that  he  might  have 
£red  the  shot  in  self-defence ;  but  Mr. 
Bolton  did  not  put  forward  or  adopt  any 
Buch  suggestion,  and  the  Judge  told  the 
jury  there  was  not  sufficient  evidence  of 
the  prisoner  being  gamekeeper  to  Lord 
Dunally,  who  was  not  at  the  Assizes. 

NAVY— SUPPLY  OF  CUTLA.SSES. 

Db.  OAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  cutlasses 
in  use  in  the  Navy  were  procured  from 
the  same  manufacturers  as  have  supplied 
Bwords  to  the  Army ;  and,  whether  the 
tests  to  which  they  were  subjected  dif- 
fered from  those  which,  in  the  case  of 
the  Army,  have  recently  been  abandoned 
as  insufficient? 

The  SURYEYOR  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (who  re- 
plied): No  Navy  cutlasses  have  been 
procured  from  any  source  for  the  last 
21  years.  Jxl  1858-9  some  were  ob- 
tained from  Germany;  but  the  great 
majority  of  those  in  use  in  the  Royal 
Navy  were  produced  by  various  English 
firms,  two  of  whom  also  supplied 
Cavalry  swords.  Of  the  firms  referred 
to  only  one  now  survives.  The  tests 
fo7  cutlasses  differed  from  those  for 
swords  because  the  blades  were  of  dif- 
ferent pattern.  Last  year  50  cutlasses 
were  taken  at  random  from  store  and 
were  subjected  to  a  severe  test  with 
satisfactory  results.  The  whole  will  be 
re-tested  as  soon  as  the  testing  of  the 
bayonets  is  completed. 

METB0P0LI8— MEETINGS  IN  HYDE 

PARK. 

Mr.  ADDISON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  three  waggons 
were  brought  into  Hyde  Park  on  Sunday 
last;  whether  this  was  done  with  his 
panction ;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed  to 


interfere  in  future  with  the  use  of  the 
Park  on  Sundays  by  the  admission  of 
such  vehicles  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbbs):  Yes,  Sir.  It  is  true  that 
three  waggons  were  brought  into  the 
Park  on  Sunday  last,  as  has  been  the 
custom  since  1 884.  The  OfiQ.ce  of  Works 
is  the  authority  from  whom  sanction 
should  be  obtained.  I  am  told  that  on 
this  occasion  it  was  not  asked,  and  the 
waggons  were  admitted  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  ofiBcer  in  charge  of  the 
police.  It  is  a  matter  for  the  Ofiice  of 
Works  to  decide  what  regulations  should 
be  adopted  in  future.  But  I  approve  of 
the  action  of  the  police  officer  on  this 
occasion. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND)— 
PUBLIC  EXECUTIONS. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  public  prints,  that  a  baronet,  whose 
name  and  address  are  given,  has  been 
allowed  to  act  as  '*  amateur  hangman" 
at  one  or  more  recent  executions ;  whe- 
ther such  a  proceeding  has  been  ap- 
proved by  the  Home  Office ;  and,  whe- 
ther remonstrances  have  been  addressed 
to  the  parties  responsible  for  carrying 
out  the  sentence  of  death  in  the  case  or 
cases  in  question  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  In  reply,  I  would  remind 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Home  Office  is 
not  responsible  for  the  carrying  out  of 
the  sentence  of  death  in  any  particular 
case.  That  duty  rests  with  the  High 
Sheriff  of  the  county;  but  the  Home 
Secretary  has  power  by  Statute  to  make 
provision  for  guarding  against  any  abuse 
in  the  mode  of  carrying  out  executions. 
I  have  had  no  official  correspondence  as 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  Baronet  referred 
to ;  but,  to  guard  against  such  abuses  in 
the  future,  I  have  given  instructions  for 
the  issue  of  a  Circular  to  the  High 
Sheriffs  to  the  effect  that  no  person  shall 
be  allowed  to  assist  the  hangman  except 
on  the  personal  approval  of  the  High 
Sheriff. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  the 
Government  would  offer  a  permanent 
situation  to  the  person  in  question  ? 


[No  reply.] 
2  Y  2 
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THE  EASTERN  TELEGRAPH  COMPANY. 

Mb.  HUTTON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
oretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies,  Whe- 
ther, under  the  Contract  of  the  19th 
January  with  the  Eastern  Telegraph 
Company,  it  is  intended  that  the  British 
Settlements  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa 
shall  contribute  any  portion  of  the 
annual  subsidy  of  £19,000  to  be  paid  to 
that  Company ;  and,  if  there  is  such  in- 
tention, what  proportion  or  sum  is  to  be 
contributed  by  each  of  the  five  Settle- 
ments named  in  the  Contract  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Opbornb  Morgan)  :  I  am 
informed  that  the  West  African  Colonies 
are  to  contribute  £5,000  a-year  to  the 
subsidy  in  question,  and  the  Colonial 
Office  proposes  that  this  contribution 
should  be  divided  among  the  four  Colo- 
nies Sierra  Leone,  Gambia,  Gold  Coast, 
and  Lagos  on  the  following  scale  roughly 
proportioned  to  their  revenues : — Sierra 
Leone,  £1,300;  Gambia,  £500;  Gold 
Coast,  £2,200 ;  Lagos,  £1,000.  The  fifth 
Settlement  mentioned  in  the  contract  is 
the  Niger  territory;  but  there  can  be  at 
present  no  question  of  its  contributing 
towards  the  subsidy,  as  no  system  of 
government  or  revenue  has  yet  been 
established  there.  The  contribution  of 
£5,000  from  the  four  Colonies  has  been 
fixed  irrespective  of  any  sum  which  may 
hereafter  be  received  on  account  of  the 
Niger  territory. 

INDLL  (FINANCE,  &c.)- DEPRECIATION 
OF  THE  RUPEE. 

CoLONBL  HUGHE8-HALLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether,  as  the  contract  rates  of  pay 
for  the  Civil  and  Military  Servants  of 
the  Crown  in  India  were  originally 
fixed  at  a  time  yrhen  the  rupee  was 
worth  two  shillings,  whereas  now  its 
exchangeable  value  has  fallen  to  one 
shilling  and  sixpence,  a  depreciation  of 
twenty-five  per  cent.,  and  may  possibly 
fall  still  lower,  the  Government  will 
take  into  consideration  the  justice  and 
necessity  of  affording  compensation  in 
some  way  to  Civil  and  Military  officers 
in  India  for  the  very  heavy  losses  in- 
curred by  them  in  all  their  remittances 
to  this  Country  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtbbd  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  :  It  is  only  natural  to  feel  sym- 
pathy with  Civil  and  Military  officers  in 


India  who  have  to  send  private  remit- 
tances home,  and  who  lose  by  the  fall  in 
the  relative  value  of  the  rupee.  But 
any  change  could  only  be  made  at  the 
expense  of  the  Indian  taxpayer,  who 
already  has  to  contribute  towards  the 
additional  charge  of  £3,000,000  steriicg 
falling  annually  on  the  Indian  Exche- 
quer in  consequence  of  tbis  altered 
value  of  silver.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment can  hold  out  no  hope  that  salaiies 
will  be  increased  for  such  reasons  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  puts  for- 
ward. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE- COMPENSATION 
TO  SEAMEN  WITNESSES. 

Mb.  king  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  seamen  or  officers  detained 
from  sailing  with  their  ships  by  order 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  order  to  gire 
evidence  on  inquiries  into  marine  acci- 
dents or  casualties,  are  only  recompensed 
for  the  loss  of  their  wages  until  the  ter- 
mination  of  their  evidence,  and  are  thei 
left  adrift  without  any  compensation  for 
the  loss  of  their  voyage,  and  possxblj 
their  employment ;  and,  whether  steps 
cannot  be  taken  to  remedy  this  in- 
justice? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mukdella'  : 
Sir,  I  find  it  is  the  practice  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  detain  officers  and 
seamen  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  as 
witnesses  for  inquiries  into  shipping 
casualties,  and  nothing  is  paid  ttiein 
beyond  an  allowance  during  the 
period  of  detention.  The  Board  are 
aware  that  the  detention  of  a  seaman 
occasionally  results  in  the  loss  of  voyage ; 
but  they  endeavour  to  avoid  as  mndi  ai 
possible  taking  seamen  out  of  thecr 
ships  for  the  purposes  of  an  inqniiy. 
I  regret  that  it  is  not  in  our  power  to 
compensate  witnesses  for  consequeotial 
loss  incidental  upon  the  discharge  ol 
civic  duties. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
CLOTHING  CONTRACTS. 

Mb.  MIJEPHY  asked  the  Chief  8#> 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  contracts  for  the 
clothing  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabnlarr 
are  advertised  in  ihe  Dublin  papers ;  k 
not,  would  he  state  on  what  groattik; 
how  the  selection  of  manufaoturers  tf 
made  i  to  whom  tender  forms  for 
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notice  of  the  oontracts  ?  IIb-  HANBTJRY  asked  the  Under 

The   8ECBETABY  op  STATE  for  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afifaira, 

WAB(Mr.  Oawpbbll-Banneemak):  Ab  What  inetructionB   are   issued  to    Her 

the     contraotB    for    the     CoaBtabulary  Uajeaty's  repreBeniatives  Abroad  with 

clothing  are  made  by  the  War  OiBee,  I  refarenee  to  furnishing  immediato  Ee- 

may,    perhaps,  be    allowed  to    answer  ports  on  the  frequent  changes  in  Foreign 

this   Question.     It    has   not    been   the  Custom  House  regulations  and  judicial 

practice  in    recent    years  to   advertise  decisions  affecting  matters  of  quarantine 

contracts  for  clothing  of  the  Royal  Irish  ^nd  tariff ;  upon  what  principle  noticea 

Constabulary    in    the    Dublin    papers,  '^^  ^uch  new  regulations  or  decisions  are 

but    to    invite    tenders    from     certain  published,    or    not    published,    in    n« 

Knglish    firms    and    from     all    mauu-  ff«M^'< ."  and,  whether  the  GoTornment 

facturers   of  clothing   in    Ireland    who  "'H  t^^e  stops  to  secure  to  the  public 

are    known    to   the  "War    Department  ^'^^^^^  ^^^^  ii^^  regular  mtormation  on 

as  likely  to  undertake  such  contracts.  8"ch   subjects  by  circulating   all  such, 

I  am  told  that  advertisement  has  been  Reports  without  delay  among  the  Ta- 

tried  and  found  to  produce  no  competi-  "'^"^  Chambers  of  Commerce? 

Uon   beyond   that  resulting    from   the  The  UNDER  SECRET ARTofSTATE 

method   of    tender.     On  one    ocoaaion  (Mr.  Bryce):  The  instructions  to  Her 

tender  forms  were  seat  to    12   English  Majesty's    Representatives    abroad    on 

and  three  Irish  firms,  of  whom  two  Eog-  ^^^  subject  referred  to  bythehon.  Mem- 

lUhandtwoIrishfirmstendered.  I  shall  her  are  to  transmit  at  once  to  the  Foreign 

be  happy  to  give  the  names  to  the  hon.  0^06    all     announcements    respecting 

Member  if  he  desirea  it.    The  usual  in-  'tese  matters.    The  Foreign  Office  for- 

terval  between  the  issue  of  tender  forms  ^^rds  these  documents  as  soon  as  they 

and  the  date  fixed  for  their  return  ia  10  "i^®  received  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 

daya ;  hut,  owing  to  urgency,  it  was  on  '^"^  Department  takes   such    steps   as 

this  occasion  six  days,  and  I  understand  seem  necessary  in  each  instance  to  make 

that  no  complaints  on  the  subject  was  *^o  announcemouts  known  to  tlie  public 

made  by  any  of  the  Irish  firms  who  in-  ^^^  '»  persons  interested.     I  have  no 

apected  the  patterns  with  a  view  to  ten-  ^oubt  that  my  right  hon.  Fnend  the 

^,in_          '^  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  give 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Are  the  ^'«  best  attention  to  any  ropresectationa 

patterns  to  be  seen  in  Dublin  ns  well  as  ^^'''^^  "'^y  ^^  made  to  hi.n  with  a  view 

ut  London  ?  '"  B"'**  greater  pubhcity  to  these  Re- 

Ub.  oamtbell-bannerman:  p'"''^-    ^^^  ^  ™*y  '^^'^  *^**  ^^'^  W"- 

I  gather  from  the  information  supplied  J^^ty's  aovernment,  very  shortly  after 

to  me  that  that  is  ao,  for  I  read  that  the  ^'i'"'  accession  to  Office,  gave  directions 

pattema  were  seen  in  London.  »•»«*  *•»«  ^^°^^  subject  of  obtaining  and 
making    known    information     received 

CHISA— THE  CHEFOO  CONVENTION—  from    Her  Majesty's    Diplomatic    and 

THE  OPIUil  DUTIES  Consular  Agents  abroad  should  bo  in- 

Bib    JOSEPH    PEASE    asked     the  ?"'"^  ?'"7'*v   t  "'*'"  ^?  it^/^og 

Under   Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ."^^e/   »"  '*>«   \^^\  "<'™."';*   ''"^  P"**' 

Affaire,  Whether  the  lato  Convention  or  ^'^^^^  **  *''«  ««'''«"»  P°»"^'«  moment. 
Treaty  with  China  on  the  Opium  Duties 

has  been  rati6ed:  and.  if  not,  whether  ^VBLIO  MEETING. q-DISLOYAL  MEET- 

he  ia  aW«  to  state  the  reason  for  the  I^G  AT  THE  CRITERION  UESTAU- 

delay?  KANT. 

The  UNDER  SECRETAEYoF  STATE  Mr.  BAUMANN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 

(Hr.  Brtce)  :    Tho  ratifications  of  the  General,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  reported 

Agreement  havD  not  yet  been  exchanged  in  Thi  Morning  i'ont  of  tho  25th  instant, 

owing   to    the  Chinese   ratification  not  that  ho  and  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

having  yet  arrived  in  this  country.    We  for  the  Home  Department  were  present 

are  informed  that  it  has  been  signed  by  at  a  banquet  to  the  labour  representa- 

the  Empress  of  China,  and  that  it  will  tives  in  Parliament,  given   at  the  Ori- 

be  brought  to   England   by    the   new  terion  Restaurant  on  the  ?4th  instant, 

Ohbiue  Minister.  at  which  the  health  of  Her  GrooiouB 
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Majesty  the  Queen  was  received  with 
**  hissing,  which  was  received  with  greater 
vehemence  when  about  one-third  of  the 
company  rose  to  honour  the  toast ; "  and, 
if  true,  whether  he  and  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
being  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, remained  in  the  room  without 
protesting  against  such  disgraceful  and 
disloyal  exhibition?  Before  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  answers  the 
Question,  I  beg  leave  to  ask  the  follow- 
ing Question  on  the  same  point,  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice : — 
Whether  he  has  read  the  following  ac- 
coimt  of  the  dinner  in  question  which 
appeared  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette^  on 
the  25th  instant,  and  whether  he  will 
say  that  such  account  is  untrue  : — 

"  Lord  Hobhouse  rose  again,  and  in  the  good 
old-fashioned  way  began—*  There  is  one  toast, 
gentlemen,  which  in  every  assembly  of  English- 
men*  when  he  was  stopped  by  a  distinct 

outburst  of  dissent.  He  proceeded,  however, 
to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  care  for  her  subjects, 
and  her  faithful  and  unremitting  attention  to 
the  duties  of  her  exalted  position,  entitled  her 
to  the  respect  and  affection  of  Englishmen 
everywhere.  This  was  accompanied  by  a  run- 
ning fire  of  hisses  and  expostulatory  cries  of 
'  No ; '  and  when  the  toast  was  drunk,  quite  a 
number  of  those  present  remained  seated,  and 
the  hisses  were  both  lound  and  long  P  " 

And  I  beg  further  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman— and  I  am  sure  he 
will  excuse  me  for  not  having  given 
Notice — Whether  he  has  read  the  letter 
which  appeared  in  The  Times,  signed  by 
Oswald  J.  Simon,  son  of  a  well-known 
Member  of  Parliament,  who  was  pre- 
sent at  the  dinner,  and  who  says  that 
the  hissing  was  loud  and  long,  and  that 
whole  tables  remained  seated  while  the 
toast  was  being  drunk  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell)  :  When  the  hon. 
Member  last  night  gave  Notice  of  this 
Question,  he  proposed  to  put  it  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, but,  learning  that  my  name  was 
coupled  with  the  Question,  I  represented 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  if  he  desired 
to  call  in  question  my  conduct,  a  Ques- 
tion ought  to  be  addressed  to  me,  so  that 
I  might  have  the  opportunity  of  answer- 
ing it.  I  have  to  thank  the  hon.  Member 
for  reoogpiizing  the  propriety  of  the  course 
which  I  suggested.  I  shall  answer  the 
Question  he  puts  to  me  categorically. 
It  is  true  that  I  was  a  guest  at  the 
banquet  g^ven  on  the  3Sth  instant,  at  the 
Oriterion,  to  celebrate  the  return  to  this 

Mr,  Baumann 


House  of  12  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  are 
described  frequently  as  direct  repre- 
sentatives of  labour,  all  of  whom  I  be- 
lieve sit  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I 
was  there  as  a  guest,  invited  as  such 
before  I  was  offered  the  position  I  have 
now  the  honour  to  fill.  I  wish  to  state 
most  distinctly,  in  spite  of  the  state- 
ments which  the  hon.  Member  has  read, 
I  did  not  upon  that  occasion  hear  anj 
hissing  whatever.  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  one  or  two  re- 
markable circumstances  in  oonnectioii 
with  this  matter.  I  am  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  admit,  from  the  atatemeots 
made  to  me  b^^  hon.  Members  whom  I 
have  questioned,  that  undoubtedly  there 
was — I  greatly  regret  it — some  hissiiig. 
It  was  partial,  not  general,  and  not  so^ 
as  to  call  any  general  attention  to  it.  I 
had  previously  not  read  any  of  the  morn- 
ing papers  in  connection  with  this  matto-; 
but  I  find  that  only  one  moming*  paper 
— one  supposed  to  represent  the  viewi 
of  hon.  Members  opposite — Tli4  Momvtf 
Poet,  contained  the  statement  that  hisasg 
took  place  on  the  proposal  of  the  heahh 
of  the  Queen.  I  find  that  while  the  pro- 
ceedings were  reported  in  Ths  Tmst, 
Daily  Telegraph,  Standard,  Dailf  JVWt, 
Daily  Chronicle,  and  £ehOf  no  reference 
is  made  in  any  of  these  papers  to  any 
hissing,  from  which  I  may  fairly  ask 
the  House  to  assume  that  it  must  havt 
been  very  partial  and  confined  to  a  veij 
limited  portion  of  the  company,  which 
numbered  some  200  or  300.  When  this 
Question  was  put  to  me,  I  at  onoe  com* 
municated  with  Lord  Hobhouse,  who 
presided  on  the  occasion,  and  next  to 
whom  I  was  sitting,  and  he  has  aasiired 
me  that  he  heard  no  hissings  whateTcr. 
Since  I  came  into  the  House  to-day,  t^ 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley,  who  was 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  Qiair- 
man,  and  not  far  from  him,  has  also 
assured  me  that  he  heard  none.  [Hr. 
Rylands:  Hear,  hear!]  That  heiaf 
the  state  of  the  case,  I  hope  I  have 
made  out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Hoom 
that  the  statements  referred  to  hare 
been  grossly  exaggerated.  The  boa 
Gentleman  also  asks  whether  I  hare 
read  the  account  in  ihePaUMmll  Geadts. 
Having  received  Notice  of  this  Qoestaos 
I  did  read  the  account  in  Tk^  PeiU  MmZ 
Oautte,  and  I  will  say  of  it  that  it  dew 
not  purport  to  be  an  ordinary,  dxy,  i»i 
historical  account,  so  to  speak,  of  the 
proceedings,  but  partakes  of  a  higkfy 
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sensational  oharaoter.  And  I  liaye  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  judging  by 
my  own  observation,  it  has  been  g^atly 
exaggerated,  and  does  not  truly  repre- 
sent what  occurred  on  this  occasion.  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  think  that  I 
have  fully  and  satisfactorily  answered 
the  Questions. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— MURDER  OF 
POLICE  CONSTABLE  HINB  AT  FENNY 

COMPTON. 

Mb.  COBB  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
murder  of  Police  Constable  Hine  at 
Fenny  Compton ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
yernment  will  offer  a  reward  for  the  ap- 
prehension of  the  murderer  or  mur- 
derers? 

Thk  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ghilders)  :  No,  Sir ;  my  attention  has 
not  been  called  officially  to  the  murder 
of  this  police-constable.  It  will  be  for 
the  Local  Authorities  to  move  first  in 
such  a  matter.  There  are  grave  objec- 
tions to  a  too  liberal  offer  of  Goyernment 
rewards. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— INDDIN  MILITARY 

LEAVE. 

Mr.  SHIELEY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether' pro- 
posals were  made  by  Lord  Ripon's  Indian 
Government,  and  agreed  to  by  the  India 
Office,  to  modify  the  Indian  Military 
leave  rules,  and  to  arrange  that  in  future 
all  leave  should  count  for  pension ;  and, 
if  so,  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in 
communicating  this  decision  to  the  officers 
concerned  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Uqhtbkd  Kay-Shuttlb- 
wobth)  :  I  understand  that  the  delay  is 
caused  by  the  difficulty  of  settling  cer- 
tain important  points  involved  in  a 
change  in  the  military  leave  rules.  The 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
being  given  to  the  subject. 

POST  OFFICE-MAILS  BETWEEN 
CYPRUS  AND  ALEXANDRIA. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Why  the  regular  weekly  mail  com- 
munication between  Cyprus  and  Alex* 
andria  was  suspended;  and,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Gk)vernment  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  re-establishing  it  in  order 


to  promote  the  development  of  the  re- 
sources of  that  island,  and  to  increase 
its  trade  both  with  Great  Britain  and 
Egypt,  and  so  frustrate  its  threatened 
diversion  to  the  Continent  of  Europe  by 
means  of  the  facilities  offered  by  the 
Austrian  Lloyds  Steam  Navigation  Com- 
pany? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osbobke  Moboan):  The 
weekly  mail  communication  between 
Cyprus  and  Alexandria  was  discontinued 
at  the  end  of  1884  because  it  cost  this 
country  £6,950  a-year,  and  only  brought 
in  about  £150  a-year  in  postage.  It 
lasted  six  and  a-half  years  and  involved 
the  Imperial  Post  Office  in  a  net  total 
loss  of  about  £48,000.  The  question  of 
re-establishing  weekly  communication 
between  Cyprus  and  Alexandria  on  more 
reasonable  terms  and  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  such  communication  were 
brought  before  the  late  Board  of  the 
Treasury  by  the  late  Colonial  Secretary ; 
but  the  Board  refused  to  sanction  any 
measure  being  taken  for  the  purpose, 
and  the  present  Board,  having  had  the 
matter  brought  under  their  notice,  ad- 
hered to  that  view.  With  regard  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  as  yet 
no  information  to  justify  the  conclusion 
that  the  trade  of  Cyprus  is  diverted  to 
the  Continent  of  Europe  by  means  of 
the  facilities  offered  by  the  Austrian 
Lloyds  Company,  inasmuch  as  the  im- 
port and  export  trade  between  that 
Island  and  England  continues  to  be 
carried  on  through  other  channels.  The 
direct  trade  of  Cyprus  with  the  United 
Eling^om  never  exceeded  31  per  cent  of 
the  whole.  For  the  last  year  of  the 
subsidy  it  was  27  per  cent. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  ACT  —  KIN- 
DRED LEGISLATION  IN  FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES. 

Mb.  W'  F.  LAWRENCE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  will  ascertain  at  an 
early  date,  through  Her  Majesty's  Be- 
presentatives,  what  legislation,  if  any, 
akin  to  that  of  the  Employers'  Liability 
Act  and  its  proposed  Extensions  now 
obtains  in  the  countries  of  France,  Ger- 
many, Belgium,  Holland,  and  the  United 
States  of  America,  together  with  the 
periods  during  which  such  legislation 
nas  been  in  force  ? 

The  UNDER  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtcb)  :  The  shortness  of 
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it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  peace 
of  the  Metropolis  was  a  question  of 
national  importance  ;  and,  even  if  there 
were  a  Municipality  of  London  and  a 
riot  occurred,  it  would  most  certainly 
form  a  subject  of  debate  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  present  condition  of  affairs  was  un- 
satisfactory as  regarded  the  connection 
of  the  police  with  the  Home  Office,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  case  had  been  much 
improved  by  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  or  by  the  promise  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  a  De- 
partmental Inquiry  should  be  held 
into  the  organization  of  the  police. 
The  Beport  excluded  the  subject  of 
the  composition  of  the  mob,  which  he 
thought  it  most  important  to  investi- 
gate ;  but  there  was  no  promise  that 
such  an  investigation  should  take  place, 
and  a  Departmental  Inquiry  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into 
his  own  responsibility  with  regard  to 
the  preservation  of  order  would,  he 
thought,  be  hardly  satisfactory  to  the 
country  at  large.  To  assist  him  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  called  in  cer- 
tain of  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Home  Office,  and  he  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy)  was  bound  to  state  that  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch, 
that  when  permanent  officials  of  the 
Home  Office  inquired  into  the  responsi- 
bility of  that  Office,  no  satisfactory  result 
could  be  arrived  at.  The  Report,  more- 
over, appeared  to  be  somewhat  unfair. 
It  was  excessively  condemnatory  of  the 
police;  but  some  of  the  reasons  upon 
which  the  Report  was  founded  were  cir- 
cumstances beyond  the  control  of  the 
police,  and  it  was  therefore  very  hard 
that  they  should  be  blamed  for  them. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  police  were 
entirely  and  alone  in  fault  on  the  8th  of 
February.  For  instance,  on  page  9  of 
the  Report  it  was  mentioned  that  there 
were  no  telegraphic  communications  be- 
tween the  police  in  certain  places  and 
Scotland  Yard;  but  there  was  no  evi- 
dence to  show  that  the  Commissioners 
of  Police  had  the  power  to  establish  a 
telegraphic  system  between  Scotland 
Yard  and  dependent  districts.  The 
question  was,  who  was  responsible  for 
the  existence  of  such  a  state  of  things 
as  made  the  occurrence  of  the  events 
of  the  8th  instant  possible  ?  It  seemed 
to   him    that   the    Home    Office    was 

Lord  Algernon  Percy 


clearly  responsible  for  that  unsatisftK^ 
tory  state  of  things ;  for  within  recent 
times  there  had  been  two  inqnlriM 
into  the  organization  of  the  poHce, 
but  no  resulting  action  had  been  takes 
by  the  Home  Office.  Why  were  the 
recommendations  of  those  Committees 
not  carried  out  by  the  Home  Office? 
The  fact  was  that  on  the  recent  occasion 
the  Police  Force  appeared  to  have  been 
lulled  into  a  false  sense  of  securitTy 
owing  to  previous  demonstrations  Iiaving 
passed  off  peaceably.  They  failed  to 
recognize  that  the  circumstances  were 
not  usual ;  but  if  they  were  to  blame  in 
this  the  Home  Office  was  equally  so,  for 
the  Home  Office,  too,  laboured  under  a 
similar  misapprehension,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  even  take  the 
precautions  adopted  by  his  Predecessors, 
in  similar  circumstances,  and  arraage 
to  be  supplied  with  information  by  the 
police  from  time  to  time  during  the  day. 
His  Predecessors  had  generally  made 
arrangements  of  that  kind  on  extraordi- 
nary occasions.  He  might  instance  the 
case  of  the  Beform  Meeting  in  Hyde 
Park,  in  1884,  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  was  then  Home 
Secretary,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
who  was  Home  Secretary  in  1875,  made 
arrangements  for  receiving  telegrams 
every  half-hour,  as  well  as  messages  at 
intervals  during  the  day.  The  House, 
he  thought,  ought  to  be  given  more  in- 
formation with  respect  to  the  treatment 
which  that  very  valuable  public  serrant. 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson,  had  received  at 
the  hands  of  the  Home  Office  Authori- 
ties. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  yest»^ 
day  expressed  some  amount  of  remt 
that  the  services  of  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son could  not  be  obtained  upon  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  did  it  not  strike  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  had  asked 
that  officer  to  reconsider  the  question  of 
his  resignation,  until  after  the  inquiry 
had  taken  place,  instead  of  so  readily 
accepting  it,  he  would  have  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  his  assistance  upon  the  Com- 
mittee? The  precipitancy  with  which 
Sir  Edmund's  resignation  was  accepted 
seemed  to  give  some  idea  of  the  inten- 
tion of  making  him  a  scapegoat ;  and  he 
submitted  to  the  House  that  a  man  who 
had  so  well  served  his  country,  wmi 
entitled  to  better  treatment  at  the  hands 
of  the  Home  Secretary.  The  Hooss 
might  well  turn  its  attention  to  the 
question,  whether  public  demonstiatioiit 
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ought  not  to  be  oontrolled  to  a  greater 
extent  than  heretofore.  He  did  not  say 
that  they  ought  to  be  stopped  altoge- 
ther, although  there  was  far  less  reason 
for  holding  such  meetiog^  than  existed 
a  few  years  ago,  when  working  men  had 
fewer  means  of  making  their  wishes 
known.  But  it  was  a  question  for 
consideration  whether  processions  that 
monopolized  the  streets  should  be  per- 
mitted  any  longer — whether  such  de- 
monstrations as  that  of  February  8  th 
should  be  allowed — for  he  had  received 
many  communications  from  many  trades- 
men complaining  that  when  these  de- 
monstrations took  place  their  trade  was 
materially  injured — the  fact  was  that 
London  submitted  to  mob  law  on  these 
occasioDs.  If  the  mob  behaved  quietly, 
well  and  good ;  if  it  did  not,  the  House 
had  seen  what  was  the  result.  If  the 
House  chose  to  acknowledge  and  bow 
down  to  mob  law,  it  must  expect  to  see 
very  strange  things  from  time  to  time. 
The  kind  of  language  used  at  the  meet- 
ing in  Trafalgar  Square  had  been 
repeated  ;  and  the  law  ought  to  be 
amended,  so  as  to  bring  summary  pun- 
ishment upon  people  who  used  such  lan- 
guage, and  in  that  way  render  possible 
the  dealing  with  men  like  Messrs.  Bums 
and  Hyndman.  A  good  deal  had  been 
said,  of  late,  as  to  the  panic  that  prevailed 
among  the  public;  out  if  there  really 
was  a  panic,  it  was  not  because  of 
the  mobs,  but  because  an  uncertainty 
existed  as  to  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
▼emment  to  rapport  law  and  order  at 
all  hazards.  Wiule  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman tiie  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  was  trying  to  prose- 
cute Messrs.  Chaji^ion«  Burns*  and 
Hyndman  for  tixe  pfo^  they  had  taken 
in  this  damoutaition,  the  rig^t  bon. 
Ghentleman  the  Frendent  of  the  Ix^cal 
Gt>Temmeot  Board  (Mr.  Oluunberlain) 
was  parleying  with  them«  and  the  Priiae 
Minister,  thr^gh  his  Priva;te  Secretary, 
was  eTprassinj^  hiiaaelf  ready  to  reeeire 
any  eommmuoatiofia,  in  writing,  on 
their  bdialf.  That  seen^d  to  ahow  that 
the  preeent  Gxyversmeot  was  destiAed 
to  be  Ao  more  nnanimotts  than  its 
liberal  Predecessor.  Unfortunately,  the 
past  aetiooLS  of  Her  Majeotf 's  Goreen^ 
ment  and  the  speeches  which  had  been 
deUvered  by  some  Members  of  the  Go- 
▼enuDent  oontaiaed  much  to  cause  auoh  > 
uncertainly.  One  Menberof  the  Govern- 1 
meot  had  actually  been  aobpsioaed  by 


the Sooialista  as  an  ^  ^  ezpeH  in  agitation." 
The  speeches  of  the  Socialist  Leaders 
and  of  some  of  the  Members  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  were  so  similar  that 
it  was  difficult  for  the  non- legal  mind  to 
understand  how  it  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  was  enjoying  the  sweets 
of  Oihoe,  while  the  Socialists  were  being 
tried  in  a  Criminal  Court.  [*♦  Oh,  oh !  **  | 
One  of  the  Socialists  had  made  a  great 
point,  in  his  speech  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
of  the  fact  that  after  the  dynamite  scare 
Parliament  had  taken  immediate  action, 
the  deduction  being  that  if  they  pro* 
duoed  a  soare.by  riot,  action  would  again 
be  taken  by  Parliament.  The  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  at  Dalkeith,  in 
1879,  when  he  declared  that  the  blowing 
up  of  Clerkenwell  Prison  had  brought 
certain  matters  within  the  range  of 
practical  politics,  the  deduction  again 
dearly  being  that  if  the  Irish  com- 
mitted acts  of  violence,  the  attention 
of  Parliament  would  be  called  to  their 
demands.  Of  course,  the  right  hon,  Gen- 
tleman did  not  mean  to  urge  them  again 
to  acts  of  violence,  but  the  result  was 
disorder,  and  disorder  that  went  for 
22  months  unchecked,  because,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  said,  at 
Liverpool,  to  have  stopped  the  agitation 
would  have  been  to  have  obeoked  re- 
form. The  speech  of  Mr.  Burns  {n  the 
the  Park  and  some  utterances  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  about  the  murder  of  a  Prench 
Minister  at  the  time  of  the  French 
Revolution,  read  line  for  line.  It 
would  be  excessively  interesting  if  the 
right  hon«  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
inform  the  House  and  the  trades- 
men of  the  Metropolis  generally  as  to 
the  amount  of  '^ ransom'^  required  bv 
the  persons  who  made  such  ^'  short  work 
of  private  ownership"  of  property  in 
South  Audley  Street,  and  so  thoroughly 
enjoyed  themselves  in  the  process,  be- 
cause the  inhabitants  would  then  know 
what  to  expect  under  the  circumetaiices. 
The  people  of  this  country  had  a  right 
to  demand  that  the  Government  would 
perform  that  which  was  the  first  duty 
of  a  Government — namely,  the  mainten- 
ance of  law  and  order ;  and  that  they 
should  not  be  subject  to  a  repetition  of 
the  terrible  seenes  which  had  been  wit- 
nessed in  Xreiaud,  wberecrin^  had  been 
allowed  to  run  unchecked,  and  where. 
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at  the  present  moment,  the  G-ovem- 
ment  refused  to  enforce  the  law  of  the 
land. 

Mb.  HOWELL  said,  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, it  was  desirable  that  an  investiga- 
tion should  take  place  into  the  character 
of  the  meeting  referred  to,  and  of  the 
men  who  called  it  together.    He  con- 
tended that  a  demonstration  need  not 
necessarily  be  the  prelude  to  a  riot.  That 
demonstrations  might  be  unaccompanied 
by  any  disorder  was  proved  by  the  events 
of  July  21,1 884,  in  which  he,  along  with 
others,  was  personally  concerned,  when 
a  procession  of    120,000  men    passed 
through  the  streets  of  London,    which 
were  lined  by  760,000  people.    Yet  not 
a  window  was  broken,  not  a  person  was 
injured,    neither    was  there    a   flower 
trampled  upon.     One  reason  of  this  was 
that  the  men  who  were  responsible  for 
order  on  that  occasion  were  men  who 
had  the  confldeoce  of  the  working  men 
of  London.     They  were  not  in  the  pay 
of  the  Tory  Party,  which  now  condemned 
the  late  riots.    Many  of  the  men  respon- 
sible for  the  late  riots  were  hired  to  dis- 
turb public  meetings  in  the  Metropolis. 
They  were  encouraged  to  create  an  as- 
semblage of  persons  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
which  it  was  known  would  probably  lead 
to  riots.   There  were  several  very  curious 
circumstances   about  the  matter.     The 
riots  took  place  on  the  very  day  that  the 
Home  Secretary  came  into  Office ;  these 
meetings  of  the  unemployed  were  being 
called  together  in  various  parts  of  Lon- 
don about  12  months  ago,  and  were  con- 
tinued down  to  the  very  day  on  which 
the  Liberal  Government  left  Office ;  as 
soon  as  the  Tory  Government  came  in, 
last  June,  these  demonstrations  suddenly 
ceased,  and  although  the  distress  went 
on    accumulating    nothing    more    was 
heard  of  them  until  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment left  Office  and  the  Liberals  re- 
turned  to  power.      It  might  be  that 
there  were  reasons  for  this  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  because,  during  the  time 
the  Tory  Government  acted  as  caretakers, 
these  men  were  hired  by  the  Tory  Party 
in  various  parts  of  the  country  to  dieturo 
the  peace  and  order  of  their  opponents' 
meetings ;  and  these  very  men,  as  soon 
as  the  Liberal  Government  came  into 
power,  again  disturbed  the  publicp  eace 
by  calling  tumultuous  meetings  in  Tra- 
falgar Square.     It  was  exceedingly  con- 
venient for  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  ignore  altogether 


the  character  of  the  men  who  called  the 
meetings  together,  and  io  fasten  all  the 
blame  upon  the  Socialists.      He  (Mr. 
Howell)  had  no    sympathy    with    the 
Socialists;  but  it  was  a  singular  fact 
that  those  men  were  hired  by  the  Tory 
Party,  and  several  of  them  appeared  in 
various  constituencies,  by  the  help  of 
Tory  money,  as  bogus  labour  candidates. 
He  would  like  to  see  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion appointed ;   and  he  hoped  that,  for 
his  own  sake,  the  Home  Secretary  woold 
see  that  a  full  and  complete  investigm- 
tion  was  made,  not  only  as  to  the  rioting 
which  took  place,  but  as  to  the  character 
of  the  men  who  called  the  meeting  to- 
gether.    He    would  take  that   oppor- 
tunity of  stating  his  full  and  decided 
concurrence  in  the  views  upon  the  sab- 
ject  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditoh  (Mr.  James  Stuart).     It  was 
his  firm  conviction  that  the  police  of  the 
Metropolis  ought  to  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  aduly  elected  Municipal  Autho- 
rity.    The  Eeport  of  the  Committee  did 
not  give  sufficient  clue  to  the  reason  why 
Sir    Edmund  Henderson's    resignatioa 
was  tendered  and  so  hastily  accepted ; 
but  it  was  within  his  (Mr.  Howell's)  re- 
collection that  something  like  pressoze 
was  brought  to  bear  upon  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  to  resign  his  position  on  the 
occasion  of  the  demonstration  in  Hyde 
Park,  in  1874,  not  because  of  the  tumult, 
but  because  of  the  peaceable  charaeter 
of  the  proceedings.     Now  he  had  re- 
signed his  position  the  Tory  Party^had  got 
up  a  mock  sympathy  with  regard  to  him. 
Mr.  BUEDETT  -  COUTTS  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell)  into 
the    extraordinary  disclosures  he  had 
made  with  regard  to  the  dispositioa  of 
Tory  money.    The  reason  why  he  (Mr. 
Burdett-Coutts)  ventured  to  address  the 
House  was  because  he    represented  a 
constituency  which  lay  at  the  heart  of 
the  Metropolis,  and  was  oontignoas  to 
those  scenes  of  disorder  which  were  the 
subject  of  the  present  debate.   He  might 
say,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  in  this  connection,  that 
he  was  reminded  that,  in  his  nnall  elec- 
toral experience,  he  had  suffered  great 
inconvenience  at  the  hemds  of  men  who 
certainly  acted  as  if  they  had  been  hired 
by  the  other  side.     He  wished  to  ask 
the  House  whether  they  were  aatii£ed 
with  the  way  in  which  this  inqniiy  had 
been  oondacited,  a9d  with  the  manner  ia 
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whioh  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  had  been 
treated  ?  He  ventured  to  think  that  the 
Home  Secretary,  in  the  whole  of  his 
elaborate  statement,  entirely  missed  the 
point  most  prominent  in  the  public  mind 
— ^namely,  what  part  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  the  Minister  of  the 
Grown  responsible  for  the  safety  of  the 
Metropolis,  played  in  this  matter  ?  The 
qustion  was,  how  far  had  he  accepted, 
either  before  or  after  the  event,  the 
responsibilities  attaching  to  his  high 
Office  —  responsibilities  rendered  the 
more  grave  by  the  fact  that  this  was  no 
ordinary  demonstration.  He  (Mr.  Bur- 
dett-Coutts)  was  aware  that  the  Chief 
Commissioner  had  stated  that  it  had  not 
been  the  custom  for  the  Home  Secretary 
to  give  special  instructions  with  regard 
to  these  demonstrations  ;  but  he  thought 
that  there  might  be  some  who  would  not 
accept  this  definition  of  the  functions  of 
the  Home  Office.  He  was  not  speaking 
of  instructions  in  detail  as  to  the  ma- 
nagement or  disposition  of  the  Force ; 
but  he  thought  that  where  there  were 
special  circumstances  attending  a  public 
meeting,  and  arising  from  peculiar  con- 
ditions which  were  known  to  the  public, 
and  which  were  altogether  exceptional, 
it  was  necessary  for  the  Home  Office  to 
take  upon  itself  the  responsibility  of 
giving  orders  for  more  or  less  stringent 
measures  to  provide  against  an  out- 
break. There  were  several  circumstances 
whioh  should  have  led  to  an  amount 
of  attention  greater  than  ordinary  being 
paid  to  this  demonstration.  First,  there 
was  the  condition  of  large  masses  of 
people  in  this  city — a  condition  of  irri- 
tation ;  secondly  there  was  the  interne- 
cine character  of  the  demonstration. 
Again,  public  opinion  had  not  supported 
the  police  in  dealing  with  these  demon- 
strations. Public  opinion  had  been  very 
delicate  on  the  subject.  The  police  had 
been  educated  up  to  believe  that  they 
had  no  right  to  interfere,  or  even  to 
show  themselves,  and  the  slightest  at- 
tempt on  their  part  to  do  so  had  been 
construed  into  an  attempt  to  coerce  the 
rights  of  i>opular  demonstration  and 
free  speech — as  if,  indeed,  speech,  be  it 
free  or  secret,  which  led  directly  to 
ootrage,  had  any  rights  at  all  in  a  civi- 
lized community.  It  had  grown  to  be 
a  custom  in  this  country  not  to  inter- 
fere with  these  demonstrations,  and  not 
to  have  a  sufficient  force  at  hand  to  keep 
order  i|  disturbance  should  arise.    It 


rested  on  the  Home  Secretary  to  cast 
aside  that  ordinance  of  public  opinion, 
and  give  support  and  authority  to  the 
police  in  taking  precautions  against 
violence.  It  had  been  left  to  the  event 
to  justify  them  in  doing  so.  If  they 
had  taken  the  matter  in  their  own  hands, 
and,  without  the  justification  of  these 
outrages,  had  broken  a  few  heads  in 
PaU  Mall,  the  country  would  have  rung 
with  protests.  The  Home  Secretary,  if 
anyone,  should  have  foreseen  this  diffi- 
culty in  which  the  police  were  placed  by 
custom  and  public  opinion,  and  not  have 
been  in  such  haste  to  abandon  them, 
because  they  had  not  done  what  he  him- 
self had  not  the  courage  to  tell  them 
to  do.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
abnegated  his  authority,  and  became  a 
perfect  nonentity  in  such  circumstances, 
he  was  depriving  the  |citizens  of  that 
protection  which,  by  virtue  of  his  Office, 
he  was  bound  to  extend  to  them.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Home  Secretary  to 
take  such  an  initiative  as  would  enable 
the  police  to  cope  with  violence.  It 
was  absurd  to  talk  about  the  police 
being  demoralized  and  disorganized.  On 
Sunday  the  police  had  been  able  to  cope 
with  a  far  more  dangerous  crowd  than 
that  which  assembled  on  the  occasion  of 
the  riots.  The  police  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  exercise  foresight,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Home 
Department  was  himself  entirely  blind 
to  the  course  of  events.  But,  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  failed 
to  initiate  or  to  support,  he  had  shown 
an  extraordinary  promptitude  in  finding 
someone  to  blame.  He  (Mr.  Burdett- 
Ooutts)  complained  both  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  its  Beport.  He  knew  not 
what  right  this  Committee  had  to  in- 
vestigate the  question.  It  was  not  a 
Committee  appointed  by  that  House. 
Was  it  a  Committee  the  composition  of 
which  the  House  would  approve  ?  He 
could  claim  to  speak  with  a  free  hand, 
untrammoUed  by  official  considerations 
whioh  might  keep  the  Front  Bench 
silent.  He  found  no  special  qualifica- 
tion in  any  Member  of  the  Committee 
for  passing  judgment  upon  so  difficult 
and  delicate  a  question  as  police  organi- 
zation, at  least  so  far  as  the  three  civilian 
Members  of  the  Committee  were  con- 
cerned, and  he  regretted  that  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged 
had  consented  to  serve  upon  it,  espeoifdly 
when  it  was  presided  over  by  the  Home 
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Secretary  himBelf.    To  the  fourth  Mem- 
ber— the  most  diatinguished  of  English 
soldiers,  and  a  man,  moreover,  of  sin- 
gular fertility  and  breadth  of  mind — he 
found  this  objection — that,   being  im- 
bued with  military  instincts  and  trained 
to  military  habits,  he  was  called  upon 
to  decide  on  a  purely  Civil  Force.     As 
to  the  fifth    Member,  the   Home    Se- 
cretary himself,  the  objections  to  his 
sitting  on  the  Committee  were  dictated 
by  the  most  ordinary  considerations  of 
fair  play  and  justice.     He  would  not 
deal  in  detail  on  the  recommendations 
contained  in  the  Beport;  but  its  cha- 
racter could  be  judged  from  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  Chief  Commissioner  should 
sit  in  Trafalgar  Square  in  a  cocked  hat 
for  the  crowd  to  jeer  at.     The  Home 
Secretary,  by  .the  course  which  he  had 
adopted,  had  passed  an  emphatic  and 
wholesale  condemnation  on  all  his  Pre- 
decessors—on the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South- West  Lancashire 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  and  especially 
on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (^Sir 
William  Harcourt),  during  whdse  pro- 
tracted tenure  of  the  Home  Office  the 
disorganization  of  the  police  had  gradu- 
ally developed  into  the  state  in  which 
his  right  hon.  Colleague  now  described 
it  to  be.    The  police,  the  most  tempe- 
rate and  efficient  force  in  any  capital  in 
the  world,  were  incensed  at  the  humi- 
liation which  had  been  heaped  upon  them 
in  the  person  of  their  Chief  Commis- 
sioner.     And    he    thought   it    was    a 
dangerous  thing  to  goad  the  police  into 
irritation   by   such  treatment  as  that. 
He  had  spoken  from  no  Party  motives. 
That  might  be  seen  by  the  fact  that  he 
did  not  conceal  his    regret  that   two 
Members  of  his    Party  had    a<;cepted 
seats  on  that  Committee,  which  had  been 
most  unwisely  appointed  in  a  moment 
of  panic.     And  if  his  remarks  seemed 
to  have  any  personal  bearing,  they  were 
personal,  mainly,  to  an  officer,  to  whose 
long  service  the  population  owed  such 
a  debt  of  gratitude,  whose  character  for 
conscientiousness,  modesty,  and  loyalty 
was  unsurpassed ;  and  to  whom,  from  the 
beginning    to    the  end    of   this    most 
painful  business,   there  had  been  ab- 
solutely no  chance  given,   save  to    do 
what  he  most  certainly  had  done — fold 
his  cloak  around  him  and  fall  like  a 
gentleman. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  a  certain 
amount  of  modesty  and  diffidence  gene- 

Mr.  Burdett'CouUi. 


rally  characterized  hon.  Members  wheK 
for  the  first  time  they  spoke  in    the 
House  of  Commons.     But  one   woidd 
have  imagined,   seeing  that    the  hoo. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  was  not  ia 
any  way  afflicted  with  that  hindrance, 
that  he  had  been  an  habitual  speaker  ia 
that  Assembly  for  many  years  past.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt  pretty  freelj 
with  the  qualifications  of  the  Ghentlemea 
who  formed  the  Committee  of  Inqoiiy, 
and  had  spoken  in  disparaging  terms  of 
the  whole  of   them ;    but  it  was  quite 
obvious  from  his  speech  that  the  hon. 
Member  himself  would  have    had   no 
difficulty  in  placing  his  hand  upon  at 
least  one  Gentleman  who  possessed  the 
qualities  which  he  considered  necesssfv 
for   such    an   investigation.     The   hoa. 
Member  spoke  of  the  qualifications  of 
the  Gentlemen  who  composed  this  Com- 
mittee for  inquiring   into  the   delicate 
organization  of  the  police.     He    (Mr. 
Kitchie)  ventured  to  say  to   the  hoa. 
Gentleman  that,  so  far  as  his  expmenee 
went,  what  the  Committee  had   to  do 
was  not  to  inquire  into    the    delieats 
organization  of  the  Police  Force,  or  into 
the  relations,  not  easy  to  be  defined. 
which  existed  between  that  foree  and 
the  Home  Office,  but  they  were  called 
upon  to  inquire  into  the  reasons   why 
such  a  lamentable  break-down  oceuired. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  when  he  was 
asked  to  take  part  in  the  work  of  the 
Committee,  it  never  occurred  to  him,  for 
a  single  moment,  that  the  question  was 
one  which  involved  either  an  acquittal  of 
the  Home  Secretary  from  the  responsi- 
bility which  he  undoubtedly  laj  under, 
or  that  it  involved  any  question  con- 
nected with  politics  of  any  kind  what- 
ever.    He  considered  that  he  was  only 
performing  his  duty  as  a  Metiopolitaa 
Member  in  taking  part  in  an  inveetiga 
tion  which  it  was  imdoubtedly  the  dntf 
of  the  Home  Secretary  to  take  in  hand. 
It  was  quite  clear  that  the  Home  Seert- 
tary  was  responsible  to  the  Hoose  of 
Commons  for  the  preservation  of  pnblie 
order  in  the  Metropolis,  and  if  die  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  given  eoffideat 
orders  to  the  executive  body  at  bis  eon- 
mand,  it  was  for  that  House  to  form  for 
itself  an  opinion  upon  the  point,  and  fiar 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  justify  his 
conduct  to  the  House  of  Oommona.    Ht 
asked  the  House,  whether  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  undertaken  sodi  aa 
inquiry  by  himself,  as  he  might  have 
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done,  it  was  likely  that  it  would  have 
commanded  tbe  confidence  of  the  House 
of  OommonSy  or  of  the  people  of  London  ? 
Whateyer  might  be  the  qualifications  of 
the  Gentlemen  who  composed  the  Com- 
mittee, there  was  no  one  who  would 
charge  any  one  of  them  with  a  desire  to 
suppress  facts,  or  to  screen  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  to  disguise,  in  any  shape 
or  form,  the  responsibility  which  lay 
upon  him.  It  was  made  perfectly  clear 
and  evident  by  almost  the  first  paragraph 
in  the  Beport  that  the  Committee  never 
undertook  that  duty.  There  was  another 
point  which  they  felt  could  not  be 
adequately  dealt  with  by  the  Committee, 
and  that  was  the  investigation  into  the 
origin  of  the  distarbances.  He  felt 
very  strongly,  and  he  might  say  that  he 
induced  his  Colleagues  on  the  Committee 
to  think  with  him,  that  such  an  inquiry 
was  highly  desirable  and  necessary ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  felt,  from  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee  and  from  the 
mannbr  in  which  the  investigation  was 
carried  on,  it  was  not  a  body  competent 
to  carry  on  an  investigation  such  as  that. 
Such  an  inquiry,  he  held,  ought  to  be  of 
a  public  character,  where  the  evidence 
would  be  published  day  by  day,  and 
where  those  who  were  accused  would 
have  an  opportunity,  in  the  public  Press, 
of  seeing  the  charge  of  which  they  stood 
accused,  and,  if  necessary,  of  giving  evi- 
dence to  refute  it.  Therefore,  they  had 
no  hesitation  in  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  not  their  duty  to  make  such 
an  inquiry  into  the  relative  responsibility 
of  the  Home  Office  in  the  matter.  The 
hon  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr. 
Howell),  in  the  course  of  a  violent 
harangue  altogether  unsuited  to  the  sub- 
ject which  was  under  discussion,  and 
which,  perhaps,  might  very  properly 
bring  upon  him  the  attention  of  the  force 
whose  conduct  he  had  been  impugning, 
spoke  about  ''hired  Tory  agitators;'' 
and  when  he  (Mr.  EitchieJ  regarded  the 
extravagance  of  his  language,  and  the 
effect  which  usually  followed  such  extra- 
vagant language,  he  began  to  wonder 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  him- 
self a  hired  Tory  agitator— ["  Order, 
order!'"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  now  employing  language  which  is 
hardly  in  accordance  with  the  proper 
order  of  Parliamentary  debate. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  withdrew  it. 
He  gave  it  not  as  his  own  opinion,  but 
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as  the  opinion  which  might  be  formed 
by  the  language  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself;  but  he  withdrew  it.  He  had 
some  recollection  of  a  recent  case  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  en- 
gaged with  some  of  those  whom  he  (Mr. 
Eitchie)  imagined  were  not  unlikely  to 
have  formed  a  portion  of  that  meeting ; 
and  he  could  very  well  understand,  look- 
ing to  the  result  of  the  case  to  which  he 
had  referred,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  have  been  very  anxious  to  take 
the  present  opportunity  of  retaliating 
upon  those  who  were  successful  in  a  cer- 
tain trial. 

Mb.  HOWELL:  On  the  point  of 
Order,  I  beg  to  ask  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  exceeding  the  proper  latitude? 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  was  referring 
to  a  report  in  the  public  Press,  and  he 
did  not  think  he  had  used  a  word  which 
was  not  entirely  justified  by  the  result 
in  that  case.  It  was  not  surprising  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
James  Stuart)  had  taken  the  opportunity 
of  bringing  forward  the  case  of  London 
government.  But  when  he  (Mr.  Bitchie) 
looked  around,  and  wondered  what  had 
become  of  the  valiant  leaders  of  the 
cause  of  reform  of  London  government, 
and  saw  that  their  place  in  the  House 
knew  them  no  more,  he  was  very  much 
afraid  he  could  not  congratulate  the 
hon.  Member  upon  the  popularity  of 
the  cause  which  he  had  taken  in  hand ; 
for  if  there  was  one  thing  which  had 
been  more  clearly  shown  than  another 
at  the  General  Election,  it  was  that  the 
people  of  London  had  no  faith  in  their 
would-be  leaders.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  he  would  have  introduced 
some  words  into  his  Besolution  to  the 
efifeot  that  the  reform  of  London  govern- 
ment was  urgently  desirable,  if  it  had 
not  been  that  the  Home  Secretary  had 
promised  him  that  the  matter  would 
receive  early  attention.  Let  not  the 
hon.  Gentleman  lean  upon  such  a  frail 
reed  as  that.  He  had  seen  questions  of 
a  similar  character  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, when  he  was  Home  Secre- 
tary, Session  after  Session,  and  year 
after  year,  with  answers  regularly  given 
that  he,  too,  was  very  anxious  indeed  to 
introduce  a  Bill  of  the  kind ;  but,  with 
one  abortive  exception,  the  Sessions 
passed  away  without  the  Bill  seeing  the 
light  of  day.  They  knew  what  effect 
that  procrastination  had  had  in  reference 
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to  one  important  matter — ^he  referred 
to  the  question  of  the  water  supply — 
and  they  knew  that  at  the  present  time 
the  ratepayers  were  suflPering  to  a  very 
large  extent  annually  in  consequence  of 
that  question  haying  been  so  postponed. 
But  there  was  one  exception  which 
ought  to  be  made— notwithstanding 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
promised  that  London  should  have  the 
control  of  its  water  supply  and  other 
matters — he  had  never  promised  that 
the  London  Government  Bill  would  give 
the  London  population  control  over  its 
police.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
experience  of  the  Office  of  Home  Secre- 
tary had  convinced  him  that  such  a 
transfer  of  the  police  from  the  Home 
Office  to  a  central  Municipality  for  Lon- 
don was  not  one  calculated  to  add  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  force,  but  one  that  might 
in  dangerous  and  in  excited  times  have 
the  very  opposite  efifect.  So  that  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Shoreditch  was  asking  the  House  to 
assent  to  was  the  postponement  of  a 
pressing  question.  For  his  own  part, 
he  (Mr.  Eitohie)  was  not  prepared  to 
relegate  it  to  the  dim  and  distant  future 
which  the  hon.  Member  desired ;  and 
he  maintained  that  there  was  nothing 
more  pressing  in  connection  with  the 
government  of  London  than  the  placing 
of  the  police  on  a  proper  footing.  With 
reference  to  what  had  been  said  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Algernon  Percy), 
the  Committee  had  passed  no  censure 
on  the  police  at  all.  What  they  had 
pointed  out  was  the  great  desirability 
of  having  the  faults  which  existed  re- 
medied ;  and  he  thought  his  noble  Friend 
would  see  that  it  was  part  of  the 
duty  of  this  Committee  to  point  out  in 
what  it  was  the  police  system  had  failed, 
and  also  to  show  where  those  arrange- 
ments were  faulty.  He  was  inclined  to 
think  that  there  ought  to  be  a  public 
inquiry  into  what  the  relations  were  be- 
tween the  Home  Office  and  the  police.  He 
did  not  think  that  a  mere  Departmental 
inquiry,  such  as  was  contemplated,  would 
give  satisfaction  to  the  public.  The  public 
wanted  the  whole  thing  to  be  publidy 
investigated.  He  knew  that  a  great  deal 
had  been  said;  but,  after  the  matter 
was  now  all  over,  he  had  no  reason  to 
think  that  he  did  anything  more  than 
his  clear  duty  in  joining  the  investigation 
which  took  place.  One  word  as  to  the 
character  of  the    mob.     As   regarded 
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that  point,  he  entirely  aneed  with  tiM 
hon.  GenUeman  the  Meniber  for  8ho»- 
ditoh.  Like  that  hon.  Member,  he  was 
the  Member  for  one  of  the  most  wozidog- 
class  constituencies  in  London ;  and  he 
said  that  it  was  unfair  and  onjiut  to 
charge  the  unemployed  working  men  in 
the  Eiast  End  of  London  as  being  in  any 
degree  the  authors  of  these  liota.  He 
was  certain  that  there  were  none  who 
would  welcome  more  cordially  than  kii 
constituents  a  public  inquiry  into  these 
disturbances,  because  it  would  free  then 
from  the  blame  that  had  been  unjostlj 
cast  upon  them. 

Mb.  WESTLAKE  said,  he  was  cl 
opinion  that  the  chances  of  London 
Municipal  Eeform  were  not  so  distoat 
as  imagined  by  the  hon.  GhentleBUH 
who  had  last  spoken  (Mr.  Hitchie).  For 
himself,  he  deprecated  any  inteifnenoe 
with  the  legitimate  right  of  public  meet- 
ing in  London,  and  regretted  that  ^ 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  AJgemoa 
Percy)  should  have  suggested  the  prohi- 
bition of  these  assemblies  altogether. 

Lord  ALGERNON  PERCY  rose  ta 
Order.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  decidedly  mistaken  in  suppoang 
that  he  (Lord  Algernon  Percy)  had  ad- 
vocated their  total  suppression.  What 
he  had  said  was  that  they  should  be 
conducted  under  different  rules. 

Mb.  WESTLAKE  said,  thwe  was 
this  to  be  considered — that  as  the  shop- 
keepers of  London  enjoyed  special  ad- 
vantages in  living  in  the  Metropolia» 
they  also  must  expect  to  incur  specul 
disadvantages.  The  police  were  ad- 
mirably organized  for  the  preeerratiea 
of  the  ordinary  peace  of  the  Metzo- 
polis,  and  no  man  deserved  greater  credit 
in  that  respect  than  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson ;  but  they  were  unprepared  lor 
what  was  really  the  strategical  duty  of 
dealing  with  large  disorderly  erow^ 
He  trusted  that  the  reforms  which  mi^ 
be  recommended  would  not  obstract 
upon  some  near  occasion  the  aooompliah 
ment  of  the  reform  which  he  sogralsd 
— ^namely,  the  division  of  the  Poike 
Force  into  two  bodies  under  e^iaimfte 
controls,  that,  in  his  view,  being  ths 
best  solution  of  the  question.  In  that 
way  the  ordinary  police,  oompriaag 
nearly  the  whole  number  of  the  £otee» 
should  be  given  to  the  Metropolitaa 
Corporation,  for  he  quite  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shete- 
ditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  that  they 
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often  engaffed  in  discnssing  matters 
which  woiud  really  more  Income  the 
Watoh  Oommittee  of  a  Municipal  Cor- 
poration than  that  House.  J3ut  the 
nation  had  the  same  right  to  the  control 
of  the  police  required  for  the  protection 
of  the  Parliament,  the  Palaces,  and  the 
Puhlio  Offices,  all  which  belonged  to  the 
nation,  which  the  Metropolis  had  to  the 
control  of  the  ordinary  police.  And  this 
special  police  might  be  conveniently 
bined  with  that  required  for  emergencies 
such  as  that  which  had  lately  occurred, 
forming  a  body  which  should  be  perma- 
nently under  the  control  of  the  Home 
Office. 

Lord  OHAELES  BERESFOED,  who 
had  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  to  the 
effect  that  compensation  ought  to  be 
provided  at  the  public  expense,  said, 
that  as  a  Member  for  one  of  the  con- 
stituencies that  had  been  invaded  and 
bombarded  he  claimed  to  say  a  few 
words.  G-enerally  speaking,  in  his  opi- 
nion, there  was  no  question  but  that  after 
the  stone  throwing  had  begun  60  useful 
and  determined  men,  such  as  were  to 
be  found  in  the  police,  could  have 
stopped  the  riot  at  any  moment.  That 
had  been  clearly  shown  by  the  Eeport, 
since  an  Inspector — Inspector  Outhbert, 
with  15  men  at  his  command — in  Oxford 
Street,  had  been  able  to  break  up  and 
thoroughly  to  demoralize  the  mob, 
diverting  them  into  bye- streets,  and 
thereby  saving  a  great  amount  of 
damage  to  tradesmen.  The  tradesmen 
and  others  who  suffered  damage  were 
paying  a  very  high  police  rate,  and  that 
rate  was  regarded  practically  as  an  in- 
surance against  such  possibilities  occur- 
ring as  that  which  had  occurred  on  the 
Bth.  In  one  parish,  which  had  suffered 
heavily,  the  police  rate  last  year  had 
been  nearly  £35,000.  The  other  day 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  told  them — and  they  had 
all  been  delighted  to  hear  it — that  oom- 

CBation  would  be  given  to  those  who 
suffered  damage.  But  he  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  understood  that  that 
compensation  was  to  be  given  out  of 
money  paid  partly  by  the  ratepayers, 
and  partly  out  of  a  public  fund.  He 
thought  that  that  was  not  quite  fair  to 
the  people  to  whom  compensation  was 
to  be  given,  since  they  would  indirectly 
be  compensating  themselves  out  of  their 
own  pockets.  He  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  find  the  money  for  this 


compensation,  since  they  had  the  entire 
charge  of  the  police,  and  were  respon- 
sible for  what  they  had  done — and  for 
what  they  had  not  done — on  that  day. 
Many  tradesmen  had  suffered  severely, 
not  only  from  the  sacking  of  shops  and 
breaking  of  windows,  but  also  from  the 
feeling  of  uncertainty  which  had  re- 
sulted. They  might  be  told  that  it  was 
a  bad  precedent  to  form ;  but,  in  his 
humble  opinion,  it  would  be  a  good  one 
that  the  Government  should  pay  the 
damage,  as  it  would  be  good  guarantee 
that  such  a  disgpraceful  occurrence  did 
not  happen  again.  The  amount  was 
only  about  £12,000 — a  very  small  sum 
for  the  State  to  pay,  but  of  great 
moment  to  the  tradesmen  who  had 
suffered.  There  had  undoubtedly  been 
an  extraordinary  want  of  energy  and 
resource  shown  on  that  occasion.  He 
was  not  blaming  the  police ;  they  were 
as  fine  a  body  of  men  as  it  was  possible 
to  conceive,  and  who  had  often  very  irk- 
some duties  to  perform ;  but  they  had 
been  in  the  position  of  disciplined  men 
waiting  for  orders,  knowing  what  ought 
to  be  done,  and,  with  the  exception  of 
one  Inspector,  no  one  seemed  to  have 
grasped  the  situation  properly  at  the 
moment.  He  had  been  glad  to  hear 
what  had  been  so  kindly  said  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  with  respect  to  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson,  who  certainly  had 
no  other  course  than  to  resign ;  and  he 
hoped  the  Home  Secretary  would  say 
more  than  he  had  already  said  in  re« 
cognition  of  that  officer's  services.  They 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  what  the  Ohief 
Oommissioner  had  done.  For  17  years 
he  had  commanded  a  force  of  12,000 
men  who  had  been  doing  the  police 
work  for  4,000,000  or  5,000,000  of 
people,  insuring  their  safety,  and  pro- 
viding for  their  comfort  and  enjoyment ; 
and  for  all  that  he  thought  he  did  de- 
serve a  word  or  two  more  of  commenda- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  inquiry,  while 
not  wishing  to  appear  to  say  anything 
disrespectful  with  regard  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary,  he  did 
think  that  the  position  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  held,  by  placinfl^  him- 
self at  its  head,  was  rather  a  ludicrous 
one.  His  position  was  like  that  of  an 
admiral  who  had  got  into  difficulties, 
had  then  ordered  a  court  martial  upon 
his  subordinates  for  the  blunders  for 
which  he  himself  had  been  respon- 
sible,   and  tiien   made  himself  presi- 
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dent  of  the  court.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  it  would  have  been  better  if 
someone  else  had  presided  at  the  in- 
quiry. With  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  one  hon.  Member,  he  could  not 
agree  that  meetings  such  as  these  should 
be  stopped ;  but  he  thought  that  they 
ought  to  be  regulated,  and  not  to  be 
allowed  in  inclosed  places  such  as  Tra- 
falgar Square ;  there  was,  however,  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  allowed 
to  take  place  in  the  Parks.  In  going 
to  the  Park  those  who  were  to  take 
part  in  the  meetings  could  be  kept 
under  proper  control.  It  was,  in  his 
opinion,  an  excellent  safety  valye  to 
permit  people  to  meet  to  thresh  out  ques- 
tions whicQ  agitated  the  public  mind. 
With  regard  to  the  proposed  re-organi- 
zation of  the  police,  he  hoped  that  there 
would  be  a  public  inquiry,  and  not  a 
Departmental  Oommittee.  Indeed,  a 
Committee  composed  of  Members  of 
the  House  would  be  more  satisfactory. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childebs)  said,  he  thought  that  pro- 
bably the  time  had  now  come,  after 
so  many  speeches  upon  this  question, 
when  he  should  state  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  on  his  own  part,  what 
he  proposed  to  do  with  respect  to  the 
Motion  before  them,  and  also  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford),  should  that  noble  Lord  have 
an  opportunity  of  moving  it.  The  noble 
Lord  had,  indeed,  practically.been  speak- 
ing to  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name.  The  noble  Lord  had  suggested, 
on  the  point  of  compensation  fbr  da- 
mages, that  the  Gbvernment  should  find 
the  whole  of  the  money  required  for 
that  purpose ;  because  if  the  ratepayers 
paidhalf  of  it,  as  was  proposed,  possibly 
those  who  had  suffered  damage  would 
be  paying  a  small  fraction  of  the  com- 
pensation to  themselves  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  But  if  the  public,  the  tax- 
payers, paid  the  whole  of  this  charge, 
the  tradesmen  who  had  suffered  would 
still  be  contributing,  only  the  amount 
would  be  divided  among  a  much  larger 
number  of  persons;  and  cJthough  the 
amount  might  be  different  the  principle 
would  be  just  the  same.  He  confessed 
he  could  not  see  the  force  of  the  noble 
Lord's  argument,  and  he  had  not,  up  to 
that  point,  been  persuaded.  With  regard 
to  points  raised  by  other  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  the  hon.  Mem- 
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her  who  hadmoved  the  Am^idmeiit  (Mr. 
James  Stuart)  by  means  of  it  wiraed 
the  House  to  declare  at  once  that  the 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers  in  tbe 
Metropolis  should  have  direct  contrd 
over  the  police.  As  he  (Mr.  Childen) 
understood  him,  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  wish  to  prevent  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed into  the  organization  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  police ;  but  he  did  propose 
that  the  House  should  now  pass  a  Iteso- 
lution  which  should  conclude  the  ques- 
tion whether  in  the  future,  at  schbs 
reasonably  distant  time,  the  police  of 
the  Metropolis  should  be  placed  under 
local  control,  instead  of  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Executive  Government,  fle 
was  afraid  that  he  could  not  accept  that 
Motion;  his  view  was  this — they  hsd, 
at  the  present  moment,  urgent  need  of 
dealing  with  the  question  as  to  the 
police  arising  out  of  the  recent  inquiry. 
As  to  the  Bill  with  regard  to  the  lib- 
tropolis,  which  he  hoped  at  no  very  k»^ 
date  to  introduce,  he  declined  at  the 
present  moment  to  declare  its  proTistoBs; 
the  Government  must  have  entire  liberty 
of  action  in  this  matter.  When  the 
London  Government  Bill  was  introduced, 
it  would  be  quite  sufficient  time,  when 
it  was  being  discussed,  to  discuss  the 
question  of  responsibility  for  the  Metro- 
politan Police.  In  the  meantime  he  did 
not  commit  himself  or  his  ColleagoM 
in  the  smallest  degree  to  any  course  on 
that  subject;  but  he  asked  his  hon. 
Friend,  on  his  side,  to  give  the  Ghovem- 
ment  liberty  of  action,  and  not  to  fetter 
them,  as  the  Resolution  would  fetter 
them,  in  carrying  out  a  particular  mea- 
sure with  respect  to  the  responsibility 
for  the  Metropolitan  Police  until  they 
came  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
government  of  London.  If  the  hoa. 
Member  would  trust  him  in  that  rcspert 
he  hoped  he  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. As  to  the  general  question  dt 
what  happened  on  the  8th  of  this  moatL 
and  the  inquiry  that  had  since  taikm 
place,  and  his  own  conduct  in  the  msttsrt 
he  might,  perhaps,  be  excused  if  he  did 
not  reply  in  detail  to  the  suffgestioas  ef 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  8t 
George's,  Hanover  Square  (Lord  Algsr* 
non  j?ercy)  in  attacking  some  of  tlis 
speeches  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  tlis 
head  of  the  (Government  and  of  his  rigid 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Loeal 
(Government  Board  (Mr.  Ohamberiai&Jk 
Whatever  opinions  his  xi^ht  hon. 
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mij^lit  have  on  political  questions,  they 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
subject  which  the  House  was  now  con- 
sidering, which  was  the  conduct  of  those 
responsible  for  public  order  on  the  8th 
of  this  month.  The  real  question  be- 
fore the  House  was,  whether  he  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  acted  properly  in  the  course 
he  took  on  the  8th;  and  whether  he 
acted  properly  in  appointing  the  Com- 
mittee which  assisted  him  in  his  inves- 
tigations; and  whether  he  acted  pro- 
perly in  the  announcement  he  had 
made  to  the  House  of  a  proposed  fur- 
ther inquiry  into  the  administration 
of  the  police  ?  Those  were  the  real  ques- 
tions before  the  House.  From  different 
points  of  view,  his  conduct — ^he  did  not 
say  his  motives — in  certain  respects  had 
been  attacked,  not  in  violent  language, 
but  in  a  very  intelligent  and  clear  man- 
ner ;  and  it  was  his  duty  to  place  before 
the  House  his  reasons  for  the  course 
which  he  took,  and  he  should  submit 
himself  to  the  judgment  of  the  House 
in  connection  with  them.  The  noble 
Lord  who  had  attacked  him  (Lord 
Algernon  Percy)  admitted  that  he  only 
came  into  Office  a  few  hours  before 
these  events  took  place ;  but  he  said 
that  the  course  he  (Mr.  Childers)  took 
was  unwisA  in  many  respects,  and  that 
he  was  not  blameless  in  the  direction  he 
gave  to  the  police.  He  would  lay  be- 
fore the  House,  with  sincerity  and  can- 
dour, exactly  what  took  place.  When 
he  came  into  Office,  he  took  over  the 
Home  Department  at  11  o'clock  on  the 
morning  of  the  8th  of  February.  As 
Boon  as  he  came  into  Office,  it  was  his 
duty  to  see  the  gentlemen  responsible 
for  different  parts  of  the  administration 
of  the  Home  Office.  One  of  his  first 
acts  was  to  request  the  Commissioners 
of  Police  to  come  to  him,  and  to  state 
what  was  the  position  of  police  ques- 
tions at  that  amount.  One  question  he 
put  was  whether  they  had  made  suffi- 
cient preparations  for  what  was  then 
going  on  in  Trafalgar  Square — for  when 
he  spoke  the  meeting  had,  to  a  great 
extent,  already  collected.  The  arrange- 
ments of  the  Commissioners  had  been 
completed  two  days  before ;  the  Chief 
Commissioner  saw  his  (Mr.  Childers' s) 
Predecessor  on  the  previous  Friday,  and 
on  Saturday  all  details  were  arranged. 
He  asked  the  Chief  Commissioner  if  his 
arrangements  were  satisfactory,  and  if 
there  was  any  way  in  which  he  could 


assist  him  ?  He  replied  that  ample 
arrangements  had  been  made.  He 
again  asked  if  there  was  anything  left 
in  which  he  could  be  of  assistance,  and 
was  told  no,  everything  was  completed. 
Even  then  he  was  not  satisfied,  and 
asked  the  Chief  Commissioner  if  he 
was  aware  of  the  peculiar  character  of 
this  meeting — that  it  was  not  a  meeting 
of  one  party,  such  as  the  Beform  de- 
monstration, or  the  Tichborne  demon- 
stration, but  that  two  parties  were  en- 
gaged in  it,  the  Fair  Traders  under  Mr. 
Kenny,  and  the  Socialists  brought  to- 
gether by  Mr.  Hyndman  and  Mr.  Burns. 
He  asked  him  whether  he  was  prepared 
for  that  ?  Both  the  Chief  Commissioner 
and  the  Assistant  Commissioners  said 
that  they  were  perfectly  well  aware  of 
the  nature  of  the  meeting,  and  had 
made  all  necessary  preparations.  He 
asked  how  many  men  they  had  brought 
together,  and  they  replied  that  alto- 
gether they  had  600  or  700  men  in 
readiness.  They  explained  that  a  por- 
tion, 60  or  70,  were  actually  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  that  563  men  were  held  in 
reserve.  They  assured  him,  therefore, 
that  they  had  made  aU  preparations. 
Knowing  that  the  Chief  Commissioner 
had  been  in  communication  with  his 
Predecessor,  knowing  the  great  expe- 
rience in  matters  of  this  kind  that  gen- 
tleman had,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  he  (Mr.  Childers)  had  himself  only 
been  in  Office  half-an-hour,  he  thought 
nothing  would  have  been  more  foolish 
than  for  him,  as  Secretary  of  State,  to 
interfere  in  any  way,  even  if  interference 
were  required.  He  bad  said  before,  and 
he  repeated,  that  the  relations  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner were  very  much  the  relations 
which  existed  between  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  and  the  General  Officer 
of  the  Army  sent  on  an  Expedition.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  discuss  with  the 
General  Officer  the  plan  of  the  cam- 
paign. In  the  year  1882  it  had  been 
his  duty  to  discuss  with  Lord  Wolseley, 
with  the  greatest  minuteness,  the  plan 
of  the  campaign  which  ended  in  the 
battle  of  Tel-el-Kebir  on  the  very  day 
Lord  Wolseley,  in  his  room,  said  it  would 
take  place.  There  was  no  point  of  de- 
tail of  that  campaign  which  he  had  not 
gone  carefully  through  with  Lord  Wolse- 
ley, before  the  latter  left  England.  That 
was  the  position  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
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for  War  in  relation  to  the  Army.  Very 
similar  was  the  Oonstitutional  position  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  with  the  head  of 
the  Police  Force.  He  discussed,  in  the 
first  instance,  any  point  which  the  Chief 
Commissioner  thought  fit  to  bring  before 
him ;  he  asked  him  for  further  explana- 
tions; and  then  the  responsibility  lay 
upon  those  who  had  to  carry  out  the 
orders.  It  was  a  great  mistake  to  think 
that  these  separate  functions  ought  to 
be  mixed.  The  general  idea  of  every- 
thing being  concentrated  in  the  hands 
of  the  Minister  was  considered  the  wise 
idea ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  it  was 
a  very  foolish  idea.  The  responsibility 
of  the  Minister  and  of  the  executive 
officer  ought  to  be  quite  clearly  distinct. 
When  the  orders  had  been  settled,  it 
was  for  the  officer  to  carry  them  out ; 
and  the  Minister  who  interfered  would 
be  a  foolish  Minister,  instead  of  a  wise 
Minister,  as  some  people  appeared  to 
think.  Another  point  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Abbey  Di- 
vision of  Westminster  (Mr.  Burdett- 
Coutts).  He  said  that,  notwithstanding 
his  recent  accession  to  Office,  there 
was  a  prevalent  idea  in  the  public 
mind  that  something  dangerous  might 
be  anticipated  on  the  day  of  the  meet- 
ing, and  he  ought  to  have  made  further 
inquiries  and  taken  steps  to  avert  the 
danger  which  all  the  world  expected. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Childers)  to  be  one  of  those  who  were 
wise  after  the  event.  What  was  the 
general  impression  on  the  public  mind 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred? 
He  had  looked  at  the  newspapers — and 
they  offered  a  tolerably  clear  indication 
of  what  the  public  mind  looked  forward 
to.  On  Monday  morning  in  The  Ttmes 
there  was  not  one  single  mention  in  any 
part  of  the  paper  of  any  apprehension,  or 
even  of  the  meeting  itself.  In  one  other 
paper.  The  Standard^  there  was  an  article 
on  the  distress,  and  incidentally  it  was 
mentioned  that  some  of  the  distressed 
classes  would  meet  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
without  the  smallest  reference  to  any 
apprehension  of  what  actually  arose.  In 
another  newspaper  there  was  no  refer- 
ence to  the  meeting ;  while  in  another, 
in  an  article  under  the  head  of  '^The 
Unemployed,''  it  was  said  that  the  Chair- 
man of  the  G-eneral  Laboiirers'  Union, 
at  a  meeting  on  the  previous  Saturday, 
stated  that  they  had  asked  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  not  to  send  a  large  body  of 
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polioe  to  Trafalgar  Square,  beoaoae  &« 
men  themselves  would  be  able  to  keep 
order.  This  was  the  only  ref erotice  ia 
that  or  any  other  paper.  He  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  analyze  what  appeared  in 
the  papers  published  on  the  8tfa.  of  Feb- 
ruary, such  as  The  Times,  ITie  SUmituri^ 
and  The  Morning  Post,  and  he  said  most 
distinctly  there  was  not  a  scintilla  of 
fear  or  apprehension  expressed  in  any 
of  them.  He  thought  thjEit,  under  those 
circumstances,  he,  at  any  rate,  ought  to 
be  entirely  exonerated  from  any  blame 
in  not  taking  more  steps  than  he  actual^ 
had  taken  when  he  saw  the  Chief  Ooio- 
missioner  of  Police  and  inquired  from 
him  what  were  the  arrangements  he  had 
made,  and  got  from  him,  in  a  oonvent- 
tion  of  some  length,  the  details  and 
facts  as  to  those  arrangements.  Tha 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  said  that 
he  (Mr.  Childers)  had  abnegated  his 
own  authority  and  become  a  perfect 
nonentity.  He  had  not  done  so.  Had 
he  fussed  and  fidgetted  in  matta«  of 
detail  he  would  have  abnegated  his 
authority ;  but  he  did  not  do  that ;  be 
held  the  sound  doctrine  as  to  the  relative 
responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  heads  of  the  police  in  maintam- 
ing  order  in  London;  and  he  thought 
he  had  shown,  from  the  facts  he  had 
stated,  that  no  neglect  of  daty  or  per- 
sonal abdication  of  authority  could  be 
charged  against  him.  Then  the  hoa. 
Gentleman,  after  stating  that  he  should 
have  had  more  foresight,  went  on  to  say 
that  it  was  the  custom  not  to  give  the 
police  sufficient  force,  and  impHed  that 
he  ought  to  have  given  them  sufficient 
force.  Now,  the  force  consisted  of  abont 
11,000  or  12,000  available  men,  and  o«t 
of  that  number  there  were  on  the  groiiBd 
on  that  occasion  between  600  and  700 
men.  Where  was  the  necessity  for 
more  ?  Anyone  who  read  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee  would  see  that  it  was  the 
disposal  of  the  force,  and  not  its  amonmt. 
that  really  was  in  fault  in  that  case. 
The  hon.  Member  also  remarked  that 
the  police  were  deeply  incensed  by  what 
had  happened  on  that  day,  and,  snbae- 
quently,  that  they  would  do  no  good  by 
irritating  them,  and  he  ended  by  sayiag 
that  those  unfortunate  people  had  tsJlm 
under  a  baneful  star.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  did  not  know  how  they  eould 
have  fallen  under  a  baneful  star ;  \mX 
he  would  say — and  he  had  thoii|^t  it 
his  duty  to  ascertain  carefblljr  the  hsk- 
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ing  of  the  police — ^that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence whatever  that  thej  were  deeply 
incensed,  or  that  they  felt  goaded  by 
irritation ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  dis- 
position of  the  police  at  the  present  time 
was  admirable.     He  could  not  speak  too 
highly  of  the  character  of  that  fine  body 
of  men — the  Metropolitan  Police.   There 
had  been  times  when  they  were  popular, 
and  also  times   when    they  were  un- 
popular ;   but,  as  he  had  said,  at  pre- 
sent the  disposition  and  efficiency  of  the 
officers    and    men  was   excellent,   and 
could  not  be  too  highly  spoken  of,  sub- 
ject to  the  observation  in  the  Eeport  of 
the  Oommittee,  as  to  which  he  and  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Eitchie)  en- 
tirely concurred.     He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  House,  in  dealing  with  that 
question  and  in  approving  or  otherwise 
the  action  he  had  taken,  would  dismiss 
altogether  from  its  mind  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster, 
and  would  rest  content  with  the  condi- 
tion, mental  and  physical,  of  the  Police 
Force  at  the  present  time.     He  thought 
he  had  now  shown  that  his  action  on 
February  8  was  wise,  and  was  the  only 
action  which,   coming  as  he  did  into 
Office  while  the  meeting  was  actually 
goiDg  on,  he  could  have  taken.     But  he 
had  also  to  justify  what  he  had  done 
since  the  events  of  the  8th  and  what  he 
proposed  to  do.    Well,  his  first  step — 
and  that  had  not  been  attacked — was  to 
take  efficient  measures  to  prevent  any 
further  similar  events  by  strengthening 
the  Police  Force  itself,  and  by  providing 
that  military   assistance  should   be  at 
hand,  if  any  were  wanted ;  and  next,  he 
did  his  utmost  to  calm  the  public  mind. 
And  he  told  the  House  this— that,  in 
spite  of  the  newspaper  story  that  instead 
of  calming  the  public  mind  they  took 
steps  to  irritate  it,  there  was  no  founda- 
tion whatever  for  that  assertion.    They 
had  those  11,000  or   12,000  men  scat- 
tered over  a  vast  area,  and  some  par- 
ticular policemen  might  possibly  have 
said  something  that  was  alarming  to  a 
shopkeeper  here  or  there ;  but  nothing 
whatever  of  the  kind  was  done  by  the 
order  or  direction  of  any  superior  officer. 
They,  on  the  contrary,  did  their  utmost 
to  quiet  the  public  mind,  and  by  Thurs- 
day all  those  stories  vanished  into  thin 
&u*yand  the  public  were  calmed  and  satis- 
^od.    That  was  his  first  duty,  and,  as  he 
^d  stated  before  on  several  occasions, 
AS  had  done  it.     His  second  duty  was 


to  punish  those  who  had  committed 
these  outrages — not  merely  the  poor 
wretched  people  who  had  thrown  stones, 
or  been  guilty  of  breaking  the  shops 
and  stealing,  but  those  who  were  the 
real  instigators  or  encouragers  of  the 
riots.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
suggested  that  they  bad  allowed  those 
'*  agitators,"  as  they  had  been  called  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  to  go  at 
large  for  10  days  before  they  were  ap- 
prehended, or  brought  to  a  Police  Oourt ; 
and  yet  the  moment  afterwards  he  ad- 
mitted that  they  had  proceeded  against 
them  as  soon  as  they  could,  because  the 
noble  Lord  recommended  that  they 
should  alter  the  law  in  order  to  make  its 
operation  more  speedy.  But  those  two 
charges  were  wholly  inconsistent  with 
each  other.  The  Home  Office  had  acted 
immediately  in  the  matter.  On  Tuesday, 
the  day  following  the  riots,  the  first  step 
they  took  was  to  collect  evidence,  and 
the  moment  they  were  told  by  their  Legal 
Advisers  that  they  could  take  proceed- 
ings, the  proceedings  were  immediately 
instituted.  He  himself  had  been  in 
favour  of  summary  proceedings  in  the 
matter ;  but  he  had  found  it  impossible 
to  take  them.  Of  course,  his  mouth  was 
closed  as  to  what  might  be  the  upshot  of 
those  proceediDgs,  and  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  say  more  in  regard  to  them. 
Then  the  third  step  he  took  was  to  make 
a  searching  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
the  police  on  that  occasion.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  he  himself  either  ought 
to  have  conducted  the  inquiry  on  his  own 
responsibility,  or  that  he  ought  to  have 
appointed  some  other  body  outside  of 
his  responsibility  to  conduct  it,  and  then 
have  acted  on  their  Eeport.  The  reason 
why  that  was  suggested  was  that,  in 
that  matter,  he  was  himself  personally 
responsible ;  but  was  it  not  as  clear  as 
anything  could  be,  from  what  he  had 
stated,  £hat  with  the  events  of  February 
8  he  had  nothing  to  do ;  and,  therefore, 
he  should  have  been  a  coward  if  he  had 
shirked  a  searching  inquiry.  But  it 
was  urged  that  he  should  have  made  the 
inquiry  himself.  If  he  had  done  so, 
what,  he  asked ^  would  the  same  people 
who  were  now  attacking  him  for  the  line 
he  had  taken  have  said  if,  having  just 
that  day  come  into  Office,  he  had  under- 
taken to  make  the  inquiry  himself  ?  Had 
he  been  for  some  months  in  his  Office, 
and  had  had  time  andinformation  on  which 
to  base  an  inquiry  made  by  himself,  that 
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might,  perhaps,  have  been  a  right  thing 
to  do.  But  what  were  the  facts  ?  Oyer- 
whelmed  by  what  had  fallen  on  him  in 
connection  with  those  eventSi  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  associate  with  himself  able 
and  competent  men  to  conduct  such  an 
investigation.  Had  he  selected  proper 
men  ?  Their  names  would,  he  thought, 
satisfy  the  House  on  that  point.  They 
were  selected  with  no  political  bias.  He 
had  asked  two  Gentlemen  from  the 
other  side  and  a  noble  Friend  on  his 
own  side  to  act  with  him,  and  also  Lord 
Wolseley.  The  hon.  Member  who  had 
said  that  a  gentleman  who  was  a  soldier 
could  not  pass  judgment  on  civilians, 
and,  therefore,  that  Lord  Wolseley 
ought  not  to  have  been  associated  with 
that  inquiry,  little  knew  the  mind  of 
Lord  Wolseley.  For  himself,  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  knew  no  man  who  was  at  once 
BO  thoroughly  fair-minded  towards  civi- 
lians, and  so  capable  to  inquire  into  a 
question  as  to  the*discipline  of  the  police, 
as  that  noble  and  gallant  Lord.  Well, 
he  thought  he  had  justified  the  course  he 
had  adopted  as  being  that  which  he 
thought  the  best  for  arriving  at  the 
bottom  of  that  question.  He  had  not 
evaded  in  the  smallest  degree  his  re- 
sponsibility. He  concurred  entirely  in 
the  results  of  that  inquiry  ;  but  the  steps 
which  he  had  taken  in  consequence  had 
been  taken  on  his  own  responsibility, 
and  not  on  that  of  the  Committee.  He 
had  always  thought  that  the  responsi- 
bility upon  the  Minister  at  the  head  of 
a  great  Department  ought  to  be  plenary 
and  complete ;  and  nothing  would  induce 
him  to  qualify  or  diminish  that  respon- 
sibility. He  now  said  that  he  was  com- 
petent, and  it  was  his  duty,  as  the  head 
of  the  Department,  himself  to  imdertake 
further  inquiries  how  they  should  apply 
to  the  organization  and  administration 
of  the  police  what  the  Committee  had 
discovered,  and  how  he  could,  under  his 
own  responsibility,  do  his  best  to  put 
that  organization  and  administration  into 
an  efficient  state.  He  had  stated  to  the 
House  the  nature  of  the  inquiry  which 
he  proposed  to  make.  There  was  a  sug- 
gestion, however,  that  the  House  could 
carry  on  that  inquiry  much  better  than 
he  could.  From  that  suggestion  he  en- 
tirely disagreed.  After  a  Minister  had 
himself  made  an  inquiry  and  had  decided 
on  a  particular  course  of  action,  if  Parlia- 
ment disapproved  of  what  he  had  done, 
then  was  the  time  for  Parliament  to  in- 
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terfere.  Not  only  that,  but  lie  wooM 
point  out  that  the  work  which  a  Paiiii- 
mentary  inquiry  might  do  had  already 
been  done  by  the  Committee  which  had 
just  reported.  If,  however,  Farliamfflt 
should  consider  further  inquiry  still 
necessary,  he  should  submit  hiniaelf  to 
the  result  of  it.  He  excluded  altogether 
from  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  what 
might  be  called  the  political,  rather  ihaa, 
the  administrative,  elem^it — namidv, 
the  origin  of  the  riots,  the  persona  who 
formed  the  mob,  and  who  created  ^ 
disturbance.  That  was  a  totally  diffe- 
rent question  ;  and  with  respect  to  it  1m 
confessed  that  he  agreed  with  the  sug- 
gestion that  it  was  a  matter  worthy  of 
being  considered.  But,  so  far  as  he  wai 
personally  concerned,  he  would  not  ab- 
dicate his  responsibility  in  dealing  wiik 
any  Department  for  the  administratiot 
of  which  he  was  responsible.  What- 
ever faults  he  might  possess^  that  of 
shirking  responsibility  had  never  beea 
one  of  them ;  and  he  would  always  ad- 
here to  his  principles  in  that  reopeei. 
whatever  his  conduct  might  be  as  a  Qo- 
vemment  official.  There  were  smalkr 
questions  which  had  been  raised,  hot 
which  he  thought  the  House  would  not 
wish  him  to  discuss  in  detaiL  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  St.  George  a 
Hanover  Square,  spoke  of  the  tele- 
graphic arrangements,  suggesting  that 
the  deficiency  in  this  respect  was  doe 
not  to  the  police,  but  to  the  Home  Office 
Authorities.  Of  course,  in  a  mattei  ol 
that  kind,  the  Police  Authorities  oonld 
not  take  possession  of  the  telegrapk 
system  and  place  telegraph  instruments 
in  their  different  rooms.  He  would 
admit  that  a  ffreat  improvement  mig^ 
be  made  in  mat  direction ;  but  it  wai 
not  really  a  matter  of  blame,  either  to 
the  police  or  to  himself,  and  he  had 
already  given  instructions  which  woeM 
have  the  effect  of  carrying  out  the  n- 
commendations  of  the  Committee  more 
fully,  perhaps,  than  was  originally  de- 
signed. Then,  again,  with  reference  tc 
the  admission  of  waggons  into  Hjdo 
Park,  it  had  been  suggested  that  they 
should  not  have  been  allowed  to  go  iata 
the  Park ;  but  he  found  that  permissioB 
for  waggons  to  enter  the  Park  had  besa 
in  existence  for  the  last  two  years*  Tk* 
Police  Authorities,  in  allowingtheeewag^ 
gons  to  enter  the  Park,  exercised  a  voy 
wise  discretion.  If  they  had  beta 
stopped  on  Sunday  last  the  pnobaUti^ 
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was  that  a  large  orowd  would  haye  col- 
lected at  the  entrance  gates,  and  much 
disorder  would  have  occurred,  and  that 
the  police  would  have  had  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  maintaining  order. 
These  were  details,  however,  which  he 
trusted  he  would  be  able,  in  the  conduct 
of  the  inquiry  which  it  was  proposed  to 
institute,  to  vigorously  carry  out  as  soon 
as  the  new  Ohief  Oommissioner  had  been 
appointed ;  and  he  thought  the  House 
might  trust  him,  however  guilty  he 
might  be  of  error  of  judgment  with 
regard  to  details,  that  he  would  do  his 
best  to  put  the  administration  in  this 
respect  on  a  sound  and  effective  basis. 
With  reference  to  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son, he  had  already  said  that  for  many 
years  he  had  been  a  most  efficient  public 
servant ;  and  no  one  regretted  more  than 
he  (Mr.  Childers)  did  the  circumstances 
in  which  that  gentleman  had  thought 
fit,  after  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee, 
to  tender  his  resignation.  In  dealing 
with  a  public  servant  in  these  circum- 
stances— and  no  one  could  have  been 
more  gentle  than  he  had  been  in  doing  so 
— ^he  submitted  himself  to  the  House, 
and  asked  it  not  to  adopt  any  Eesolution 
which  would  imply  that  he  had  been 
remiss  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  possible  to  enlarge  too 
much  on  the  personal  responsibility 
which  attached  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  HomeDepartment  in  this  matter, 
and  most  certainly  nothing  which  he 
would  venture  to  suggest  would  be  at 
all  calculated  to  depreciate  that  respon- 
sibility. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  the  House  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  complete  and 
entire  with  regard  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  peace  of  the  Metropolis,  and  had 
pointea  out  tliat  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
ezeoutiTe  officers  under  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  take  directions,  after  that  official 
had  made  himself  acquainted  with  the 
various  circumstances  of  the  case,  to 
conduct  the  required  operations.  He 
said  it  was  also  Uie  duty  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  place  entire  confidence  in 
that  officer.  He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
thought  the  particular  feature  which 
strucK  one  in  connection  with  the  events 
of  February  8  was  this— that  there  did 
not  seem  to  have  been  a  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility in  any  quarter  which  at- 
tached to  wose  who  had  the  care  of  the 
peace,  the  order,  and  the  security  of  the 


Metropolis.  He  was  not  going  to  bring 
any  charge  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  no  charge  restea  against 
him ;  but  he  asked  if  it  did  not  strike 
hon.  Members  that  it  was  an  extra- 
ordinary occurrence  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  been  allowed  by 
the  administrative  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  sit  at  the  Home  Office  up  till  6  or 
half-past  6  o'clock  that  evening,  and  to 
have  been  unaware  of  the  events  which 
were  known  almost  in  every  other  part 
of  London  shortly  after  their  occurrence? 
It  appeared  to  him  that,  both  at  the 
Home  Office  and  at  Scotland  Yard,  a 
feeling  seemed  to  have  existed  that  the 
arrangements  which  had  been  made  had 
been  adequate  for  all  contingencies,  and 
that  it  was  nobody's  duty  to  follow  up 
the  arrangements,  and  see  that  the 
events  which  were  not  at  first  fore- 
seen should  be  guarded  against.  Great 
stress  had  been  laid  on  the  fact  that  the 
newspapers  contained  no  indication  that 
riots  were  expected.  He  would  admit 
that  people  going  about  to  fulfil  their 
ordinary  avocations  on  this  Monday  had 
no  expectations  that  a  riot  would  occur, 
that  windows  would  be  broken,  men 
robbed,  and  shops  plundered.  There 
remained,  however,  the  fact  that  men 
were  gathered  together  on  that  day, 
under  conditions  which  gave  an  oppor- 
tunity,  to  those  who  chose  to  avail  them- 
selves of  it,  to  combine  for  purposes  of 
riot  and  robbery.  One  would  have 
thought  that,  under  those  circumstances, 
surely  it  was  someone's  duty  to  have 
watched  over  this  gathering  of  people, 
and  to  have  made  it  impossible  for  the 
bad  characters  to  commit  the  riots  and 
the  robberies  which  took  place.  It  had 
been  remarked  that  those  riots  were  not 
committed  by  working  men.  He  had  had 
great  experience  of  tiie  Metropolis,  and 
he  would  express  his  own  conviction  that 
the  unemployed  working  men  had  no 
part  whatever  in  the  disturbance.     The 

Eeople  called  Social  Democrats  were, 
e  believed,  remarkably  few  in  number, 
and  he  should  not  like  to  charge  them 
with  a  desire  to  commit  robbery,  or  to 
aid  in  the  destruction  of  property ;  but 
there  was  in  the  Metropolis  a  large 
number  of  low  characters,  who  were 
called  loafers  by  some,  and  pickpockets 
and  thieves  by  others,  who  availed  them- 
selves of  an  opportunity  of  this  kind  to 
reap  a  rich  harvest.  It  was  also  well 
blown  that  a  large  number  of  perBons 
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attached  themselves  to  a  gathering  of 
this  kind,  for  the  purpose  of  robbing 
citizens,  breaking  windows,  and  looting 
shops.     He  thought  the  events  that  had 
occurred,  however  sad  they  might  be— 
and  there  could  be  not  the  slightest 
doubt  they  were  extremely  so— would  be 
very  useful  in  this  sense,  if  in  no  other — 
if  Ihey  pointed  to  the  necessity  of  a 
greater  sense  of  responsibility  on  the 
part  of  persons  in  authority  concerned 
with  their  prevention,  and  if  they  en- 
abled, in  the  future,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  police  to  anticipate  any 
disturbances    which    might    occur.    A 
policeman  might  not  be  able  to  antici- 
pate an  act  of  robbery  or  of  violence ; 
but  here  was  an  organized  body  of  men, 
whose  possible  acts  it  was  surely  the 
duty  of  the  police  and  of  the  Executive 
Government  to  anticipate  and  to  prevent. 
A  g^eat  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
right  of  public  meeting.     He  respected 
that  right  as  much  as  anyone  did,  and 
he  thought  that  it  would  be  a  grave 
matter  indeed  for  a  Government  to  in- 
terfere with  the  right  of  public  meeting ; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  no  greater 
danger  to  the  right  of  public  meeting 
than  the  conduct  of  those  promoters  of 
them  who  failed  to  make  proper  pro- 
vision against  riot  and  disturbance.     In 
his  opinion  they  were  bound  to  use  all  the 
influence  they  possessed  to  sustain  the 
Government  in  maintaining  order.     He 
wished  to  keep  clear  of  personal  con- 
troversy, for  this  was  too  grave  a  matter 
to  be  made  a  personal,   a  Party,   or 
a  political  question.    He  was  exceed- 
ingly glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
declared  his  intention  not  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch   (Mr.  James    Stuart),   who 
sought  to  connect  this  question   with 
the  future  government  of  the  Metro- 
polis.   This  was  a  question  which  con- 
cerned a  population  larger  than  that  of 
Ireland,  with  more  diversity  of  interests. 
The  area  included  the  centre  of  govern- 
ment and  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
the  suggestion  was  that  the  police  of  the 
area  was  to  be  controlled  by  the  watch 
committee  of  a  Municipality  which  had 
yet  to  be  formed.    In  regard  to  the 
point,   no    responsible    statesman    had 
ever  endorsed  the  suggestion  that  the 
police  of  the  Metropolis  should  be  con- 
trolled by  a  municipal  government,  and 
he  should  be  surprised  to  hear  it  made 
by  anyone  holding  a  responsible  position 
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in  the  Government.  He  further  bdiered 
that  the  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis  had  no  desire  to  have  the 
control  of  their  own  police.      ["  Oh, 
oh !  "1    There  might  be  a  minority  who 
had  that  wish ;  but  he  spoke  as  having 
represented  Westminster  for  18  yean, 
and,  having    mixed    largely    with   all 
classes,  he   maintained   there  was  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  majoritj  of  the 
ratepayers  and  the  inhabitants  to  have 
the  control  of  their  own  police.     [**  Ob, 
oh ! '']    Though  by  no  means  aavwse 
to  municipal  government,  he  held  thit 
the  majority  had  no  desire  to  oontrol 
the  police  of  a  large  Province  which 
included  part  of  Essex,  nearly  the  wh<^ 
of  Middlesex,  and  parts  of  Surrey.    He 
recognized  the  fact  that,  in  the  absence 
of  a  Municipality,  Metropolitan  ques- 
tions had  to  be  discussed  in  that  House; 
but  still  the  Metropolis  did  not  occui^ 
a  very  large  share  of  the  time  of  the 
House.    No  doubt,  the  municipal  go- 
vernment of  London  might  be  improved; 
but  he  believed  the  majority  of  the  in- 
habitants were  opposed  to  the  oonstitu- 
tion  of  one  body  lor  that  purpose.    He 
wished  to  confirm  the  remark  that  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, as  well  as  by  other  speakos 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that  the  dis- 
position of   the  police  was    excelleBt 
From  his  knowledge  of  and  intercouise 
with  them,  he  believed  that  the  temper, 
feeling,  capacity,  and  disposition  of  the 
rank  and  file  of  the  Metropolitan  Polios 
were  as  good  as  those  of  any  other  body 
to  be  found  In  any  part  of  the  United 
Sangdom.    They  were  perfectly  oapable 
and  willing  to  do  their  duty ;  but  they 
must  have  orders.    No  blame  attached 
to  them  for  the  events  of  Monday  fort- 
night, because  the  necessary  orders  wets 
not  given  to  them,  and  the  nece»aiy 
foresight  was  not  shown.    No  donbt  8^ 
Edmund  Henderson  had  rendered  ad- 
mirable services  to  the  public  in  the 
past ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  shut  one's 
eyes  to  the  deplorable  facts  now  broogkt 
to  light.    The  mistake  was  grievous  ia 
its  character ;  and  while  reoogniang  to 
the  full  the  claims  of  Sir  Edmund  Hsb- 
derson  to  a  generous  oonsidermtian,  hs 
felt  that  no  other  course  could  bare  been 
taken  than  the  one  that  had.  He  wottld 
not  go  into  the  personal  questioa,  al- 
though he  could  have  wished  that  the 
Home  Secretary  had  not  taken  the  Chair 
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of  the  Oommittee.  But  he  would  not 
quairel  with  the  view  taken  by  the  right 
hen.  Qentleman,  whose  acceptance  of 
responsibility  was  worth  much  to  that 
House.  The  selection  of  Members  of 
the  Committee  must  rest  with  him  alone, 
as  also  the  provision  of  machinery  to 
secure  the  desired  results.  He  did  not 
wish  to  share  that  responsibility  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  least ; 
and,  therefore,  he  said  to  him — ''Act 
as  you  like ;  take  what  steps  you  please." 
The  House  of  Commons  and  the  country 
would  willingly  provide  a  sufficient  body 
of  men  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
Metropolis.  He  thought  that  an  inquiry 
by  a  Committee  ought  to  be  made  in 
fairness  to  the  working  men  of  London, 
in  order  to  get  a  little  more  light  as  to 
that  dangerous  class  of  persons  who  were 
hanging  upon  the  skirts  of  every  move- 
ment, and  who,  whatever  they  might 
call  themselves,  whether  Badicals  or 
Social  Demagogues,  were  ready  to  avail 
themselves  of  every  opportunity  to  put 
their  hands  in  other  people's  pockets. 
He  considered  that  the  police  themselves 
ought  to  have  a  little  more  knowledge 
and  a  little  more  power  than  they  had 
to  enable  them  to  deal  with  that  class, 
who  were  a  dangerous  element  in  the 
centre  of  a  great  population.  The  class 
might  be  small  in  nimiber,  but  they 
seized  upon  and  availed  themselves  of 
any  popular  excitement.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  inquiry  would  be  undertaken 
by  a  tribunal  of  a  public  character,  and 
that  it  would  be  complete  and  searching, 
and  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  good  name  of  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country.  He  was 
glad  to  know  that  compensation  was  to 
be  given  to  those  who  had  sufifered  by 
the  riot;  it  was  only  reasonable,  al- 
though one-half  would  practically  come 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  other 
half  would  be  paid  by  the  ratepayers 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  he  should  not 
grudge  his  contribution  to  it.  The  point 
to  be  aimed  at  in  the  future  was  that 
the  ratepayers,  who  paid  largely  for  a 
force  to  maintain  order  and  security, 
should  be  able  to  feel  that  they  could 
rely  upon  it.  Otherwise,  consider  what 
the  result  would  be.  The  peaceable 
citizens,  driven  by  a  feeling  of  insecu- 
rity, would  take  measures  to  protect 
themselves,  and  no  disaster  could  be 
greater  than  that  the  people  of  this 


Metropolis  should  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  any  Government  were  unwill- 
ing to  take  on  themselves  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  duty  of  keeping  order  and 
protecting  property.  If  that  were  so, 
it  would  not  be  long  before  the  old 
spirit  of  EDglishmen  would  revive.  If 
they  could  not  induce  the  Government 
to  protect  them,  they  would  take  steps 
to  protect  themselves,  and  then  would 
come  a  period  of  evil  and  mischief 
which  would  be  a  bad  omen  for  the 
liberties  and  happiness  of  this  country. 
What  was  essential  was  that  there 
should  be  security  for  all  who  honestly 
pursued  their  avocations,  and  that, 
under  proper  regulations,  men  should 
still  enjoy  the  right  of  public  meeting. 

Mr.  CEEMEB  said,  that  he  trusted 
his  hon.  Colleague  in  the  representation 
of  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  was 
satisfied  with  the  promise  given  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  would  not  press 
his  Besolution  to  a  division.  A  desire 
had  been  manifested  on  all  hands  that 
an  investigation  should  take  place  into 
the  causes  which  led  to  the  disturbance, 
because,  at  present,  the  House  was  not 
in  possession  of  any  iDformation  which 
would  lead  it  to  a  right  conclusion  as  to 
the  promoters  of  it.  Everyone  knew 
what  had  happened;  but  what  they 
wanted  to  know,  and  what  people  out-of- 
doors  wanted  to  know  was  how  it  hap- 
pened. When  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitcbie)  rose,  it 
might  have  been  expected  that  he  would 
throw  some  light  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  had  for  some  years  en- 
joyed the  friendship  of  the  promoters  of 
the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  and 
on  more  than  one  occasion  he  had 
attended  their  meetings  and  been  asso- 
ciated with  them  in  their  enterprizes. 
He  hoped  he  did  not  do  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber injustice  when  he  said  that  he  was 
strongly  inclined  to  believe^and  that  be- 
lief was  shared  by  many  outside  the 
House — that  the  hon.  Member  could,  if 
he  so  desired,  afford  a  considerable 
amount  of  information  with  regard  to  the 
doings  of  the  gentlemen  in  question.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  an  opportunity  of 
giving  that  information  at  a  future  in- 
quiry would  be  afforded  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  As,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  thrown  any  light  on 
the  question,  perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurohill)  would  assist  him. 
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He  belieyed  that  the  noble  Lord,  from 
his  connectioii  with  a  well-koown  agi- 
tator who  was  frequently  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  that  House,  could,  if  he  desired, 
throw  a  considerable  amount  of  light  on 
the  disturbances  which  had  taken  place. 
He  (Mr.  Cremer)  was  not  insinuating 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  any  connection 
with  the  original  promoters  of  the  meet- 
ing; but  that  he  was  connected  with 
another  agpitator  who,  not  many  years 
ago,  was  parading  the  Metropolis  with 
a  fez  on  his  head  and  a  Turkish  flag  in 
his  hand  trying  to  get  up  an  excitement 
among  the  people.  Some  asserted  that 
the  agitator  to  whom  he  alluded  had 
inspired  the  noble  Lord  to  found  the  new 
Tory  Democracy,  and  that  he  had  been 
the  guide,  counsellor,  and  friend  of  the 
noble  Lord  for  some  years  past.  But  as 
neither  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  nor  the  noble  Lord  had  afforded 
the  House  any  information,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  (Sir  Robert 
Fowler)  could  throw  a  little  light  upon 
the  subject.  There  were  certain  Gentle- 
men who,  free  lances  themselves,  had 
always  a  number  of  men  at  their  beck 
and  call,  who  could  always  be  despatched 
to  any  part  of  the  Metropolis,  or  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  who 
would  engage  to  get  up  a  meeting  or  to 
break  up  a  meeting  for  a  sufficient  con- 
sideration. Many  of  the  meetings  pro- 
moted by  the  Municipal  Bef  orm  League 
had  been  defeated  in  their  operations 
by  means  of  disturbances  which  had 
been  traced  to  the  sources  to  which  he 
had  referred.  They  were  anxious  that 
these  people  should  be  unmasked ;  that 
these  parasites,  who,  for  many  years, 
had  paraded  themselves  as  the  represen- 
tatives of  organized  bodies  of  working 
men,  should  have  their  true  character 
made  known,  as  they  were  exceedingly 
desirous  that,  for  the  future,  they  should 
be  rendered  innocuous,  and  that  could 
only  be  done  by  the  light  being  let  in 
upon  them.  There  were  agitators  and 
agitators;  he  had  himself  been  one, 
and  so  had  many  of  his  hon.  Friends. 
But  the  result  of  the  agitation  of  himself 
and  his  hon.  Friends  was  that  they  were 
landed  on  the  Benches  of  the  House  of 
Commons  as  Members  of  that  House. 
But  the  men  to  whom  he  was  referring 
belonged  to  no  such  agitation  as  that. 
They  had  no  organization,  but  met  in 
some  public-house  from  time  to  time  to 
concert  their  plans ;  prepared  their  own 
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newspaper  reports ;  in  fact,  they  lived 
on  paragraphs  and  subsidies.  That  was 
the  character  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Trafalgar  Square  meeting.  All  ral 
working  men  organizations  were  pubHe, 
well  known,  and  registered  under  the 
Trades  Union  Act ;  but  the  men  in  ques- 
tion had  no  visible  means  of  subsist^iee, 
yet  they  did  live,  and  lived  well,  and 
for  some  time  past  they  had  been  Hving 
in  clover,  and  were  ready  to  work  for 
any  cause.  Sometimes  they  were  advo> 
cates  of  Sugar  Bounties,  at  other  times 
they  figured  as  riverside  workmen,  ad- 
vocating bridges  over  the  Thames  or 
tunnels  under  it ;  then  they  were  heard 
of  as  leaders  of  the  Metropolitan  La- 
bourers' Union,  advocating  or  opposing 
Cattle  Diseases  Bills.  G^biey  had  also 
been  concerned  in  numbers  of  bye- 
elections  ;  but  their  golden  harvest  was 
the  General  Election.  He  was  glad 
that  the  Party  opposite  pressed  for  this 
inquiry,  though  some  awkward  resoltt 
might  follow.  It  might  surprise  h<m. 
Members  opposite  to  hear  the  kind  ol 
information  which  he  and  his  Fri^ids 
were  prepared  to  g^ve;  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  would 
not  regret  challenging  an  inquiry,  be- 
cause on  the  JRadical  side  of  the  House 
they  had  everything  to  gain,  while  he 
was  afraid  several  Members  on  the  Op- 
position side  would  find  that  they  had  a 
great  deal  to  lose  by  it.  These  men 
went  down  to'  Birmingham  to  oppose 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary to  the  Home  Office  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst),  and  as  soon  as  the  working 
men  of  Birmingham  discovered  thai 
they  resolved  to  return  the  hon.  Gea- 
tleman  to  Parliament.  These  meiif  tooi, 
had  by  their  opposition  also  secured 
the  return  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mess- 
ber  for  West  Ham.  If  he  was  not  mis- 
taken, the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington,  or  some  of  his 
Friends,  had  some  kind  of  connectioa 
with  the  Social  Democrats  who  took  part 
in  this  demonstration,  and  could  inake 
some  interesting  disclosures  of  the 
methods  and  practices  of  that  class  of 
men. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  travelling  wide  from  the  Que6li<m.  I 
must  remind  him  that  the  subject  before 
the  House  is  the  administration  and 


organization  of  the  Metropolitan  i\>iios. 

M&.  OEEMER  said  he  bowed  to  the 

authority  of  the  Ohair.  He  regretted  His 
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absence  of  the  leader  of  the  moTement 
for  municipal  reform  from  that  House, 
but  that  gentleman  had  been  succeeded 
by  others  who  would  carry  the  move- 
ment to  a  successful  issue,  and  would 
cordially  support  the  proposal  for  placing 
the  police  imder  the  control  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Authorities. 

8m  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
had  listened  with  surprise  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  and  had  fully  anticipated  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  called  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  forgot  al- 
together, if  he  had  ever  read,  the  terms 
of  the  Amendment  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  He  had,  apparently, 
come  down  to  the  House  full  of  insinua- 
tions, which  he  had  cast  wholesale  against 
all  who  sat  on  the  Oonservative  Benches, 
and  as  to  which  he  could  not,  or  did  not, 
produce  a  tittle  of  proof.  He  spoke,  in- 
deed, of  condusiye  eyidence ;  but  his  no- 
tion of  conclusive  evidence  appeared  to 
be  simply  his  own  statement,  which  the 
House  were  called  upon  to  accept  as 
proof.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was 
quite  ready,  and  so  were  the  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  to  have  a  full 
inquiry  into  the  orig^  and  character  of 
the  meeting.  They  were  not  afraid  of 
the  discovery  of  any  Tory  plots  or  con- 
spiracies such  as  had  been  denounced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
(Mr.  Howell),  nor  of  any  Whig  plot ;  for 
that  hon.  Member  was  not  content  with 
attacking  the  Oonservatives,  but  brought 
a  ridiculous  charge  against  the  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  Wnliam  Harcourt), 
that  he  had  put  pressure  on  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  to  resign,  and  had  relied 
upon  the  fact  of  a  meeting  going  off  too 
quietly  in  support  of  that  pressure.  There 
could  be  no  fear  of  dealing  with  such 
charges  as  these,  so  vague  and  unsup- 

Eort^.  As  regarded  this  Committee,  it 
ad  been  no  pleasure  to  him  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  to  act  upon  it,  but  very  much 
the  reverse.  He  was  an  old  friend  of 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson,  and  highly 
valued  that  friendship ;  and  nothing  but 
a  sense  of  public  duty  would  have  in- 
duced him  to  undertake  the  painful  task 
which  he  had  been  called  upon  to  dis- 
charge. Thehon.  Member  for  the  Abbey 
Division  of  Westminster  (Mr.  Burdett- 
Coutto)  said  that  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
and  his  Colleague  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  HamleU  (Mr.  Bitchie)  had 
no  speotal  nullifications  for  the  task,  as 


he  understood,  because  they  were  civi- 
lians. Then  the  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  find  fault  with  Lord  Wolseley's  ap- 
pointment because  he  was  a  military 
man.  But  if  they  were  disqualified 
because  they  were  civilians,  and  Lord 
Wolseley  was  disqualified  because  he 
was  a  military  man,  who  on  earth  could 
be  found  with  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tions unless  it  was  the  hon.  Member 
himself?  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  had  fully  explained  their 
reasons  for  acting  on  this  Committee, 
and  their  position  as  regarded  the  Home 
Office  and  the  public,  and  he  would  not 
re-state  them.  All  misapprehension  and 
all  questions  as  to  the  desirability  of 
himself  and  his  hon.  Friend  serving 
on  this  Committee  were  removed,  when 
it  was  distinctly  understood  that  the 
action  and  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Home  Office  were  not  to 
be  inquired  into  by  the  Committee,  but 
only  the  conduct  of  the  police.  For  him- 
self, he  never  could  understand  how  it 
could  have  been  supposed  possible  that 
an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a  high 
officer  of  State  and  his  Department  comd 
have  been  entrusted  to  a  ^MMt-Depart- 
mental  Committee  by  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  or  how  an  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  police  could  interfere  with, 
or  shield  the  Secretary  of  State  from,  a 

?ublic  inquiry,  if  thought  necessary, 
'heir  position  was,  however,  made  quite 
clear  by  the  opening  paragraph  of  the 
Eeport.  As  to  the  Beport  itself,  some 
faults  had  been  found  with  it,  partly,  he 
thought,  from  the  misapprehension  of 
the  scope  of  their  inquiry;  some  be- 
cause the  critics  had  hardly  studied  the 
Beport  itself.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy)  when  he  said  that  the  Beport 
was  unfair,  in  that  it  condemned  the 
police  for  things  which  were  beyond 
their  control,  had  not  observed  the  plan 
of  the  Beport.  The  Committee  began 
by  a  bare  narration  of  the  facts ;  ti^ey 
then  proceeded  to  point  out  special  errors 
of  judgpnent  displayed  on  the  8th;  and 
then  they  pointed  out  the  defects  of  the 
system.  They  did  not  blame  the  police 
for  those  defeots ;  and  indeed,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  the  defective  system  formed 
an  excuse  to  the  Police  Authorities  for 
not  being  able  to  stop  the  rioting.  In 
those  dmots  they  recognized  that  some 
justification  could  be  found  for  the  action 
of  the  police,  while  recommending  im- 
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mediate  attention  to  the  defects  them- 
Belves.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Abbey 
Division  of  Westminster  was  pleased  to 
ridicule  the  Committee  for  having  sug- 
gested that  Sir  Edmund  Henderson 
should  have  sat  at  the  base  of  the  Nelson 
Oolumn  in  full  uniform,  with  cooked  hat 
and  spurs.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
need  hardly  assure  the  House  that  there 
was  no  such  recommendation)  or  any- 
thing like  it  in  the  Beport.  The  para- 
gpraph  was  simply  an  outcome  of  the 
fertile  imagination  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Committee  found  fault  with  Mr. 
Superintendent  Walker,  who  had  sole 
control  in  Trafalgar  Square,  for  not  re- 
medning  in  one  place,  where  his  con- 
stables could  find  him.  The  Superin- 
tendent was  in  plain  clothes;  he  was 
hustled  about  in  the  crowd;  he  fell 
amongst  thieves,  and  his  pockets  were 
picked.  An  officer  who  was  in  command 
on  such  an  occasion  ought  to  remain  in 
a  certain  place  where  he  could  be  found, 
and  to  have  with  him  men  to  act  as 
messengers  if  necessary.  The  Commit- 
tee had  not  only  no  fault  to  find  with 
private  constables ;  but  recognized  that 
they  were  a  very  hard-working,  capable, 
and  excellent  body  of  men.  Among  the 
superior  officers  there  was  not  enough 
power  of  initiation;  but  that  criticism 
did  not  apply  to  the  constables.  He 
heartily  agreed  with  what  had  been  said 
in  *' another  place''  by  Lord  Aberdare 
with  reference  to  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son, and  to  the  excellent  public  work  he 
had  done.  It  would  be  a  bad  day  for 
this  country  when  such  services  as  that 
officer  had  rendered  were  forgotten.  He 
was  nevertheless,  to  a  certain  degree, 
responsible  for  the  defective  system  of 
organization.  In  that  respect  he  had 
faSed.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was 
glad  to  know  that  the  Amendment  was 
not  to  be  pressed ;  because  he  felt  satis- 
fied that  to  remove  the  police  from  the 
control  of  the  Executive  Gbvemment, 
who  were  responsible  for  peace  and 
order,  and  to  place  them  under  the  con- 
trol of  a  representative  Body,  however 
excellent,  would  be  a  great  mistake. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  said,  he  would 
not  indulge  in  any  insinuations,  but 
would  make  a  plain  statement  with  re- 
gard to  the  part  which  the  Tory  Party 
had  played  in  connection  with  certain 
agitations.  He  agreed  with  the  opinion 
that  had  been  expressed  that  a  num- 
ber of  people  assembled  in  Trafalgar 
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Square  with  the  knowledge  that  a  riot 
might  occur ;  and  he  was  prepared  to 
produce  evidence  before  a  Commitiee  of 
Inquiry  to  show  who  were  the  peo{dd 
who  brought  together  those  who  wen 
likely  to  ta^e  part  in  the  riot.  He  would 
undertake  to  show,  if  an  inquiry  were 
granted,  which  now  seemed  certain,  that 
during  the  six  weeks  preceding  the  daj 
of  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  large 
sums  of  money,  far  exceeding  any  legiti- 
mate allowance  for  expenses  incurred  in 
convening  a  meeting  of  that  kind,  were 
supplied  to  Mr.  S.  Peters  by  leading  Ooai- 
servatives,  Members  of  both  Houses  ol 
Parliament.  [**Oh,oh!"]  Heundertook 
to  show  that  part  of  the  money  was  pud 
by  cheque ;  that  some  of  the  cheques  wen 
payable  to  bearer,  and  others  to  order, 
and  crossed ;  and  also  to  prove  that  the 
cheques  reached  the  hands  of  the  banken, 
and  to  produce  some  of  the  beersbop 
keepers  at  whose  establishments  the 
proceeds  were  spent  by  the  sober  patriot! 
who  were  called  on  to  aid.  He  thongkt 
it  fair  to  add  that  he  had  communioaied 
his  intention  to  Mr.  Peters,  who  denied 
in  writing  that  any  cheque  had  readied 
him ;  but  he  must  say  that  the  siffnatnre 
to  this  reply  to  his  communication  was 
the  same  as  that  which  he  had  seen  on 
the  back  of  some  of  the  cheques  to  whi<^ 
he  had  referred.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  in  keeping  with  the  deoomm 
of  the  debates  in  tk&t  House  to  oontinse 
this  personal  matter,  or  to  weaken  the 
effect  of  the  charge  he  had  made  W 
any  other  words ;  and  he,  therefore,  leS 
it  there. 

Gbkebal  GOLDSWOBTHY  said,  he 
was  at  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Sqoare, 
and  saw  there  several  of  his  ooniti- 
tuents  who  were  out  of  employmeati 
and  they  were  very  glad  to  see  his 
amongst  them.  [ZaiiyA^.]  Well,  ^ 
was  the  duty  of  a  Member  to  look 
after  his  constituents.  The  first  apoeehes 
which  he  heard  were  in  favour  of  Fair 
Trade,  and  he  saw  nothing  in  them  to 
object  to.  A  large  number  of  the  bmb 
present  were  out  of  employmenty  sad 
many  of  them  were  starving.  BGo  was 
told  by  some  of  them  that  they  had  had 
nothing  to  eat  that  day,  and  he 
thized  with  them  v^ry  much.  8| 
were  subsequently  delivered, 
the  argument  that  to  behave  qnial^ 
would  not  avail,  and  that  it  was  wBommtf 
to  proclaim  by  agitation  that  thoaa  fi^ 
sent  were  ia  disteesa.    He  IpDowtf  At 
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crowd  through  Pall  Mall  and  into  Pio- 
oadilly,  where  he  was  struck  bj  the  care- 
ful manner  in  which  the  constables  pro- 
tected the  shops  where  windows  had 
been  broken.  When  he  arrived  near 
the  Achilles  Statue  he  heard  speeches 
delivered  by  men,  who  addressed  the 
mob  very  much  after  the  manner  attri- 
buted to  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  at  public  meetings. 
Soon  afterwards  eight  or  ten  people 
seized  him.  Some  of  them  thrust  their 
hands  into  his  pockets,  and  others  tried 
to  tear  open  his  overcoat ;  but  he  pre- 
vented them  from  getting  his  watch. 
He  was,  however,  thrown  down,  and 
would  have  been  molested  still  further 
had  not  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Demo- 
crats protected  him.  The  men  who 
seized  him  did  not  look  like  starving 
men.  They  appeared,  on  the  contrary, 
to  be  very  well  fed ;  but  they  had  a  very 
bad  and  criminal  aspect.  He  did  not,  in 
the  least  degree,  blame  the  Home  Secre- 
tary for  what  occurred  that  day  as  re- 
garded any  imperfect  arrangements  on 
the  part  of  the  police.  There  was  a 
want  of  organization  in  the  whole  affair ; 
that  was  his  opinion,  speaking  as  an 
eye-witness ;  but  he  did  feel  that  it  was 
to  be  regretted  that  the  Home  Secretary 
was  the  Chairman  of  the  Oommittee  of 
Inquiry.  He  also  thought  that  Lord 
Wolseley,  as  Adjutant  General  of  the 
Army,  ought  not  to  have  sat  on  a  Com- 
mittee which  was  practically  inquiring 
into  the  conduct  of  the  head  of  the 
police,  which  was  essentially  a  civil 
force.  He  strongly  objected  to  any 
transfer  of  the  control  of  the  poHoe,  and 
hoped  that,  whatever  reform  there  might 
be  in  it,  or  the  government  of  London, 
the  control  of  me  Metropolitan  Police 
would  be  kept  in  the  hands  of  the  Home 
Office  whichever  Party  might  be  in 
power. 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINCENT  said,  he 
felt  bound  to  congratulate  the  hon.  and 
g^allant  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
on  the  narrow  escape  he  had  experienced. 
He  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  recognized 
that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  him,  who 
had  been  so  long  intimately  connected 
with  the  Police  Force,  and  under  the 
control  of  the  Home  Department,  mi- 
nutely to  criticize  the  evidence  taken  by 
U&e  Committee,  and  the  Report  of  the 
Oommittee  upon  it.  But  he  could  well 
understand  that  hon.  Members,  who 


represented  those  whose  property  had 
suffered,  and  whose  lives  had  been  im- 
perilled,  should  speak  in  indignant 
terms  in  regard  to  the  want  of  protec- 
tion afforded  by  the  police  on  this  occa- 
sion. It  must,  however,  be  borne  in 
mind  that  this  was  really  the  first  time, 
within  the  memory  of  the  present  gene- 
ration, that  anything  of  the  kind  had 
occurred.  The  right  of  public  meeting 
had  never  been  contested  in  this  coun- 
try, and  very  wisely  so ;  for,  no  doubt, 
public  meetings  acted  as  a  safety  valve 
m  letting  off  the  steam  of  popular  dis- 
content. But  he  ventured  to  say  that 
not  one  in  ten  of  those  who  took  part  in 
those  demonstrations  had  the  smallest 
sympathy  with  their  object.  The  great 
majority  merely  looked  for  a  little  idle 
amusement.  It  had  always  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  police  not  to  give  exaggerated 
or  undue  importance  to  these  meetings, 
and  not  to  arouse  susceptibilities  by  dis- 
playing a  large  and  unnecessary  force.  It 
had  also  been  the  practice  to  hold  a  con- 
siderable number  of  men  in  reserve  in 
case  their  services  were  needed;  and  this 
precaution  had,  it  would  appear,  been 
amply  taken  on  this  occasion.  The  con- 
trol of  crowds  by  the  English  police,  and 
especially  by  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
had  long  been  the  admiration  of  foreign 
authorities.  It  was  not  for  him  to  criti- 
cize the  handling  of  the  police  on  this 
occasion  by  one  whose  brother  officer  he 
had  long  been ;  but  he  might  point  out 
that  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  had  for  17 
years  discharged  the  arduous  duties  of 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  endear  him  to  every 
man  under  his  command,  and  to  raise 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  high  in 
public  estimation.  It  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly to  be  regretted  if  the  out- 
come of  this  debate  were  to  deprive 
the  Police  Authorities  of  that  freedom 
of  action  and  that  unfettered  respon- 
sibility which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  the  efficient  discharge  of  their 
duty.  He  was  free  to  admit  that  there 
were  many  matters  in  connection  with 
the  organization  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  susceptible  of  remedy.  He  would 
not  enter  into  these  matters  in  detail ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  point  out  that 
among  matters  requiring  early  attention 
was  the  provision  of  proper  headquarters 
instead  of  thepresent  nuserable  premises 
in  Scotland  Yard;  and,  secondly,  the 
constitution  of  a  proper  system  of  in* 
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8  traction  in  police  duties  for  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  force.  Speaking  of  that 
splendid  force,  howeyer,  as  a  whole,  he 
could  only  remind  the  House  of  the 
eloquent  tribute  paid  it  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  Home 
Secretary — 

"  That  it  was  not  surprising  the  police  some- 
times went  astray,  were  sometimes  in  the 
wrong;  but  it  was  marvellous  how  seldom. 
Their  work  was  generally  done  with  a  fidelity, 
a  diligence,  and  a  discipline  which  were  the 
admiration  of  all  who  took  the  trouble  to  make 
themselves  acquainted  with  it." 

The  CHANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  said, 
he  wished,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
remarks,  to  record  his  entire  agreement 
in  the  testimony  to  the  character  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  and  by  others,  as  to  their  ex- 
cellence, both  mental  and  physical.  His 
experience  of  the  force  had  been  that, 
on  the  whole,  they,  to  a  maryellous  de- 
gree, fulfilled  the  duties  with  which  they 
were  intrusted ;  and  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if,  in  a  moment  of  excite- 
ment, the  House  and  the  country  were 
to  belieye  that  the  present  police  orga- 
nization was  entirely  in  fault,  and  ought 
to  be  condemned.  He  believed  that  if, 
on  account  of  the  deplorable  incident 
that  had  lately  occurred,  public  confi- 
dence were  shaken  in  the  force,  and  in- 
justice done  to  any  part  of  that  great 
system  which  maintained  the  security  of 
this  Metropolis,  it  woidd  be  of  incal- 
culable mischief,  and  greater  harm  than 
good  would  result.  A  great  many  unjust 
things  had  recently  been  said  of  the 
police.  Well,  there  were  Eailway  Com- 
panies, extremely  well  managed,  on 
which  hundreds  of  trains  were  going 
night  and  day  at  express  speed  for 
many  years,  carrying  millions  of  pas- 
sengers in  perfect  security.  Then  a 
terrible  accident  happened — an  accident 
due  to  the  carelessness  of  someone  who 
had  never  been  careless  before,  and  that 
was  very  much  what  had  occurred  with 
regard  to  the  recent  riot.  The  persons 
responsible  for  the  management  of  the 
PoHce  Force  had  had  to  deal  with  similar 
meetings  for  a  sreat  number  of  years, 
and  they  had  always  done  so  success- 
fully, no  event  of  this  character  having 
occurred  before.  Meetings  had  taken 
place  under  every  circumstance  of  diffi- 
culty and  danger,  and  the  organization 

JMr.  Howard  Vincent 


of  the  police  had  been  found  adequate- 
Nothing  that  he  had  heard  or  wh^  lie 
had  rei^  in  regard  to  what  ocoorred  the 
other  day  conveyed  to  his  mind  the 
belief  that  the  organization  was  to 
blame.  It  was  the  result  of  individuil 
carelessness  which  it  was  difficult  to  ex- 

Slain.  The  police  had  very  respNonfiible 
uties  to  perform,  and  if  any  inquiiy 
was  held,  no  doubt  they  would  have 
many  accusers.  The  hon.  Member  fat 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  spoke  in 
severe  terms  of  the  superior  officers  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police.  No  doabt,  dis- 
charged servants  would  bring  accusa- 
tions against  these  officers ;  but  he  oould 
bear  testimony  to  their  high  charaoter 
and  efficiency.  Sir  Edmund  Hendenoa 
was  a  public  servant  who,  however  un- 
fortunate he  might  have  been  on  this 
occasion — and  it  was  no  part  of  his  (Sir 
William  Harcourt's^  duties  to  prononnoe 
judgment  upon  that — ^for  a  great  num- 
ber of  years  by  his  calmness  and  finn- 
ness,  by  his  tact  and  by  his  judgmeat, 
had  done  his  duty  in  that  gpreat  and  re- 
sponsible office  which  he  filled  for  the 
protection  of  the  people  of  London.  It 
had  been  said,  and  repeated  during  the 
debate,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
too  liable  to  be  overborne  in  his  duties 
by  permanent  officials.  It  was  easy  for 
persons  who  knew  nothing  of  the  duties 
of  the  Home  Office  and  of  the  Poliee 
Authorities  to  say  that ;  but  the  notica 
of  the  permanent  officials  in  the  Home 
Office  having  anything  to  do  with  ^ 
administration  of  the  police  was  per- 
fectly ridicidous,  and  anyone  who  iiad 
ever  gone  up  the  stairs  of  the  Hoaie 
Office  would  know  that  Whatever  re- 
lations existed  between  the  Home  Office 
and  the  police  were  really  personal  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  State  and  tifes 
police.  The  Secretary  of  State  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  pob'ce  in  this  senae— 
and  it  was  the  very  highest  seaise — he 
was  responsible  for  them  just  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  respon- 
sible for  the  Army ;  that  was  to  aay,  he 
was  responsible  for  appointments  in  the 
police,  he  was  responsible  for  their  efii* 
ciency,  he  was  responsible  for  their 
general  policy,  if  he  might  so  call  il, 
and  for  giving  them  instmctiona  whe- 
ther they  should  allow  a  meeting  to  talos 
place  or  not,  and  whether  they  ahouVi 
go  in  this  direction  or  in  that.  He  was 
also  responsible  for  placing  at  tha  dis- 
posal of  the  police  an  adequate  &ioe  lor 
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Vestry  for  London.  They  had  that  day 
been  occupied,  and  had  frequently  been 
occupied  before,  as  they  might  be  in  the 
future,  with  business  that  ought  to  fall 
upon  the  Vestry,  or  Municipality,  or 
mere  Watch  Committee  of  London,  and 
that,  to  a  very  great  extent,  to  the 
detriment  of  Imperial  interests.  He 
thought  it  was  a  shame  that  that  House, 
which  had  for  its  primary  duty  the  con- 
sideration of  those  interests,  should  be 
required  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  a  Watch 
Committee  for  London,  as  it  was  called 
upon  to  do  in  the  present  case.  The 
Ix>ndon  Police  were  paid  for  by  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Metropolis  in  as  large,  or 
even  larger,  a  degree  than  in  any  large 
town  in  England,  and  yot  there  was  not 
a  shadow  of  control  exercised  over  them 
except  by  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  he,  for  one,  could  not 
look  upon  as  being  in  any  way  efficient 
for  the  purpose.  He  could  not  for  a 
moment  conceive  how  it  could  be  ex- 
pected that  Members  of  that  House, 
who  came  from  all  parts  of  the  country, 
should  understand  the  affairs  of  the 
Metropolis,  of  which  many  Members 
who  lived  in  it  themselves  were  abso- 
lutely ignorant,  or  how  they  could  be 
thought  to  be  efficient  controllers  of  the 
police  of  London.  On  the  contrary,  it 
frequently  happened  that  the  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  municipal  con- 
trol over  the  police  was,  that  whenever 
a  riot  or  disturbance  occurred  it  was 
always  made  use  of  as  a  stick  to  wallop 
the  Party  in  power,  and  thus  a  political 
aspect  was  given  to  the  occurrence  which 
it  had  no  right  to  assume.  This  ques- 
tion of  the  control  of  the  police  was 
really  a  part  of  the  great  question  of  the 
government  of  the  Metropolis,  and  it 
was  high  time  for  that,  if  for  no  other 
reason,  that  the  House  had  brought 
before  it  by  the  Qt)vernment  in  power 
some  proper  and  feasible  scheme  for  the 
government  and  regulation  of  the  affairs 
of  the  Metropolis.  But  for  the  intimation 
giren  by  the  Government  a  few  nights 
ago,  he  should  have  given  a  wider 
scope    to    his    Motion.     He   protested 

g gainst  the  control  exercised  by  the 
ome  Offie  over  the  police ;  and  he 
hoped  an  effort  would  at  length  be  made 
to  place  the  citizens  of  London  in  pos- 
session of  the  control  of  their  police, 
which  was  the  greatest  guarantee  for 
good  order  and  security.  Li  a  vast 
oentre  of  population  those  who  held  the 


command  of  the  police  were  the  masters 
of  the  situation ;  and  it  was  time  that 
those  on  his  side  of  the  House  showed 
that  they  had  sufficient  confidence  in  the 
people  of  London  to  allow  them  to  have 
the  control  of  their  police.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  begged  to  move  the  Resolution 
that  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  OEEMER  seconded  the  Eesolu- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  reform  of 
the  administration  and  or^nization  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force  will  be  satisfactory 
unless  provision  is  made  for  such  reform  of  the 
government  of  the  Metropolis  as  will  insure  to 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metro- 
polis a  direct  control  over  their  own  police,** — 
{Mr.  James  Stuart,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Lord  ALGERNON  PEEOY  said,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  adopt  the 
Eesolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart).  The 
hon.  Member  occupied  a  considerable 
time  in  telling  the  House  that  he  was 
not  going  to  do  so,  and  then  proceeded 
to  make  a  speech  on  the  government  of 
London ;  but  he  did  not  advance  one 
single  argument  in  support  of  the  great 
change  he  advocated,  nor  did  he  offer 
any  proof  that,  if  the  control  of  the 
police  were  in  the  hands  of  the  Local 
Authorities,  or  in  the  hands  of  a  single 
Municipality  of  the  Metropolis,  instead 
of  the  Home  Office,  the  riots  would  not 
have  taken  place.  He  believed  him- 
self that  if  that  had  been  the  case,  the 
riots  would  have  been  worse.  At  the 
same  time,  he  blamed  the  Home  Office  for 
what  occurred,  though  he  did  not  make 
an  attack  upon  the  present  Home  Secre- 
tary, who  had  held  Office  too  short  a  time 
to  be  responsible  for  the  riots.  It  could 
not  be  said  that  the  police  was  anything 
but  efficient;  indeed,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  a  most  able  and  efficient  force.  It 
was  true  that,  on  the  occasion  of  these 
riots,  there  was  a  miscarriage ;  but  he 
contended  that  it  was  due  rather  to  par- 
ticular and  accidental  circumstances  than 
to  the  fault  of  the  police.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Shoreditch  had  stated  that 
the  House  should  only  be  occupied  with 
questions  of  national  importance;   but 
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8  traction  in  police  duties  for  the  rank 
and  file  of  tlie  force.  Speaking  of  that 
splendid  force,  however,  as  a  whole,  he 
could  only  remind  the  House  of  the 
eloquent  tribute  paid  ifc  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  Home 
Secretary — 

"  That  it  was  not  surprising  the  poUce  some- 
times went  astray,  were  sometimes  in  the 
wrong;  but  it  was  marvellous  how  seldom. 
Their  work  was  generally  done  with  a  fidelity, 
a  diligence,  and  a  discipline  which  were  the 
admiration  of  all  who  took  the  trouble  to  make 
themselves  acquainted  with  it." 

The  CHANOELLOR  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  William  Haboourt)  said, 
he  wished,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
remarks,  to  record  his  entire  agreement 
in  the  testimony  to  the  character  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  and  by  others,  as  to  their  ex- 
cellence, both  mental  and  physical.  His 
experience  of  the  force  had  been  that, 
on  the  whole,  they,  to  a  marrellous  de- 
gree, fulfilled  the  duties  with  which  they 
were  intrusted ;  and  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if,  in  a  moment  of  excite- 
ment, the  House  and  the  country  were 
to  believe  that  the  present  police  orga- 
nization was  entirely  in  fault,  and  ought 
to  be  condemned.  He  believed  that  if, 
on  account  of  the  deplorable  incident 
that  had  lately  occurred,  public  confi- 
dence were  shaken  in  the  force,  and  in- 
justice done  to  any  part  of  that  great 
system  which  maintained  the  security  of 
this  Metropolis,  it  would  be  of  incal- 
culable mischief,  and  greater  harm  than 
good  would  result.  A  great  many  unj  ust 
things  had  recently  been  said  of  the 
police.  Well,  there  were  Bail  way  Com- 
panies, extremely  well  managed,  on 
which  hundreds  of  trains  were  going 
night  and  day  at  express  speed  for 
many  years,  carrying  millions  of  pas- 
sengers in  perfect  security.  Then  a 
terrible  acoident  happened — an  accident 
due  to  the  carelessness  of  someone  who 
had  never  been  careless  before,  and  that 
was  very  much  what  had  occurred  with 
regard  to  the  recent  riot.  The  persons 
responsible  for  the  management  of  the 
PoHce  Force  had  had  to  deal  with  similar 
meetings  for  a  great  number  of  years, 
and  they  had  always  done  so  success- 
fully, no  event  of  this  character  having 
occurred  before.  Meetings  had  taken 
place  under  every  circumstance  of  diffi- 
culty and  danger,  and  the  organization 
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of  the  police  had  been  found  adequate 
Nothing  that  he  had  heard  or  wh&h  lie 
had  rei^  in  regard  to  what  ooonired  the 
other  day  conveyed  to  his  mind  the 
belief  that  the  organization  was  to 
blame.  It  was  the  result  of  individual 
carelessness  which  it  was  difficult  to  ex- 

Slain.  The  police  had  very  respKmsibk 
uties  to  perform,  and  if  any  inqniiy 
was  held,  no  doubt  they  would  have 
many  accusers.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditoh  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  spoke  in 
severe  terms  of  the  superior  of&cera  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police.  No  doubt,  d»- 
charged  servants  would  brings  acotua- 
tions  against  these  officers ;  but  he  oonU 
bear  testimony  to  their  high  oharaotar 
and  efficiency.  Sir  Edmund  HGndenoa 
was  a  public  servant  who,  however  un- 
fortunate he  might  have  been  on  this 
occasion — and  it  was  no  part  of  his  (Sir 
William  Harcourt's^  duties  to  prononnee 
judgment  upon  that — ^for  a  g^reat  num- 
ber of  years  by  his  calmness  and  fizm- 
nesR,  by  his  tact  and  by  his  judgmeat, 
had  done  his  duty  in  that  great  and  re- 
sponsible office  which  he  filled  for  the 
protection  of  the  people  of  London.  It 
had  been  said,  and  repeated  daring  the 
debate,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
too  liable  to  be  overborne  in  his  duties 
by  permanent  officials.  It  was  easy  lor 
persons  who  knew  nothing  of  the  doties 
of  the  Home  Office  and  of  the  Poliee 
Authorities  to  say  that ;  but  the  notioa 
of  the  permanent  officials  in  the  Hoom 
Office  having  anything  to  do  with  Hkm 
administration  of  the  poliee  was  bcv>- 
fectly  ridiculous,  and  anyone  who  nad 
ever  gone  up  the  stairs  of  the  Hone 
Office  would  know  that.  Whatever  r«> 
lations  existed  between  the  Home  Offiee 
and  the  police  were  really  personal  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  State  and  tike 
police.  The  Secretary  of  State  was 
sponsible  for  the  police  in  this 
and  it  was  the  very  highest 
was  responsible  for  them  just  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  respoa- 
sible  for  the  Army ;  that  was  to  aaj,  he 
was  responsible  for  appointmentB  in  Urn 
police,  he  was  responsiole  for  their  effi- 
ciency, he  was  responsible  for  their 
general  policy,  if  he  might  so  eaU  it, 
and  for  giving  them  instructioaa  wha- 
ther  they  should  allow  a  meeting  to  taka 
place  or  not,  and  whether  they  dMvld 
go  in  this  direction  or  in  that.  Ha  was 
also  responsible  for  placing  at  tin  dia- 
posal  of  the  polioe  an  adequate  foioa  lor 
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any  oiroumstances  that  might  arise ;  and 
he  was  responsible  for  the  police  of  the 
Metropolis  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  when  it  was  contended  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  responsible  for 
the  details  of  the  executive  action  of  the 
police,  a  more  dangerous  or  more  mis- 
chieyous  doctrine  it  was  impossible  to 
propound.  In  so  interfering  he  would 
be  doing  nothing  but  harm,  and  he 
would  be  doing  that  for  which  he  was 
totally  unfit.  "What  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  to  do  was  to  see  that  there 
were  proper  men  in  the  police,  to  call 
their  attention  to  the  principal  duties 
they  had  to  perform,  and  to  place  a  suffi- 
cient force  at  their  disposal ;  but  if  thero 
were  any  attempt  on  his  part  to  conduct 
their  policy  so  as  to  say  that  constables 
should  be  in  this  or  that  street,  whether 
in  individual  cases  or  on  occasions  of 
this  character,  he  would  be  doing  exactly 
what  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  do  if  he  were  to  telegraph  to  a 
General  in  the  middle  of  an  action  to 
alter  the  disposition  of  his  forces.  An- 
other subject  had  been  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy),  and  he  hoped  he  did  not  mean 
by  that  reference  that  it  was  inexpedient 
to  allow  these  public  meetings.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  no  greater  mistake  could 
be  made  than  to  prevent  these  meetings. 
They  were  placed  in  London  in  the  midst 
of  a  population  of  4,000,000.  In  other 
towns  in  the  country  meetings  could  be 
held  outside  the  town  ;  but  did  they 
think  it  was  possible  to  say  to  4,000,000 
of  Englishmen — "You  shall  have  no 
opportunity  for  holding  public  meet- 
ings?" What  they  must  do  was  to 
regulate  these  public  meetings;  and, 
according  to  his  experience,  nothing  was 
easier  than  to  regulate  public  meetings 
in  London.  In  these  great  crowds  they 
might  depend  upon  it  that  nine  out  of 
every  ten  persons  were  on  the  side  of 
order,  and  would  assist  the  police  in 
maintaining  it.  The  tenth  person  might 
be  a  rough  or  a  plunderer ;  but  if  the 
police  were  present  nine  out  of  every  ten 
persons  in  the  crowd  would  aid  them ; 
and  he  was  perfectly  certain  that  on  the 
very  occasion  of  these  riots  a  very  small 
body  of  police  could  havd  stopped  the 
whole  mischief  at  any  point.  That  was 
one  of  the  reasons  why  he  had  never 
concurred  in  the  doctrine  which  he  knew 
was  held  by  some  that  the  police  ought 
not  to  be  "  shown."    He  thought  t^at 
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was  an  entire  mistake.  If  it  should  be 
necessary  to  have  the  military  in  readi* 
ness,  they  should  not  be  **  shown ;"  but 
the  police  were  a  civil  force.  They 
came  from  the  people,  they  belonged  to 
the  people,  and  were  a  civil  force  en- 
rolled for  the  purpose  of  aiding  the 
people  in  keeping  order;  and  he  had 
always  said — Let  the  police  be  seen,  let 
the  people  know  that  the  police  are 
there.  The  presence  of  the  police  on 
the  spot  prevented  the  very  commence- 
ment of  disorder,  and  the  more  they 
were  shown  on  these  occasions  the  better, 
in  his  opinion,  was  it  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  peace.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Strand  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  observed  on  the 
information  not  having  been  sent  im- 
mediately to  the  Home  Office.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  certainly  thought 
that  was  a  great  mistake.  But  let  it  be 
understood  why  it  was  a  mistake.  The 
Secretary  of  State  ought,  no  doubt,  to 
be  informed  of  everything  that  affected 
the  peace  of  London  at  once.  But  it 
had  been  said  that  he  ought  to  have  di- 
rected the  operations  of  the  police.  That 
was,  he  thought,  a  g^eat  mistake,  as  it 
was  no  part  of  his  duty.  If  the  police 
were  overpowered,  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  have  power  to  appeal  to  military 
force ;  but,  generally  speaking,  in  his 
opinion,  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  take  care  that  an  adequate  force 
was  provided,  that  the  head  of  the  police 
was  informed  as  to  the  policy  he  ought 
to  pursue  and  the  duty  he  oueht  to  per- 
form, and  to  advise  as  to  the  legal  posi- 
tion and  action ;  but  after  that  to  leave 
the  executive  action  and  the  conduct  of 
his  policy  on  any  particular  occasion  to 
the  responsible  officers  of  the  police. 
Half-a-dozen  mounted  policemen  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  quell  the  whole 
disturbance.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  telegraphic  communication;  but 
where  they  were  dealing  with  matters  of 
this  kind  a  few  men  on  horseback  were 
more  valuable  even  than  telegraphic 
communication.  Such  occurrences  as 
those  on  February  8  were  simply  acci- 
dents arising  out  of  a  piece  of  careless- 
ness ;  but  they  did  not  affect  the  general 
reputation  and  organization  of  the  police, 
and  it  would  be  very  dangerous  and  mis- 
chievous to  attack  the  general  organiza- 
tion of  the  police  on  the  ground  of 
accidents  of  this  character.  These  fears 
as  to  the  existing  organization  of  the 
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8  traction  in  police  duties  for  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  force.  Speaking  of  that 
splendid  force,  however,  b&  a  whole,  he 
could  only  remind  the  House  of  the 
eloquent  tribute  paid  it  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  Home 
Secretary — 

"  That  it  was  not  Burprising  tlio  poL'ce  some- 
times went  astray,  were  sometimes  in  the 
wrong;  bat  it  was  marvellous  how  seldom. 
Their  work  was  generally  done  with  a  fidelity, 
a  diligence,  and  a  discipline  which  were  the 
admiration  of  all  who  took  the  trouble  to  make 
themselves  acquainted  with  it." 

The  CHANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  Wiluam  Haroourt)  said, 
he  wished,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
remarks,  to  record  his  entire  agreement 
in  the  testimony  to  the  character  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  and  by  others,  as  to  their  ex- 
cellence, both  mental  and  physical.  His 
experience  of  the  force  had  been  that, 
on  the  whole,  they,  to  a  marrellous  de- 
gree, fulfilled  the  duties  with  which  they 
were  intrusted ;  and  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if,  in  a  moment  of  excite- 
ment, the  House  and  the  country  were 
to  belieye  that  the  present  police  orga- 
nization was  entirely  in  fault,  and  ought 
to  be  condemned.  He  believed  that  if, 
on  account  of  the  deplorable  incident 
that  had  lately  occurred,  public  confi- 
dence were  shaken  in  the  force,  and  in- 
justice done  to  any  part  of  that  great 
system  which  maintained  the  security  of 
this  Metropolis,  it  would  be  of  incal- 
culable mischief,  and  greater  harm  than 
good  would  result.  A  great  many  unjust 
things  had  recently  Been  said  of  the 
police.  Well,  there  were  Eailway  Com- 
panies, extremely  well  managed,  on 
which  hundreds  of  trains  were  going 
night  and  day  at  express  speed  for 
many  years,  carrying  millions  of  pas- 
sengers in  perfect  security.  Then  a 
ternble  accident  happened — an  accident 
due  to  the  carelessness  of  someone  who 
had  never  been  careless  before,  and  that 
was  very  much  what  had  occurred  with 
regard  to  the  recent  riot.  The  persons 
responsible  for  the  management  of  the 
PoHce  Force  had  had  to  deal  with  similar 
meetings  for  a  great  number  of  years, 
and  they  had  always  done  so  success- 
fully, no  event  of  this  character  having 
occurred  before.  Meetings  had  taken 
place  under  every  circumstance  of  diffi- 
culty and  danger,  and  the  organization 
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of  the  police  had  been  found  adeqvat^ 
Nothing  that  he  had  heard  or  wb&h  be 
had  read  in  regard  to  what  ocoimed  the 
other  day  conveyed  to  his  mind  the 
belief  that  the  organization  was  to 
blame.  It  was  the  result  of  individual 
carelessness  which  it  was  difficult  to  ex- 
plain. The  police  had  very  respondble 
duties  to  perform,  and  if  any  inquiy 
was  held,  no  doubt  they  would  have 
many  accusers.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  spoke  la 
severe  terms  of  the  superior  omoen  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police.  No  doubt,  dis- 
charged servants  would  brings  acciua- 
tions  against  these  officers ;  but  he  oould 
bear  testimony  to  their  high  oharaotar 
and  efficiency.  Sir  Edmund  Hendenos 
was  a  public  servant  who,  however  un- 
fortunate he  might  have  been  on  this 
occasion — and  it  was  no  part  of  his  {Ba 
William  Harcourt's^  duties  to  pronounee 
judgment  upon  that — ^for  a  g^reat  num- 
ber of  years  by  his  calmness  and  fizm- 
nesR,  by  his  tact  and  by  his  jadgmesti 
had  done  his  duty  in  that  great  and  re- 
sponsible office  which  he  filled  for  the 
protection  of  the  people  of  London.  It 
had  been  said,  and  repeated  daring  the 
debate,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
too  liable  to  be  overborne  in  his  duties 
by  permanent  officials.  It  was  easy  for 
persons  who  knew  nothing  of  the  duties 
of  the  Home  Office  and  of  the  Pdiee 
Authorities  to  say  that ;  but  the  notioB 
of  the  permanent  officials  in  the  Hoom 
Office  having  anything  to  do  with  ikm 
administration  of  the  police  was  per- 
fectly ridicidous,  and  anyone  who  had 
ever  gone  up  the  stairs  of  the  Hone 
Office  would  know  that.  Whatever  r«> 
lations  existed  between  the  Home  Qflioe 
and  the  police  were  really  personal  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  State  and  tifes 
police.  The  Secretary  of  State 
sponsible  for  the  police  in  this 
and  it  was  the  very  highest 
was  responsible  for  them  just  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  respon- 
sible for  the  Army ;  that  was  to  aaj,  he 
was  responsible  for  ai>pointaient8  in  the 
police,  he  was  responsible  for  their  efii- 
dency,  he  was  responsible  for  their 
general  policy,  if  he  might  so  eaU  it, 
and  for  giving  them  instructioiia  whe- 
ther they  should  allow  a  meeting  to  take 
place  or  not,  and  whe^ier  they  ehonld 
go  in  this  direction  or  in  that.  He  was 
also  responsible  for  placing  at  &•  die- 
posal  of  the  police  an  adeqtiate  foioe  te 
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was  an  entire  mistake.  If  it  should  be 
necessary  to  haye  the  military  in  readi- 
ness, they  should  not  be  "  shown ;''  but 
the  police  were  a  civil  force.  They 
came  from  the  people,  they  belonged  to 
the  people,  ana  were  a  civil  force  en- 
rolled for  the  purpose  of  aiding  the 
people  in  keeping  order;  and  he  had 
always  said — Let  the  police  be  seen,  let 
the  people  know  that  the  police  are 
there.  The  presence  of  the  police  on 
the  spofc  prevented  the  very  commence- 
ment of  disorder,  and  the  more  they 
were  shown  on  these  occasions  the  better, 
in  his  opinion,  was  it  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  peace.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  Strand  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  observed  on  the 
information  not  having  been  sent  im- 
mediately to  the  Home  Office.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  certainly  thought 
that  was  a  great  mistake.  But  let  it  be 
understood  why  it  was  a  mistake.  The 
Secretary  of  State  ought,  no  doubt,  to 
be  informed  of  everything  that  affected 
the  peace  of  London  at  once.  But  it 
had  been  said  that  he  ought  to  have  di- 
rected the  operations  of  the  police.  That 
was,  he  thought,  a  g^eat  mistake,  as  it 
was  no  part  of  his  duty.  If  the  police 
were  overpowered,  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  have  power  to  appeal  to  military 
force ;  but,  generally  speaking,  in  his 
opinion,  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  take  care  that  an  adequate  force 
was  provided,  that  the  head  of  the  police 
was  informed  as  to  the  policy  he  ought 
to  pursue  and  the  duty  he  oueht  to  per- 
form, and  to  advise  as  to  the  legal  posi- 
tion and  action ;  but  after  that  to  leave 
the  executive  action  and  the  conduct  of 
his  policy  on  any  particular  occasion  to 
the  responsible  officers  of  the  police. 
Half-a-dozen  mounted  policemen  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  quell  the  whole 
disturbance.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  telegraphic  communication;  but 
where  they  were  dealing  with  matters  of 
this  kind  a  few  men  on  horseback  were 
more  valuable  even  than  telegraphic 
communication.  Such  occurrences  as 
those  on  February  8  were  simply  acci- 
dents arising  out  of  a  piece  of  careless- 
ness ;  but  they  did  not  affect  the  general 
reputation  and  organization  of  the  police, 
and  it  woidd  be  very  dangerous  and  mis- 
chievous to  attack  the  general  organiza- 
tion of  the  police  on  the  ground  of 
accidents  of  tlus  character.  These  fears 
as  to  the  existing  organization  of  the 
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any  circumstances  that  might  arise ;  and 
he  was  responsible  for  the  police  of  the 
Metropolis  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  when  it  was  contended  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  responsible  for 
the  details  of  the  executive  action  of  the 
police,  a  more  dangerous  or  more  mis- 
chievous doctrine  it  was  impossible  to 
propound.  In  so  interfering  he  would 
be  doing  nothing  but  harm,  and  he 
would  be  doing  that  for  which  he  was 
totally  unfit.  What  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  to  do  was  to  see  that  there 
were  proper  men  in  the  police,  to  call 
their  attention  to  the  principal  duties 
they  had  to  perform,  and  to  place  a  suffi- 
cient force  at  their  disposal ;  but  if  there 
were  any  attempt  on  his  part  to  conduct 
their  policy  so  as  to  say  that  constables 
should  be  in  this  or  that  street,  whether 
in  individual  cases  or  on  occasions  of 
this  character,  he  would  be  doing  exactly 
what  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  do  if  he  were  to  telegraph  to  a 
General  in  the  middle  of  an  action  to 
alter  the  disposition  of  his  forces.  An- 
other subject  had  been  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  opx>osite  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy),  and  he  hoped  he  did  not  mean 
by  that  reference  that  it  was  inexpedient 
to  allow  these  public  meetings.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  no  greater  mistake  could 
be  made  than  to  prevent  these  meetings. 
They  were  placed  in  London  in  the  midst 
of  a  population  of  4,000,000.  In  other 
towns  in  the  country  meetings  could  be 
held  outside  the  town  ;  but  did  they 
think  it  was  possible  to  say  to  4,000,000 
of  Englishmen — ''You  shall  have  no 
opportunity  for  holding  public  meet- 
ings?" What  they  must  do  was  to 
regulate  these  public  meetings;  and, 
according  to  his  experience,  nothing  was 
easier  than  to  regulate  public  meetings 
in  London.  In  these  great  crowds  they 
might  depend  upon  it  that  nine  out  of 
every  ten  persons  were  on  the  side  of 
order,  and  would  assist  the  police  in 
maintaining  it.  The  tenth  person  might 
be  a  rough  or  a  plunderer ;  but  if  the 
police  were  present  nine  out  of  every  ten 
persons  in  the  crowd  would  aid  them ; 
and  he  was  perfectly  certain  that  on  the 
very  occasion  of  these  riots  a  very  small 
body  of  police  could  have  stopped  the 
whole  mischief  at  any  point.  That  was 
one  of  the  reasons  why  he  had  never 
concurred  in  the  doctrine  which  he  knew 
was  held  by  some  that  the  police  ought 
not  to  be  ''  shown."    He  thought  that 
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police  were  produced  by  sensational  ac- 
counts of  the  occurrences  themselYCs, 
and  by  erroneous  deductions,  both  with 
reference  to  the  mob  dealt  with,  and 
with  reference  to  the  Police  Force  which 
had  to  encounter  them.  He  thought 
they  ought  to  bring  common  sense  to 
bear  on  this  matter,  and  not  to  allow  a 
spirit  of  panic  to  inspire  them.  The 
events  of  February  8  occurred  like  a 
railway  accident,  and  just  in  the  same 
way  was  much  less  likely  to  occur  in  the 
future.  It  was  equally  certain  they  had 
been  the  result  not  of  a  comedy  of  errors, 
but  of  a  tragedy  of  errors,  any  one  of 
which,  if  it  could  have  been  foreseen  and 
prevented,  would  have  entirely  stopped 
the  subsequent  proceedings.  It  was  a 
lesson  of  vigilance  to  everybody  con- 
cerned, from  the  Home  Office  down  to 
the  lowest  officer  in  the  Police  Force ; 
but  he  was  perfectly  certain  that  to  ex- 
aggerate the  matter,  or  to  approach  it  in 
any  sensational  spirit,  was  greatly  to  be 
deprecated.  If  the  present  system  had 
not  been  a  good  one,  how  could  the  Me- 
tropolis have  gone  on  for  20  years  with- 
out the  occurrence  of  an  accident  of  this 
kind  ?  Therefore  he  entreated  the  House 
of  Commons  not  to  be  led  away  because 
of  these  events.  He  did  not  disparage 
their  gravity  or  their  magnitude ;  but, 
for  Heaven's  sake,  let  them  look  at  the 
matter  in  a  calm  and  quiet  manner, 
and  bring  to  bear  in  its  discussion 
a  spirit  of  cool  common  sense ;  and 
he  hoped  it  would  be  recognized  that 
far  greater  mischief  would  be  done 
than  any  which  had  yet  been  apparent, 
if  there  was  any  attempt  to  revolutionize 
altogether  what  for  so  many  years  had 
worked  with  such  advantage  to  the 
people  of  the  Metropolis. 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  said,  that 
18  years  ago,  as  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  he  was 
directed  to  make  an  inquiry  into  the 
organization  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force;  and  it  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  in  that  Report,  drawn  up  by  Sir 
Henry  Thring  and  himself,  they  put 
their  fingers  on  all  the  weak  points 
which  had  been  exposed  on  the  occa- 
sion in  question.  The  first  of  these  was 
the  excessive  centralization,  and  the  want 
of  superior  responsible  officers.  They 
pointed  out  that  any  day  a  disaster 
might  occur,  through  the  want  of  imme- 
diate orders,  whicm  could  only,  under 
the  present  regulations,  be  issued  from 
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Scotland  Yard.  They  also  said  the 
force  was  far  too  large  to  be  treated  at 
if  it  were  a  single  battalion,  and  reoom- 
mended  that  London  should  be  divided 
into  four,  five,  or  six  districts,  and  that 
each  district  should  have  a  Superinten- 
dent or  Commissioner,  with  powers  simi- 
lar to  those  of  the  Chief  Constable  of  a 
county.  Lord  Aberdare,  in  "another 
place,"  had  stated  that  he  carried  oat 
that  suggestion,  by  appointing  four  or 
five  District  Superintendents  to  manage 
different  parts  of  the  Metropolis.  He 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  believed,  how- 
ever, that  the  system  was  neverjproperly 
carried  out,  and  that  Scotland  Yard  re- 
tained too  much  of  detail  in  its  liands 
and  never  allowed  these  officers  suffident 
discretion.  He  regretted  very  much  that 
of  late  years  a  distinctly  retrograde  step 
had  been  taken.  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  was  responsible  for  it  or  not  be 
did  not  know  ;  but  two  or  three  of 
these  District  Superintendents  had  been 
discontinued.  There  had  been  two  in- 
quiries since. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAKOOURT :  The 
most  recent  Committee  disapproTed  of 
these  District  Superintendents. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  Very 
well ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  very  ourioas 
that  the  present  Home  Secretary  said 
he  was  going  to  carry  out  the  eogges- 
tions  of  the  Committee,  who  had  re- 
commended that  system  at  the  xmj 
outset  of  their  proposals.  He  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  would  put  it  whe* 
ther  it  was  right  or  wise  that  tiieie 
should  be  no  discretion  outside  Scotland 
Yard  to  deal  with  emergenciee?  The 
remedy  for  such  fiascos  was  to  take 
away  the  present  excessive  oentralisatioa 
in  Scotland  Yard;  and  he  implored 
the  Home  Secretary  not  to  give  way  on 
that  point. 

Mr.  lock  WOOD  said,  he  looked 
upon  the  attacks  which  had  been  made 
upon  the  present  Home  Seoretaxj  as 
perfectly  unjustifiable.  If  it  was  sq^ 
gested  in  any  way  that  that  right  hoe. 
Gentleman  was  to  blame  for  what  bad 
happened,  they  ought  to  hear  from  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Secreterp 
to  the  Home  Department  what  inform** 
tion  he  had  at  the  Home  Office  during 
his  tenure  of  Office,  and  what  stepa  lie 
took  before  he  left  that  important  poet 
to  inform  the  right  hon.  Gkntleman  wbe 
was  to  succeed  Um  as  to  what  waa  Ukdy 
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to  occur.    They  had  as  yet  received  no 
infonuaiion  from  him  upon  the  point. 

8iB  K.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
wbhed  to  say,  at  the  outset,  how  satisfied 
he  was  at  the  assertion  made  by  the 
Home  Secretary  as  to  the  general  effi- 
ciency and  excellent  character  both  of 
the  men  and  officers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Force.    He  was  glad  to  observe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  use  of 
the  words  **  mental  and  physical,"  and 
he  would  like  to  add  also  the  word 
**  moral "  in  relation  to  the  character  of 
the  force.     He  also  desired  to  bear  his 
testimony  during  six  years  of  Office  to 
that  efficiency,  and  he  was  pleased  to 
say  that  when  he  returned  to  Office  last 
year  he  found  both  officers  and  men  in 
as  good  a  condition  as  he  had  left  them. 
He  was  bound  also  to  add  his  testimony 
as  to  the  conduct  of  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson, who  had  paid  so  much  attention, 
not  simply  to  the  organization  of  the 
police,  but  to  the  individual  comforts 
and  moral  training  of  every  member  of 
the  force.     He'  knew  the  past  services 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  had  rendered, 
and  the  excellent  work  he  had  done  in 
the  settlement  of  the  boundary  line  of 
Canada,  in  carrying  out  the  Ashburton 
Treaty,  and  in  other  directions.    After- 
wards, when  brought  to  this  country  and 
appointed,  on  the  death  of  Sir  Joshua 
Jebb,  to  the  head  of  the  Police  Depart* 
ment,  he  administered  for  many  years 
the  duties  of  his  Office  to  the  satisfaction 
of  those  who  were  over  him.    As  head 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  for  a 
period  of  18  years,  he  had  done  more  to 
promote  the  efficiency  of  the  force,  and 
for  the  happiness  and  moral  training  of 
each  individual  member  of  it,  than  any- 
one occupying  a  similar  position  had 
done  before.     Therefore,  he  was  very 
glad  to  hope,  although  this  unfortunate 
circumstance    had    occurred,    that    the 
present  Home  Secretary  fully  recognized 
those  services,  and  that    Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  would,  as  he  hoped,  profit 
eyentually  by  the  way  in  which  he  would 
be  treated  by  the   Home  Office.     The 
disaster  which  they  all  deplored  was  not, 
in  his  opinion,  due  to  any  great  want  of 
organization  in  the  force.     He  had  read 
the  Beport  over  with  the  evidence,  and 
if   he  had  anything  to  say  about  the 
Keport  it  would  be   this — that  it  was 
calculated  to  raise,  and  have  the  effect 
of  raising,  more  distrust  on  the  part  of 
tbo  public  as  to  the  working  of  the  force 


than  was  warranted  by  what  took  place. 
He  believed  that  the  disasters  of  a  fort- 
night since  were  not  due  to  a  want  of 
organization  on  the  part  of  the  police, 
but  to  the  fact  that  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner evidently  underrated  the  gravity 
of  the  situation.  So  many  meetings  had 
passed  off  quietly  that  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  did  not  take  into  considera- 
tion clearly  the  very  peculiar  character 
of  the  meeting,  or  rather  of  the  two 
meetings;  and  seeing  that  there  was 
danger  of  a  collision  the  police  ought  to 
have  been  warned  of  the  mtensity  of  the 
danger.  When  he  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  was  at  the  Home  Office,  he  always 
sought  to  impress  upon  the  police  the 
uncertainty  of  the  elements  comprising 
a  large  crowd.  His  own  experience  was 
that  what  they  had  to  fear  was  not  from 
those  who  came  to  hear  discussion,  but 
from  those  who  did  not  come  to  hear, 
who  mixed  in  the  crowd  and  who  might 
start  it  into  another  channel  altogether. 
He  thought  that  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son ought  to  have  taken  greater  pre- 
cautions. He  had  been  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Lockwood) 
what  part  he  had  taken  in  this  matter. 
He  left  the  Home  Office  on  the  Friday 
afternoon,  and  he  saw  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  and  asked  him  about  this 
meeting.  He  told  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson that  it  was  one  which  required 
his  very  careful  consideration.  He 
reminded  him  of  the  necessity  of  having 
a  very  large  force,  and  he  reminded  him 
of  his  own  words  used  on  a  previous 
occasion — ''It  is  not  the  meeting,  but 
what  may  come  out  of  it."  He  said, 
further,  to  him,  using  this  exact  expres- 
sion— ''Now,  mind,  these  things,  to  use 
your  own  words,  grow  up  exactly  like  a 
mushroom;  they  grow  up  so  quickly 
that  you  have  not  time  to  change  your 
plans  at  the  moment— that  you  should 
prepare  for  them  at  the  start."  That 
was  the  warning  which  he  had  given  to 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  on  the  Friday. 
He  certainly  thought  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson ought  to  have  had  better  infor- 
mation as  to  the  class  of  people  who 
were  coming  up,  and  he  regretted  that 
he  did  not  take  the  opportunity  of  gain- 
ing further  information  about  what  was 
likely  to  take  place.  Of  course,  if 
further  information  had  been  gained, 
proper  precautions  might  have  been 
taken  against  this  new  danger.  He 
hoped  he  had  now   satisfied  the  hon. 
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attaohed  themselyes  to  a  gathering  of 
this  kind,  for  the  purpose  of  robbing 
citizens,  breaking  windows,  and  looting 
shops.     He  thought  the  events  that  had 
occurred,  however  sad  they  might  be — 
and  there  could  be  not  the  slightest 
doubt  they  were  extremely  so — would  be 
very  useful  in  this  sense,  if  in  no  other — 
if  they  pointed  to  the  necessity  of  a 
greater  sense  of  responsibility  on  the 
part  of  persons  in  authority  concerned 
with  their  prevention,  and  if  they  en- 
abled, in  the  future,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  police  to  anticipate  any 
disturbances    which    might    occur.    A 
policeman  might  not  be  able  to  antici- 
pate an  act  of  robbery  or  of  violence ; 
but  here  was  an  organized  body  of  men, 
whose  possible  acts  it  was  surely  the 
duty  of  the  police  and  of  the  Executive 
Government  to  anticipate  and  to  prevent. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
right  of  public  meeting.     He  respected 
that  right  as  much  as  anyone  did,  and 
he  thought  that  it  would  be  a  grave 
matter  indeed  for  a  Government  to  in- 
terfere with  the  right  of  public  meeting ; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  no  greater 
danger  to  the  right  of  public  meeting 
than  the  conduct  of  those  promoters  of 
them  who  failed  to  make  proper  pro- 
vision against  riot  and  disturbance.    In 
his  opinion  they  were  bound  to  use  all  the 
influence  they  possessed  to  sustain  the 
Government  in  maintaining  order.     He 
wished  to  keep  clear  of  personal  con- 
troversy, for  this  was  too  grave  a  matter 
to  be  made  a  personal,   a  Party,   or 
a  political  question.    He  was  exceed- 
ingly glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
declared  his  intention  not  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch   (Mr.  James    Stuart),   who 
sought  to  connect  this  question   with 
the  future  government  of  the  Metro- 
polis.   This  was  a  question  which  con- 
cerned a  population  larger  than  that  of 
Ireland,  with  more  diversity  of  interests. 
The  area  included  the  centre  of  govern- 
ment and  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
the  suggestion  was  that  the  police  of  the 
area  was  to  be  controlled  by  the  watch 
committee  of  a  Municipality  which  had 
yet  to  be  formed.    In  regard  to  the 
point,   no    responsible    statesman    had 
ever  endorsed  the  suggestion  that  the 
police  of  the  Metropolis  should  be  con- 
trolled by  a  municipal  government,  and 
he  should  be  surprised  to  hear  it  made 
by  anyone  holding  a  responsible  position 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


in  the  Goyemment.  He  further  beliered 
that  the  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis  had  no  desire  to  have  the 
control  of  their  own  police.      ["  Oh, 
oh !  'n    There  might  be  a  minority  who 
had  that  wish ;  but  he  spoke  as  hjaviiig 
represented  Westminster  for  18  yean, 
and,  having    mixed    largely    with    all 
classes,   he   maintained   there   was  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  majority  of  the 
ratepayers  and  the  inhabitants  to  have 
the  control  of  their  own  police.     P'  Oh, 
oh ! "]    Though  by  no  means  adyefse 
to  municipal  government,  he  held  that 
the  majority  had  no  desire  to  control 
the  police  of  a  large  Frovinoe  whidi 
included  part  of  Essex,  nearly  the  whc^ 
of  Middlesex,  and  parts  of  Surrey.     He 
recognized  the  fact  that,  in  the  abseoee 
of  a  Municipality,  Metropolitan  ques- 
tions had  to  be  discussed  in  that  House; 
but  still  the  Metropolis  did  not  oocopy 
a  very  large  share  of  the  time  of  & 
House.     No  doubt,  the  municipal  go- 
yemment of  London  might  be  improved ; 
but  he  believed  the  majority  of  the  in- 
habitants were  opposed  to  the  constits- 
tion  of  one  body  for  that  purpose.    H« 
wished  to  confirm  the  remark  that  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlmnm 
the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, as  well  as  by  other  speaken 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that  the  dis- 
position of   the  police  was    excellait 
From  his  knowledge  of  and  interooarBS 
with  them,  he  believed  that  the  temper, 
feeling,  capacity,  and  disposition  of  the 
rank  and  file  of  the  Metropolitan  Pc^ice 
were  as  good  as  those  of  any  other  body 
to  be  found  in  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.    They  were  perfectiy  oapaUe 
and  willing  to  do  their  duty ;  but  thej 
must  have  orders.    No  blame  attached 
to  them  for  the  events  of  Monday  fort- 
night, because  the  necessary  orders  wen 
not  given  to  them,  and  the  necessuj 
foresight  was  not  shown.    No  doubt  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson  had  rmidered  ad- 
mirable services  to  the  public  in  dw 
past ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  shut  one's 
eyes  to  the  deplorable  facts  now  brought 
to  light.    The  mistake  was  g^evons  in 
its  character ;  and  while  recogniiiBg  to 
the  full  the  claims  of  Sir  Edmund  Hsb* 
derson  to  a  generous  consideratian,  hs 
felt  that  no  other  course  could  have  beca 
taken  than  the  one  that  had.  He  wosU 
not  go  into  the  personal  questiott,  al- 
though he  could  haye  wished  tlial  th* 
Home  Secretary  had  not  taken  tkeChsir 
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of  the  Oommittee.  But  he  would  not 
quazrel  with  the  view  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whose  acceptance  of 
responsibility  was  worth  mucn  to  that 
House.  The  selection  of  Members  of 
the  Oommittee  must  rest  with  him  alone, 
as  also  the  provision  of  machinery  to 
secure  the  desired  results.  He  did  not 
wish  to  share  that  responsibility  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  least ; 
and,  therefore,  he  said  to  him — ''Act 
as  you  like ;  take  what  steps  you  please." 
The  House  of  Commons  and  the  country 
would  willingly  provide  a  sufficient  body 
of  men  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
Metropolis.  He  thought  that  an  inquiry 
by  a  Oommittee  ought  to  be  made  in 
fairness  to  the  working  men  of  London, 
in  order  to  get  a  little  more  light  as  to 
that  dangerous  class  of  persons  who  were 
hanging  upon  the  skirts  of  every  move- 
ment, and  who,  whatever  they  might 
call  themselves,  whether  Radicals  or 
Social  Demagogues,  were  ready  to  avail 
themselves  of  every  opportunity  to  put 
their  hands  in  other  people's  pockets. 
He  considered  that  the  police  themselves 
ought  to  have  a  little  more  knowledge 
and  a  little  more  power  than  they  had 
to  enable  them  to  deal  with  that  class, 
who  were  a  dangerous  element  in  the 
centre  of  a  great  population.  The  class 
might  be  small  in  number,  but  they 
seized  upon  and  availed  themselves  of 
any  popular  excitement.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  inquiry  would  be  undertaken 
by  a  tribunal  of  a  public  character,  and 
that  it  would  be  complete  and  searching, 
and  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  good  name  of  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country.  He  was 
glad  to  know  that  compensation  was  to 
be  given  to  those  who  had  suffered  by 
the  riot;  it  was  only  reasonable,  al- 
though one-half  would  practically  come 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  other 
half  would  be  paid  by  the  ratepayers 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  he  should  not 
grudge  his  contribution  to  it.  The  point 
to  be  aimed  at  in  the  future  was  that 
the  ratepayers,  who  paid  largely  for  a 
force  to  maintain  order  and  security, 
should  be  able  to  feel  that  they  could 
rely  upon  it.  Otherwise,  consider  what 
the  result  would  be.  The  peaceable 
citizens,  driven  by  a  feeling  of  insecu- 
rity, would  take  measures  to  protect 
themselves,  and  no  disaster  could  be 
greater  than  that  the  people  of  this 


Metropolis  should  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  any  Government  were  unwill- 
ing to  take  on  themselves  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  duty  of  keeping  order  and 
protecting  property.  If  that  were  so, 
it  would  not  be  long  before  the  old 
spirit  of  Eoglishmen  would  revive.  If 
they  could  not  induce  the  Gt>vemment 
to  protect  them,  they  would  take  steps 
to  protect  themselves,  and  then  would 
come  a  period  of  evil  and  mischief 
which  would  be  a  bad  omen  for  the 
liberties  and  happiness  of  this  country. 
What  was  essential  was  that  there 
should  be  security  for  all  who  honestly 
pursued  their  avocations,  and  that, 
under  proper  regulations,  men  should 
still  enjoy  the  right  of  pubUo  meeting. 

Mb.  OEEMEB  said,  that  he  trusted 
his  hon.  Colleague  in  the  representation 
of  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  was 
satisfied  with  the  promise  given  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  woiud  not  press 
his  Hesolution  to  a  division.  A  desire 
had  been  manifested  on  all  hands  that 
an  investigation  should  take  place  into 
the  causes  which  led  to  the  disturbance, 
because,  at  present,  the  House  was  not 
in  possession  of  any  information  which 
would  lead  it  to  a  right  conclusion  as  to 
the  promoters  of  it.  Everyone  knew 
what  had  happened;  but  what  they 
wanted  to  know,  and  what  people  out-of- 
doors  wanted  to  know  was  how  it  hap- 
pened. When  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie)  rose,  it 
might  have  been  expected  that  he  would 
throw  some  light  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  had  for  some  years  en- 
joyed the  friendship  of  the  promoters  of 
the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  and 
on  more  than  one  occasion  he  had 
attended  their  meetings  and  been  asso- 
ciated with  them  in  their  enterprizes. 
He  hoped  he  did  not  do  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber injustice  when  he  said  that  he  was 
strongly  inclined  to  believe — ^and  that  be- 
lief was  shared  by  many  outside  the 
House — that  the  hon.  Member  could,  if 
he  so  desired,  afford  a  considerable 
amount  of  information  with  regard  to  the 
doings  of  the  gentlemen  in  question.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  an  opportunity  of 
giving  that  information  at  a  future  in- 
quiry would  be  afforded  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  As,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  thrown  any  light  on 
the  question,  perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurchill)  would  assist  him. 
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He  believed  that  the  noble  Lord,  from 
his  connection  with  a  well-known  agi- 
tator who  was  frequently  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  that  House,  could,  if  he  desired, 
throw  a  considerable  amount  of  light  on 
the  disturbances  which  had  taken  place. 
He  (Mr.  Gremer)  was  not  insinuating 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  any  connection 
with  the  original  promoters  of  the  meet- 
ing; but  that  he  was  connected  with 
another  agitator  who,  not  many  years 
ago,  was  parading  the  Metropolis  with 
a  fez  on  his  head  and  a  Turkish  flag  in 
his  hand  trying  to  get  up  an  excitement 
among  the  people.  Some  asserted  that 
the  agitator  to  whom  he  alluded  had 
inspired  the  noble  Lord  to  found  the  new 
Tory  Democracy,  and  that  he  had  been 
the  guide,  counsellor,  and  friend  of  the 
noble  Lord  for  some  years  past.  But  as 
neither  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  nor  the  noble  Lord  had  afforded 
the  House  any  information,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  (Sir  Eobert 
Fowler)  could  throw  a  little  light  upon 
the  subject.  There  were  certain  Gentle- 
men who,  free  lances  themselves,  had 
always  a  number  of  men  at  their  beck 
and  call,  who  could  always  be  despatched 
to  any  part  of  the  Metropolis,  or  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  who 
would  engage  to  get  up  a  meeting  or  to 
break  up  a  meeting  for  a  sufficient  con- 
sideration. Many  of  the  meetings  pro- 
moted by  the  Municipal  Eef  orm  League 
had  been  defeated  in  their  operations 
by  means  of  disturbances  which  had 
been  traced  to  the  sources  to  which  he 
had  referred.  They  were  anxious  that 
these  people  should  be  unmasked ;  that 
these  parasites,  who,  for  many  years, 
had  paraded  themselves  as  the  represen- 
tatives of  organized  bodies  of  working 
men,  should  have  their  true  character 
made  known,  as  they  were  exceedingly 
desirous  that,  for  the  future,  they  should 
be  rendered  innocuous,  and  that  could 
only  be  done  by  the  light  being  let  in 
upon  them.  There  were  agitators  and 
agitators;  he  had  himself  been  one, 
and  so  had  many  of  his  hon.  Friends. 
But  the  result  of  the  agitation  of  himself 
and  his  hon.  Friends  was  that  they  were 
landed  on  the  Benches  of  the  House  of 
Oommons  as  Members  of  that  House. 
But  the  men  to  whom  he  was  referring 
belonged  to  no  such  agitation  as  that. 
They  had  no  organization,  but  met  in 
some  public-house  from  time  to  time  to 
concert  their  plans ;  prepared  their  own 
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newspaper  reports ;  in  fact,  they  lived 
on  paragraphs  and  subsidies.  That  was 
the  character  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Trafalgar  Square  meeting.  All  real 
working  men  organizations  were  pubHc, 
well  known,  and  registered  under  the 
Trades  Union  Act ;  but  the  men  in  ques- 
tion had  no  visible  means  of  subsistenee, 
yet  they  did  live,  and  lived  well,  and 
for  some  time  past  they  had  been  living 
in  clover,  and  were  ready  to  work  for 
any  cause.  Sometimes  they  were  advo- 
cates of  Sugar  Bounties,  at  other  times 
they  figured  as  riverside  workmen,  ad- 
vocating bridges  over  the  Thames  or 
tunnels  under  it ;  then  they  were  heard 
of  as  leaders  of  the  Metropolitan  La- 
bourers' Union,  advocating  or  opposiiig 
Cattle  Diseases  Bills.  They  had  also 
been  concerned  in  numbers  of  bye- 
elections  ;  but  their  golden  harvest  was 
the  General  Election.  He  was  glad 
that  the  Party  opposite  pressed  for  this 
inquiry,  though  some  awkward  results 
might  follow.  It  might  surprise  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  hear  the  kind  of 
information  which  he  and  his  Friends 
were  prepared  to  give;  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  would 
not  regret  challenging  an  inquiiy,  be- 
cause on  the  Badical  side  of  the  Hoose 
they  had  everything  to  gain,  while  he 
was  afraid  several  Members  on  the  Op- 
position side  would  find  that  they  had  a 
great  deal  to  lose  by  it.  These  men 
went  down  to'  Birmingham  to  oppose 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary to  the  Home  Office  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst),  and  as  soon  as  the  working 
men  of  Birmingham  discovered  tiial 
they  resolved  to  return  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  Parliament.  These  men,  too, 
had  by  their  opposition  also  aecored 
the  return  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Ham.  If  he  was  not  mis- 
taken, the  noble  Lord  the  Member  lor 
South  Paddington,  or  some  of  his 
Friends,  had  some  kind  of  connection 
with  the  Social  Democrats  who  took  part 
in  this  demonstration,  and  oonld  nwke 
some  interesting  disclosures  of  the 
methods  and  practices  of  tiiat  dasa  of 
men. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Membtv 
is  travelling  wide  from  the  Question.  I 
must  remind  him  that  the  subject  befov 
the  House  is  the  administration  and  re* 
organization  of  the  Metiopolitan  Polioa 

Mb.  GBEMEB  said  he  bowed  to  tbe 
authority  of  the  Chair.  He  regretted^ 
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absence  of  the  leader  of  the  moTement 
for  municipal  reform  from  that  House, 
but  that  gentleman  had  been  succeeded 
by  others  who  would  carry  the  move- 
ment to  a  successful  issue,  and  would 
cordially  support  the  proposal  for  placing 
the  police  under  the  control  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Authorities. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
had  listened  with  surprise  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  and  had  fully  anticipated  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  called  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  forgot  id- 
together,  if  he  had  oyer  read,  the  terms 
of  the  Amendment  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  He  had,  apparently, 
come  down  to  the  House  full  of  insinua- 
tions, which  he  had  cast  wholesale  against 
all  who  sat  on  the  Oonservative  Benches, 
and  as  to  which  he  could  not,  or  did  not, 
produce  a  tittle  of  proof.  He  spoke,  in- 
deed, of  condusiye  evidence ;  but  his  no- 
tion of  conclusive  evidence  appeared  to 
be  aimply  his  own  statement,  which  the 
House  were  called  upon  to  accept  as 
proof.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was 
quite  ready,  and  so  were  the  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  to  have  a  full 
inquiry  into  the  origin  and  character  of 
the  meeting.  They  were  not  afraid  of 
the  discovery  of  any  Tory  plots  or  con- 
spiracies such  as  had  been  denounced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
(Mr.  Howell),  nor  of  any  Whig  plot ;  for 
that  hon.  Member  was  not  content  with 
attacking  the  Oonservatives,  but  brought 
a  ridiculous  charge  against  the  late 
Home  Seoretaiy  (Sir  William  Haroourt), 
that  he  had  put  pressure  on  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  to  resign,  and  had  relied 
upon  the  fact  of  a  meeting  going  off  too 
quietly  in  support  of  that  pressure.  There 
could  be  no  fear  of  dealing  with  such 
eharges  as  these,  so  vague  and  unsup- 

Eorted.  As  regarded  this  Committee,  it 
ad  been  no  pleasure  to  him  (Sir  Hennr 
Holland)  to  act  upon  it,  but  ver^  much 
the  reverse.  He  was  an  old  friend  of 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson,  and  highly 
Talued  that  friendship ;  and  nothing  but 
a  sense  of  public  duty  would  have  in- 
duced him  to  undertake  the  painful  task 
which  he  had  been  called  upon  to  dis- 
charge. Tbehon.  Member  for  the  Abbey 
Division  of  Westminster  (Mr.  Burdett- 
Ooutts)  said  that  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
and  his  Colleague  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  had 
no  special  quidifications  for  the  task,  as 


he  understood,  because  they  were  civi- 
lians. Then  the  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  find  fault  with  Lord  Wolseley's  ap- 
pointment because  he  was  a  military 
man.  But  if  they  were  disqualified 
because  they  were  civilians,  and  Lord 
Wolseley  was  disqualified  because  he 
was  a  military  man,  who  on  earth  could 
be  found  with  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tions unless  it  was  the  hon.  Member 
himself?  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  had  fully  explained  their 
reasons  for  acting  on  this  Committee, 
and  their  position  as  regarded  the  Home 
Office  ana  the  public,  and  he  would  not 
re-state  them.  All  misapprehension  and 
all  questions  as  to  the  desirability  of 
himself  and  his  hon.  Friend  serving 
on  this  Committee  were  removed,  when 
it  was  distinctly  understood  that  the 
action  and  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Home  Office  were  not  to 
be  inquired  into  by  the  Committee,  but 
only  the  conduct  of  the  police.  For  him- 
self, he  never  could  understand  how  it 
could  have  been  supposed  possible  that 
an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a  high 
officer  of  State  and  his  Department  could 
have  been  entrusted  to  a  ^iio^t-Depart- 
mental  Committee  by  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  or  how  an  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  police  could  interfere  with, 
or  shield  the  Secretary  of  State  from,  a 
public  inquiry,  if  thought  necessary. 
Their  position  was,  however,  made  quite 
clear  by  the  opening  paragraph  of  the 
Eeport.  As  to  the  Beport  itself,  some 
faults  had  been  found  with  it,  partly,  he 
thought,  from  the  misapprehension  of 
the  scope  of  their  inquiry;  some  be- 
cause the  critics  had  hardly  studied  the 
Beport  itself.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy)  when  he  said  that  the  Beport 
was  imfair,  in  that  it  condemned  the 
police  for  things  which  were  beyond 
their  control,  had  not  observed  the  plan 
of  the  Beport.  The  Committee  began 
by  a  bare  narration  of  the  facts ;  uey 
then  proceeded  to  point  out  special  errors 
of  judgpnent  displayed  on  the  8th ;  and 
then  they  pointed  out  the  defects  of  the 
system.  They  did  not  blame  the  poHce 
for  those  defects ;  and  indeed,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  the  defective  system  formed 
an  excuse  to  the  Police  Authorities  for 
not  being  able  to  stop  the  rioting.  In 
those  dmots  they  recognized  that  some 
justification  could  be  found  for  the  action 
of  Ihe  police,  while  recommending  im- 
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mediate  attention  to  the  defects  them- 
selyee.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Abbey 
Division  of  Westminster  was  pleased  to 
ridicule  the  Committee  for  having  sug- 
gested that  Sir  Edmund  Henderson 
should  have  sat  at  the  base  of  the  Nelson 
Column  in  full  uniform,  with  cooke(]  hat 
and  spurs.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
need  hardly  assure  the  House  that  there 
was  no  such  recommendation »  or  any- 
thing like  it  in  the  Eeport.  The  para- 
graph was  simply  an  outcome  of  the 
fertile  imagination  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Committee  found  fault  with  Mr. 
Superintendent  Walker,  who  had  sole 
control  in  Trafalgar  Square,  for  not  re- 
maining in  one  place,  where  his  con- 
stables could  find  him.  The  Superin- 
tendent was  in  plain  clothes;  he  was 
hustled  about  in  the  crowd;  he  fell 
amongst  thieves,  and  his  pockets  were 
picked.  An  officer  who  was  in  command 
on  such  an  occasion  ought  to  remain  in 
a  certain  place  where  he  could  be  found, 
and  to  have  with  him  men  to  act  as 
messengers  if  necessary.  The  Commit- 
tee had  not  only  no  fault  to  find  with 
private  constables ;  but  recognized  that 
they  were  a  very  hard-working,  capable, 
and  excellent  body  of  men.  Among  the 
superior  officers  there  was  not  enough 
power  of  initiation;  but  that  criticism 
did  not  apply  to  the  constables.  He 
heartily  agreed  with  what  had  been  said 
in  ''another  place"  by  Lord  Aberdare 
with  reference  to  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son, and  to  the  excellent  public  work  he 
had  done.  It  would  be  a  bad  day  for 
this  country  when  such  services  as  that 
officer  had  rendered  were  forgotten.  He 
was  nevertheless,  to  a  certain  degree, 
responsible  for  the  defective  system  of 
organization.  In  that  respect  he  had 
faUed.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was 
glad  to  know  that  the  Amendment  was 
not  to  be  pressed ;  because  he  felt  satis- 
fied that  to  remove  the  police  from  the 
control  of  the  Executive  Gbvemment, 
who  were  responsible  for  peace  and 
order,  and  to  place  them  under  the  con- 
trol  of  a  representative  Body,  however 
excellent,  would  be  a  great  mistake. 

Ms.  BBADLAUGH  said,  he  would 
not  indulge  in  any  insinuations,  but 
would  make  a  plain  statement  with  re- 
gard to  the  part  which  the  Tory  Party 
had  played  in  connection  with  certain 
agitations.  He  agreed  with  the  opinion 
that  had  been  expressed  that  a  num- 
ber of  people  assembled  in  Trafalgar 
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Square  with  the  knowledge  that  a  riot 
might  occur ;  and  he  was  prepared  to 
produce  evidence  before  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  to  show  who  were  the  people 
who  brought  together  those  who  were 
likely  to  take  part  in  the  riot.  He  would 
undertake  to  show,  if  an  inquiry  were 
granted,  which  now  seemed  certain,  that 
during  the  six  weeks  preceding  the  day 
of  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  large 
sums  of  money,  far  exceeding  any  legiti- 
mate allowance  for  expenses  inourred  in 
convening  a  meeting  of  that  kind,  were 
supplied  to  Mr.  S.  Peters  by  leading  Con- 
servatives, Members  of  both  Houses  fA 
Parliament.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  He  undertook 
to  show  that  part  of  the  money  was  paid 
by  cheque;  that  some  of  the  cheques  were 
payable  to  bearer,  and  others  to  order, 
and  crossed ;  and  also  to  prove  that  the 
cheques  reached  the  hands  of  the  bankers, 
and  to  produce  some  of  the  beerahop 
keepers  at  whose  establishments  the 
proceeds  were  spent  by  the  sober  patriots 
who  were  oallea  on  to  aid.  He  thought 
it  fair  to  add  that  he  had  commonieaied 
his  intention  to  Mr.  Peters,  who  denied 
in  writing  that  any  cheque  had  reached 
him ;  but  he  must  say  that  the  signature 
to  tbis  reply  to  his  communication  was 
the  same  as  that  which  he  had  seen  on 
the  back  of  some  of  the  cheques  to  whidi 
he  had  referred.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  in  keeping  with  the  decorom 
of  the  debates  in  that  House  to  oontinne 
this  personal  matter,  or  to  weaken  the 
effect  of  the  charge  he  had  made  by 
any  other  words ;  and  he«  therefore^  left 

it  there.  

asNE&Ai.  GOLDSWOBTHY  said,  he 
was  at  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
and  saw  there  several  of  hia  oonali- 
tuents  who  were  out  of  employmoBt, 
and  they  were  very  glad  to  aee  lua 
amongst  them.  [^LaiughterJ]  Wdl,  it 
was  the  duty  of  a  Member  to  \oA 
after  his  constituents.  The  first  speedies 
which  he  heard  were  in  favour  of  fair 
Trade,  and  he  saw  nothing  in  them  to 
object  to.  A  large  number  of  the 
present  were  out  of  employment, 
many  of  them  were  starving.  He 
told  by  some  of  them  that  they  had  bad 
nothing  to  eat  that  day,  and  he  symm^ 
thized  with  them  very  much.  SpeeAss 
were  subsequently  delivered,  eoforcng 
the  argument  that  to  behave  quietly 
would  not  avail,  and  that  it  was  noceaaaty 
to  proclaim  by  agitation  that  thoae  pre- 
sent were  in  disteeaa.    He  fpUoweA  the 
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crowd  throngli  Pall  Mall  and  into  Pic- 
cadilly, where  lie  was  struck  by  the  care- 
ful manner  in  which  the  constables  pro- 
tected the  shops  where  windows  had 
been  broken.  When  he  arrived  near 
the  Achilles  Statue  he  heard  speeches 
deliyered  by  men,  who  addressed  the 
mob  very  much  after  the  manner  attri- 
buted to  the  President  of  the  Local  Qo- 
yemment  Board  when  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  spoke  at  public  meetings. 
Soon  afterwards  eight  or  ten  people 
seized  him.  Some  of  them  thrust  their 
hands  into  his  pockets,  and  others  tried 
to  tear  open  his  oyercoat ;  but  he  pre- 
vented them  from  getting  his  watch. 
He  was,  however,  thrown  down,  and 
would  have  been  molested  still  further 
had  not  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Demo- 
crats protected  him.  The  men  who 
seized  him  did  not  look  like  starving 
men.  They  appeared,  on  the  contrary, 
to  be  very  well  fed ;  but  they  had  a  very 
bad  and  criminal  aspect.  He  did  not,  in 
the  least  degree,  blame  the  Home  Secre- 
tary for  what  occurred  that  day  as  re- 
garded any  imperfect  arrangements  on 
the  part  of  the  police.  There  was  a 
want  of  organization  in  the  whole  affair ; 
that  was  his  opinion,  speaking  as  an 
eye-witness ;  but  he  did  feel  that  it  was 
to  be  regretted  that  the  Home  Secretary 
was  the  Chairman  of  the  Oommittee  of 
Inquiiy.  He  also  thought  that  Lord 
Wolseley,  as  Adjutant  General  of  the 
Army,  ought  not  to  have  sat  on  a  Com- 
mittee which  was  practically  inquiring 
into  the  conduct  of  the  head  of  the 
police,  which  was  essentially  a  civil 
force.  He  strongly  objected  to  any 
transfer  of  the  control  of  the  police,  and 
hoped  that,  whatever  reform  there  might 
be  in  it,  or  the  government  of  London, 
the  control  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
would  be  kept  in  the  hands  of  the  Home 
Office  whichever  Party  might  be  in 
power. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  said,  he 
felt  bound  to  congratulate  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
•  on  the  narrow  escape  he  had  experienced. 
He  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  recognized 
that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  him,  who 
had  been  so  long  intimately  connected 
with  the  Police  Force,  and  under  the 
control  of  the  Home  Department,  mi- 
nutely to  criticize  the  evidence  taken  by 
the  Oommittee,  and  the  Beport  of  the 
Oommittee  upon  it.  But  he  could  well 
understand  that   hon.  Members,  who 


represented  those  whose  property  had 
suffered,  and  whose  lives  had  been  im- 
perilled, should  speak  in  indignant 
terms  in  regard  to  the  want  of  protec- 
tion afforded  by  the  police  on  this  occa- 
sion. It  must,  however,  be  borne  in 
mind  that  this  was  really  the  first  time, 
within  the  memory  of  the  present  gene- 
ration, that  anything  of  the  kind  had 
occurred.  The  right  of  public  meeting 
had  never  been  contested  in  this  coun- 
try, and  very  wisely  so ;  for,  no  doubt, 
public  meetings  acted  as  a  safety  valve 
in  letting  off  the  steam  of  popular  dis- 
content. But  he  ventured  to  say  that 
not  one  in  ten  of  those  who  took  part  in 
those  demonstrations  had  the  smallest 
sympathy  with  their  object.  The  great 
majority  merely  looked  for  a  little  idle 
amusement.  It  had  always  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  police  not  to  give  exaggerated 
or  undue  importance  to  these  meetings, 
and  not  to  arouse  susceptibilities  by  dis- 
playing a  large  and  unnecessary  force.  It 
had  also  been  the  practice  to  hold  a  con- 
siderable number  of  men  in  reserve  in 
case  their  services  were  needed;  and  this 
precaution  had,  it  would  appear,  been 
amply  taken  on  this  occasion.  The  con- 
trol of  crowds  by  the  English  police,  and 
especially  by  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
had  long  been  the  admiration  of  foreign 
authorises.  It  was  not  for  him  to  criti- 
cize the  handling  of  the  police  on  this 
occasion  by  one  whose  brother  officer  he 
had  long  been ;  but  he  might  point  out 
that  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  had  for  17 
years  discharged  the  arduous  duties  of 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  endear  him  to  every 
man  under  his  command,  and  to  raise 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  high  in 
public  estimation.  It  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly to  be  regretted  if  the  out- 
come of  this  debate  were  to  deprive 
the  Police  Authorities  of  that  freedom 
of  action  and  that  unfettered  respon- 
sibility which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  the  efficient  discharge  of  their 
duty.  He  was  free  to  admit  that  there 
were  many  matters  in  connection  with 
the  organization  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  susceptible  of  remedy.  He  would 
not  enter  into  these  matters  in  detail ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  point  out  that 
among  matters  requiring  early  attention 
was  the  provision  of  proper  headquarters 
instead  of  the  present  miserable  premises 
in  Scotland  Yard;  and,  secondly,  the 
constitution  of  a  proper  system  of  in* 
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8  traction  in  police  duties  for  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  force.  Speaking  of  that 
splendid  force,  however,  as  a  whole,  he 
could  only  remind  the  House  of  the 
eloquent  tribute  paid  it  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  Home 
Secretary — 

"  That  it  was  not  Burprising  the  police  some- 
times went  astray,  were  sometimes  in  the 
wrong;  bat  it  was  marveUoos  how  seldom. 
Their  work  was  generally  done  with  a  fidelity, 
a  diligence,  and  a  discipline  which  were  the 
admiration  of  all  who  took  the  trouble  to  make 
themselves  acquainted  with  it." 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  William  Habooubt)  said, 
he  wished,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
remarks,  to  record  his  entire  agreement 
in  the  testimony  to  the  character  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  and  by  others,  as  to  their  ex- 
cellence, both  mental  and  physical.  His 
experience  of  the  force  had  been  that, 
on  the  whole,  they,  to  a  maryellous  de- 
gree, fulfilled  the  duties  with  which  they 
were  intrusted ;  and  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if,  in  a  moment  of  excite- 
ment, the  House  and  the  country  were 
to  believe  that  the  present  police  orga- 
nization was  entirely  in  fault,  and  ought 
to  be  condemned.  He  believed  that  if, 
on  account  of  the  deplorable  incident 
that  had  lately  occurred,  public  confi- 
dence were  shdcen  in  the  force,  and  in- 
justice done  to  any  part  of  that  g^eat 
system  which  maintained  the  security  of 
this  Metropolis,  it  would  be  of  incal- 
culable mischief,  and  greater  harm  than 
good  would  result.  A  great  many  unjust 
things  had  recently  been  said  of  the 
police.  Well,  there  were  Bailway  Com- 
panies, extremely  well  managed,  on 
which  hundreds  of  trains  were  going 
night  and  day  at  express  speed  for 
many  years,  carrying  millions  of  pas- 
sengers in  perfect  security.  Then  a 
terrible  accident  happened — an  accident 
due  to  the  carelessness  of  someone  who 
had  never  been  careless  before,  and  that 
was  very  much  what  had  occurred  with 
regard  to  the  recent  riot.  The  persons 
responsible  for  the  management  of  the 
PoHce  Force  had  had  to  deal  with  similar 
meetings  for  a  sreat  number  of  years, 
and  they  had  always  done  so  success- 
fully, no  event  of  this  character  having 
occurred  before.  Meetings  had  taken 
place  under  every  circumstance  of  diffi- 
culty and  danger,  and  the  organisation 
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of  the  police  had  been  found  adeqvata> 
Nothing  that  he  had  heard  or  which  he 
had  read  in  regard  to  what  occurred  the 
other  day  conveyed  to  his  mind  the 
belief  that  the  organization  was  to 
blame.  It  was  the  result  of  individuil 
carelessness  which  it  was  difficult  to  ex- 

Slain.  The  police  had  very  responsiblfl 
uties  to  perform,  and  if  any  inquiiy 
was  held,  no  doubt  they  would  nave 
many  accusers.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  spoke  in 
severe  terms  of  the  superior  officers  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police.  No  doabt,  dis- 
charged servants  would  bring  accusa- 
tions against  these  officers ;  but  be  oould 
bear  testimony  to  their  high  oharaoter 
and  efficiency.  Sir  Edmund  Hendenoa 
was  a  public  servant  who,  however  un- 
fortunate he  might  have  been  on  tiiis 
occasion — and  it  was  no  part  of  his  (Sir 
William  Harcourt's)  duties  to  pronounce 
judgment  upon  that — ^for  a  great  num- 
ber of  years  by  his  calmness  and  fiim- 
ness,  by  his  tact  and  by  his  judgmeat, 
had  done  his  duty  in  that  g^reat  and  re- 
sponsible office  which  he  filled  for  the 
protection  of  the  people  of  London.  It 
had  been  said,  and  repeated  daring  the 
debate,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
too  liable  to  be  overborne  in  his  duties 
by  permanent  officials.  It  was  easy  lor 
persons  who  knew  nothing  of  the  duties 
of  the  Home  Office  and  of  the  Poliee 
Authorities  to  say  that ;  but  the  notion 
of  the  permanent  officials  in  the  Home 
Office  having  anything  to  do  with  tke 
administration  of  the  police  was  per- 
fectly ridiculous,  and  anyone  who  kad 
ever  gone  up  the  stairs  of  the  Home 
Office  would  know  that  Whatever  r^ 
lations  existed  between  the  Hcnne  Office 
and  the  police  were  really  pereonal  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  State  and  ike 
police.  The  Secretary  of  State 
sponsible  for  the  police  in  this 
and  it  was  the  very  highest 
was  responsible  for  them  just  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  respon- 
sible for  the  Army ;  that  was  to  say,  he 
was  reroonsible  for  appointments  in  tke 
police,  he  was  responsible  for  their  ett- 
ciency,  he  was  responsible  for  tkcsr 
general  policy,  if  he  might  so  ea&  it, 
and  for  givins^  them  instructions  wl»- 
ther  they  should  allow  a  meeting  to  take 
place  or  not,  and  whether  they  skovlA 
go  in  this  direction  or  in  that.  He  wi 
also  responsible  for  |4aoing  at  tke  (^* 
posal  of  the  police  an  adequate  bmm 
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any  circumstanoes  that  might  arise ;  and 
he  was  responsible  for  the  police  of  the 
Metropolis  to  the  House  of  Oommons. 
But  when  it  was  contended  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  responsible  for 
the  details  of  the  executive  action  of  the 
police,  a  more  dangerous  or  more  mis- 
ohieyous  doctrine  it  was  impossible  to 
propound.  In  so  interfering  he  would 
be  doing  nothing  but  harm,  and  he 
would  be  doing  that  for  which  he  was 
totally  unfit.  What  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  to  do  was  to  see  that  there 
were  proper  men  in  the  police,  to  call 
their  attention  to  the  principal  duties 
they  had  to  perform,  and  to  place  a  suffi- 
cient force  at  their  disposal ;  but  if  there 
were  any  attempt  on  his  part  to  conduct 
their  policy  so  as  to  say  that  constables 
should  be  in  this  or  that  street,  whether 
in  individual  cases  or  on  occasions  of 
this  character,  he  would  be  doing  exactly 
what  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  do  if  he  were  to  telegraph  to  a 
General  in  the  middle  of  an  action  to 
alter  the  disposition  of  his  forces.  An- 
other subject  had  been  referred  to  by 
the  noble  liord  opposite  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy),  and  he  hoped  he  did  not  mean 
by  that  reference  that  it  was  inexpedient 
to  allow  these  public  meetings.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  no  greater  mistake  could 
be  made  than  to  prevent  these  meetings. 
They  were  placed  in  London  in  the  midst 
of  a  population  of  4,000,000.  In  other 
towns  in  the  country  meetings  could  be 
held  outside  the  town  ;  but  did  they 
think  it  was  possible  to  say  to  4,000,000 
of  Englishmen — "You  shall  have  no 
opportunity  for  holding  public  meet- 
ings?" What  they  must  do  was  to 
regulate  these  public  meetings;  and, 
according  to  his  experience,  nothing  was 
easier  than  to  regulate  public  meetings 
in  London.  In  these  great  crowds  they 
might  depend  upon  it  that  nine  out  of 
every  ten  persons  were  on  the  side  of 
order,  and  would  assist  the  police  in 
maintaining  it.  The  tenth  person  might 
be  a  rough  or  a  plunderer ;  but  if  the 
police  were  present  nine  out  of  every  ten 
persons  in  the  crowd  would  aid  them ; 
and  he  was  perfectly  certain  that  on  the 
very  occasion  of  these  riots  a  very  small 
body  of  police  could  have  stopped  the 
whole  mischief  at  any  point.  That  was 
one  of  the  reasons  why  he  had  never 
concurred  in  the  doctrine  which  he  knew 
was  held  by  some  that  the  police  ought 
not  to  be  ''  shown."    He  thought  t^at 
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was  an  entire  mistake.  If  it  should  be 
necessary  to  have  the  military  in  readi* 
ness,  they  should  not  be  **  shown ;"  but 
the  police  were  a  civil  force.  They 
came  from  the  people,  they  belonged  to 
the  people,  and  were  a  civil  force  en- 
rolled for  the  purpose  of  aiding  the 
people  in  keeping  order;  and  he  had 
always  said — Let  the  police  be  seen,  let 
the  people  know  that  the  police  are 
there.  The  presence  of  the  police  on 
the  spot  prevented  the  very  commence- 
ment of  disorder,  and  the  more  they 
were  shown  on  these  occasions  the  better, 
in  his  opinion,  was  it  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  peace.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Strand  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  observed  on  the 
information  not  having  been  sent  im- 
mediately to  the  Home  Office.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  certainly  thought 
that  was  a  great  mistake.  But  let  it  be 
understood  why  it  was  a  mistake.  The 
Secretary  of  State  ought,  no  doubt,  to 
be  informed  of  everything  that  affected 
the  peace  of  London  at  once.  But  it 
had  been  said  that  he  ought  to  have  di- 
rected the  operations  of  the  police.  That 
was,  he  thought,  a  great  mistake,  as  it 
was  no  part  of  his  duty.  If  the  police 
were  overpowered,  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  have  power  to  appeal  to  military 
force ;  but,  generally  speaking,  in  his 
opinion,  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  take  care  that  an  adequate  force 
was  provided,  that  the  head  of  the  police 
was  informed  as  to  the  policy  he  ought 
to  pursue  and  the  duty  he  ouffht  to  per- 
form, and  to  advise  as  to  the  legal  posi- 
tion and  action ;  but  after  that  to  leave 
the  executive  action  and  the  conduct  of 
his  policy  on  any  particular  occasion  to 
the  responsible  officers  of  the  police. 
Half-a-dozen  mounted  policemen  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  quell  the  whole 
disturbance.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  telegraphic  communication;  but 
where  they  were  dealing  with  matters  of 
this  kind  a  few  men  on  horseback  were 
more  valuable  even  than  telegraphic 
communication.  Such  occurrences  as 
those  on  February  8  were  simply  acci- 
dents arising  out  of  a  piece  of  careless- 
ness ;  but  they  did  not  affect  the  general 
reputation  and  organization  of  the  police, 
and  it  would  be  very  dangerous  and  mis- 
chievous to  attack  the  general  organiza- 
tion of  the  police  on  the  ground  of 
accidents  of  tlus  character.  These  fears 
as  to  the  existing  organization  of  the 
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know  that  it  is  now  so  heavily  BufFering, 
I  feel  certain  it  would  command  the 
sympathy  of  the  House  and  the  GoTom- 
ment.  But  the  question  is,  whether  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John 
Swinburne)  is  really  calculated  to  re- 
lieye  that  distress  ?  It  is  quite  true 
that  soon  after  the  repeal  of  the  Cora 
Laws  Sir  Eobert  Feel  proposed  and  car- 
ried, first  of  all,  one  grant  of  £2,000,000, 
and  then  another  of  £2,000,000  more, 
which  I  believe  were  very  usefully  em- 
ployed in  effecting  improvements  on  land ; 
but  we  know  at  that  time  the  land  of  Eng- 
land was  comparatively  undeveloped ;  it 
was  in  a  condition  of  hope  and  expecta- 
tion ;  and  there  was  a  general  con6aence, 
and  I  think,  also,  a  disposition  to  invest 
money  in  the  improvement  of  land.  I 
am  afraid  that  that  sentiment  hardly 
exists  now.  What  were  the  terms  on 
which  money  was  advanced  at  that  time  ? 
The  advances  were  repayable  by  Annui- 
ties at  £6  10«.  per  cent.  I  cannot  help 
asking  myself  whether  the  landed  pro- 
prietors of  Qreat  Britain  would  be  dis- 
posed to  borrow  money  at  £6  10«.  per 
cent  in  order  to  invest  it  in  improve- 
ments in  land  ?  I  am  afraid  they  would 
not  do  so  at  the  present  time.  I  do  not 
think  they  would  see  their  way,  on  such 
terms,  to  any  improvements  on  which 
they  are  now  likely  to  receive  a  return. 
FMr.  McCuLLocu :  Capital  and  interest.] 
J^o  doubt  it  was  capital  and  interest^ 
There  was  a  Sinking  Fund.  That  is 
what  was  meant  by  Terminable  Annui- 
ties. But  that  was  what  the  landowners 
would  have  to  pay  for  22  years.  I  ask 
whether  it  is  likely,  if  a  measure  of  that 
kind  were  proposed,  the  Government 
would  have  any  demand  for  investments 
of  that  sort.  My  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  (Sir  John  Swinburne)  has  held  out 
a  tempting  picture  of  a  number  of 
things  that  would  be  done--of  cottages 
that  would  be  built,  and  the  many  other 
improvements  that  would  be  carried  out 
under  his  proposal.  But  I  suppose  (hat 
few  persons  can  build  a  house  that  is 
suitable  for  a  man  and  his  family  for 
much  less  than  £200.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: Yes.]  Then  my  hon.  Friend's  ex- 
perience is  better  than  my  own.  I  doubt 
whether  a  cottage  can  be  built  for  a  la- 
bouring man  and  his  family  for  much 
less  than  that.  And  the  interest  at 
£6  10#.  on  £200  is  £13  ayear.  If, 
therefore,  you  only  charge  the  interest 
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for  the  cottage  it  is  certainly  a  high 
rent.  If  you  could,  your  eiperience 
must  have  been  particularly  fortunate. 
£5  a-vear  is  much  nearer  the  rent  that 
would  be  charged,  and  that  would  in- 
volve a  loss  of  £8  a-year  on  every  cot- 
tage for  22  years.  It  is  not,  therefore, 
a  transaction  that  can  be  engaged  in,  to 
any  large  extent,  without  seriously 
diminishing  the  landlord's  income ;  and 
I  doubt,  therefore,  whether  there  would 
be  any  large  demand  for  advances  at 
£6  10«.  per  cent.  Indeed,  I  doubt  very 
much,  from  what  I  know  of  the  present 
condition  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
whether  there  would  be  any  real  demand 
for  money  on  such  terms  for  purposes  of 
this  character.  I  quite  admit,  however, 
that  if  advances  were  made  without 
disadvantage  to  the  country  or  to  the 
Exchequer  it  would  be  faithfollT  re- 
paid ;  and  I  believe  that  of  the  loans 
made  in  1846  and  1850  there  is  only  a 
sum  of  £17,000  still  outsUnding.  That 
is  not  absolutely  arrears ;  bat  it  is  money 
still  due,  and  will  be  repaid.  There  has 
been  no  loss ;  but  when  one  is  asked  to 
embark  in  a  large  loan  of  this  descrip- 
tion, one  asks  one's  self  what  profit  will 
accrue  to  the  borrowers  at  suoh  a  rate 
of  interest ;  and  I  confess  I  did  not  think 
that  there  would  be  any  great  domand 
for  money  for  these  purposes.  There  is 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  State  can 
supply  money  for  all  purposes  for  the 
advantage  of  various  sections  of  the 
conununity.  Be  it  remembered  that  it 
is  not  to  be  taken  from  the  local  rates, 
but  from  the  Consolidated  Fund.  People 
do  not  seem  to  know  where  the  money 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  comes  from, 
but  seem  to  have  a  belief  that  it  comes 
from  the  pocket  of  (he  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  personally  and  his  Col- 
leagues, and  that  the  Treasury  have  a 
well  from  which  money  can  always  be 
drawn.  Persons  who  are  continually 
asking  for  grants  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund  do  not  realize  the  fact  that  it  comes 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people.  If 
hon.  Members  realized  that  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  is  made  up  from  the 
taxes  of  the  people  whom  they  repre- 
sent— if  that  were  more  frequently 
realized,  I  do  not  think  they  would 
show  such  a  constant  desire  lo  draw 
upon  it.  I  do  not  say  that  to  advance 
the  money  for  the  porpose  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  in  view  would  ba  a  loaa 
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to  ocoor.  They  had  as  yet  received  no 
information  from  him  upon  the  point. 

Sm  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  lie 
wished  to  say,  at  the  outset,  how  satisfied 
he  was  at  the  assertion  made  by  the 
Home  Secretary  as  to  the  general  efE- 
oiency  and  excellent  character  both  of 
the  men  and  officers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Force.  He  was  glad  to  observe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  use  of 
the  words  *'  mental  and  physical,"  and 
he  would  like  to  add  also  the  word 
<<  moral ''  in  relation  to  the  character  of 
the  force.  He  also  desired  to  bear  his 
testimony  during  sis  years  of  Office  to 
that  efficiency,  and  he  was  pleased  to 
say  that  when  he  returned  to  Office  last 
year  he  found  both  officers  and  men  in 
as  good  a  condition  as  he  had  left  them. 
He  was  bound  also  to  add  his  testimony 
a3  to  the  conduct  of  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson, who  had  paid  so  much  attention, 
not  simply  to  the  organization  of  the 
police,  but  to  the  individual  comforts 
and  moral  training  of  every  member  of 
the  force.  He'  knew  the  past  services 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  had  rendered, 
and  the  excellent  work  he  had  done  in 
the  settlement  of  the  boundary  line  of 
Canada,  in  carrying  out  the  Ashburton 
Treaty,  and  in  other  directions.  After- 
wards, when  brought  to  this  country  and 
appointed,  on  the  death  of  Sir  Joshua 
Jebb,  to  the  head  of  the  Police  Depart* 
ment,  he  administered  for  many  years 
the  duties  of  his  Office  to  the  satisfaction 
of  those  who  were  over  him.  As  head 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  for  a 
period  of  18  years,  he  had  done  more  to 
promote  the  efficiency  of  the  force,  and 
for  the  happiness  and  moral  training  of 
each  individual  member  of  it,  than  any- 
one occupying  a  similar  position  had 
done  before.  Therefore,  he  was  very 
glad  to  hope,  although  this  unfortunate 
circumstance  had  occurred,  that  the 
present  Home  Secretary  fully  recognized 
those  services,  and  that  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  would,  as  he  hoped,  profit 
eventually  by  the  way  in  which  he  would 
be  treated  by  the  Home  Office.  The 
disaster  which  they  all  deplored  was  not, 
in  his  opinion,  due  to  any  great  want  of 
organization  in  the  force.  He  had  read 
the  Report  over  with  the  evidence,  and 
if  he  had  anything  to  say  about  the 
B  port  it  would  be  this — that  it  was 
M  Dolated  to  raise,  and  have  the  e£fect 

'ttisin^,  more  distrust  on  the  part  of 
tmbUo  as  to  the  working  of  the  force 


than  was  warranted  by  what  took  place. 
He  believed  that  the  disasters  of  a  fort- 
night since  were  not  due  to  a  want  of 
organization  on  the  part  of  the  police, 
but  to  the  fact  that  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner evidently  underrated  the  gravity 
of  the  situation.  So  many  meetings  had 
passed  off  quietly  that  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  did  not  take  into  considera- 
tion clearly  the  very  peculiar  character 
of  the  meeting,  or  rather  of  the  two 
meetings;  and  seeing  that  there  was 
danger  of  a  collision  the  police  ought  to 
have  been  warned  of  the  intensity  of  the 
danger.  When  he  (Sir  R.  Aisheton 
Cross)  was  at  the  Home  Office,  he  always 
sought  to  impress  upon  the  police  the 
uncertainty  of  the  elements  comprising 
a  large  crowd.  His  own  experience  was 
that  what  they  had  to  fear  was  not  from 
those  who  came  to  hear  discussion,  but 
from  those  who  did  not  come  to  hear, 
who  mixed  in  the  crowd  and  who  might 
start  it  into  another  channel  altogether. 
He  thought  that  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son ought  to  have  taken  greater  pre- 
cautions. He  had  been  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Lockwood) 
what  part  he  had  taken  in  this  matter. 
He  left  the  Home  Office  on  the  Friday 
afternoon,  and  he  saw  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  and  asked  him  about  this 
meeting.  He  told  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson that  it  was  one  which  required 
his  very  careful  consideration.  He 
reminded  him  of  the  necessity  of  having 
a  very  large  force,  and  he  reminded  him 
of  bis  own  words  used  on  a  previous 
occasion — **It  is  not  the  meeting,  but 
what  may  come  out  of  it."  He  said, 
further,  to  him,  using  this  exact  expres- 
sion—''Now,  mind,  these  things,  to  use 
your  own  words,  grow  up  exactly  like  a 
mushroom;  they  grow  up  so  quickly 
that  you  have  not  time  to  change  your 
plans  at  the  moment — that  you  should 
prepare  for  them  at  the  start."  That 
was  the  warning  which  he  had  given  to 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  on  the  Friday. 
He  certainly  thought  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson ought  to  have  had  better  infor- 
mation as  to  the  class  of  people  who 
were  coming  up,  and  he  regretted  that 
he  did  not  take  the  opportunity  of  gain- 
ing further  information  about  what  was 
likely  to  take  place.  Of  course,  if 
further  information  had  been  gained, 
proper  precautions  might  have  been 
taken  against  this  new  danger.  He 
hoped  he  had  now   satisfied  the  hon, 

3  A  2 


1443 


Metropolu — Th$ 


{COMMONS}    Mdrop^UUm  PpUee  JFbm.    1444 


police  were  produced  by  sensatioiial  ac- 
oounts  of  the  occurrences  themselyes, 
and  by  erroneous  deductions,  both  with 
reference  to  the  mob  dealt  with,  and 
with  reference  to  the  Police  Force  which 
had  to  encounter  them.  He  thought 
they  ought  to  bring  common  sense  to 
bear  on  this  matter,  and  not  to  allow  a 
spirit  of  panic  to  inspire  them.  The 
events  of  February  8  occurred  like  a 
railway  accident,  and  just  in  the  same 
way  was  much  less  likely  to  occur  in  the 
future.  It  was  equally  certain  they  had 
been  the  result  not  of  a  comedy  of  errors, 
but  of  a  tragedy  of  errors,  any  one  of 
which,  if  it  could  have  been  foreseen  and 
prevented,  would  liave  entirely  stopped 
the  subsequent  proceedings.  It  was  a 
lesson  of  vigilance  to  everybody  con- 
cerned, from  the  Home  Office  down  to 
the  lowest  officer  in  the  Police  Force ; 
but  he  was  perfectly  certain  that  to  ex- 
aggerate the  matter,  or  to  approach  it  in 
any  sensational  spirit,  was  greatly  to  be 
deprecated.  If  the  present  system  had 
not  been  a  good  one,  how  could  the  Me- 
tropolis have  gone  on  for  20  years  with- 
out the  occurrence  of  an  accident  of  this 
kind  ?  Therefore  he  entreated  the  House 
of  Commons  not  to  be  led  away  because 
of  these  events.  He  did  not  disparage 
their  gravity  or  their  magnitude ;  but, 
for  Heaven's  sake,  let  them  look  at  the 
matter  in  a  calm  and  quiet  manner, 
and  bring  to  bear  in  its  discussion 
a  spirit  of  cool  common  sense ;  and 
he  hoped  it  would  be  recognized  that 
far  greater  mischief  would  be  done 
than  any  which  had  yet  been  apparent, 
if  there  was  any  attempt  to  revolutionize 
altogether  what  for  so  many  years  had 
worked  with  such  advantage  to  the 
people  of  the  Metropolis. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
18  years  ago,  as  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  he  was 
directed  to  make  an  inquiry  into  the 
organization  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force;  and  it  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  in  that  Report,  drawn  up  by  Sir 
Henry  Thring  and  himself,  they  put 
their  fingers  on  all  the  weak  points 
which  had  been  exposed  on  the  occa- 
"^j^l^J^^stioD.     The  first  of  these  was 

the  excesSv^<g^*^'^*^ff?'*^^°»  ^°^  the  want 
of  superior  relliS^^^^^®  officers.  They 
pointed  out  thaSj-^y  ^^^  ^  disaster 
might  occur,  throi**^  the  want  of  imme- 
diate orders,  whicf  ^^^[^  only,  under 
the  present  regulatr''^^  "®  issued  from 

Sir  JFiUiam  sk^^^^ 


Scotland  Yard.  Thej  also  said  ^ 
force  was  far  too  large  to  be  treated  u 
if  it  were  a  single  battalion,  and  reooa- 
mended  that  London  should  be  divided 
into  four,  five,  or  six  districts,  and  tSki: 
each  district  should  have  a  Superinten- 
dent or  Oommissioner,  with  powers  simi- 
lar to  those  of  the  Chief  Constable  of  a 
county.  Lord  Aberdare,  in  *' another 
place,"  had  stated  that  he  carried  out 
that  suggestion,  by  appointing  four  or 
five  District  Superintendents  to  mant|r? 
different  parts  of  the  Metropolis.  He 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  belie ved,  bow- 
ever,  that  the  system  was  never  propolj 
carried  out,  and  that  Scotland  Tard  re- 
tained too  much  of  detail  in  its  handi 
and  never  allowed  these  officers  soffideat 
discretion.  He  regretted  very  much  that 
of  late  years  a  distinctly  retrograde  step 
had  been  taken.  Whether  the  ri^ht  h<A. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  was  responsible  for  it  or  not  he 
did  not  know ;  but  two  or  three  of 
these  District  Superintendents  had  been 
discontinued.  There  had  been  two  in- 
quiries since. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT :  T^ 
most  recent  Committee  disapprored  of 
these  District  Superintendents. 

Sib  JAMES    FERGUSSON:    Vety 
well ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  very  oarioos 
that  the  present  Home  Secretary  said 
he  was  going  to  carry  out  the  sugges- 
tions of  the  Committee,  who  had  re- 
commended  that    system  at  the  rery 
outset   of    their    proposals.      He    (8^ 
James  Fergusson)  would   put  it  whe- 
ther it  was  right  or  wise  that  thM« 
should  be  no  discretion  outside  Sootland 
Yard  to  deal  with  emergencies?    The 
remedy  for  such  fiascos   was    to  take 
away  the  present  excessive  oentralizatioa 
in   Scotland   Yard ;    and  he   implored 
the  Home  Secretary  not  to  give  way  on 
that  point. 

Mb.  LOGKWOOD  said,  he  looked 
upon  the  attacks  which  had  been  made 
upon  the  present  Home  Seoretaiy  as 
perfectly  unjustifiable.  If  it  was  sug- 
gested in  any  way  that  that  right  hoiu 
Gentleman  was  to  blame  for  what  had 
happened,  they  ought  to  hear  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Secretuy 
to  the  Home  Department  what  informa- 
tion he  had  at  the  Home  Office  during 
his  tenure  of  Office,  and  what  steps  he 
took  before  he  left  that  important  post 
to  inform  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
was  to  succeed  him  as  to  what  was  likely 
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to  oooor.    They  had  as  yet  received  no 
information  from  him  upon  the  point. 

8iB  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  lie 
wished  to  say,  at  the  outset,  how  satisfied 
he  was  at  the  assertion  made  by  the 
Home  Secretary  as  to  the  general  efE- 
oiency  and  excellent  character  both  of 
the  men  and  officers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Force.  He  was  glad  to  observe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  use  of 
the  words  ''  mental  and  physical,"  and 
he  would  like  to  add  also  the  word 
**  moral "  in  relation  to  the  character  of 
the  force.  He  also  desired  to  bear  his 
testimony  during  sis  years  of  Office  to 
that  efficiency,  and  he  was  pleased  to 
say  that  when  he  returned  to  Office  last 
year  he  found  both  officers  and  men  in 
as  good  a  condition  as  he  had  left  them. 
He  was  bound  also  to  add  his  testimony 
as  to  the  conduct  of  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson, who  had  paid  so  much  attention, 
not  simply  to  the  organization  of  the 
police,  but  to  the  individual  comforts 
and  moral  training  of  every  member  of 
the  force.  He'  knew  the  past  services 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  had  rendered, 
and  the  excellent  work  he  had  done  in 
the  settlement  of  the  boundary  line  of 
Canada,  in  carrying  out  the  Ashburton 
Treaty,  and  in  other  directions.  After- 
wards, when  brought  to  this  country  and 
appointed,  on  the  death  of  Sir  Joshua 
Jebb,  to  the  head  of  the  Police  Depart* 
ment,  he  administered  for  many  years 
the  duties  of  his  Office  to  the  satisfaction 
of  those  who  were  over  him.  As  head 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  for  a 
period  of  18  years,  he  had  done  more  to 
promote  the  efficiency  of  the  force,  and 
for  the  happiness  and  moral  training  of 
each  individual  member  of  it,  than  any- 
one occupying  a  similar  position  had 
done  before.  Therefore,  he  was  very 
glad  to  hope,  although  this  unfortunate 
circumstance  had  occurred,  that  the 
present  Home  Secretary  fully  recognized 
those  services,  and  that  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  would,  as  he  hoped,  profit 
eventually  by  the  way  in  which  he  would 
be  treated  by  the  Home  Office.  The 
disaster  which  they  all  deplored  was  not, 
in  his  opinion,  due  to  any  great  want  of 
organization  in  the  force.  He  had  read 
the  Report  over  with  the  evidence,  and 
if  he  had  anything  to  say  about  the 
Report  it  would  be  this — that  it  was 
calculated  to  raise,  and  have  the  e£fect 
of  raising,  more  distrust  on  the  part  of 
the  pubUo  as  to  the  working  of  the  force 


than  was  warranted  by  what  took  place. 
He  believed  that  the  disasters  of  a  fort- 
night since  were  not  due  to  a  want  of 
organization  on  the  part  of  the  police, 
but  to  the  fact  that  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner evidently  underrated  the  gravity 
of  the  situation.  So  many  meetings  had 
passed  off  quietly  that  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  did  not  take  into  considera- 
tion clearly  the  very  peculiar  character 
of  the  meeting,  or  rather  of  the  two 
meetings;  and  seeing  that  there  was 
danger  of  a  collision  the  police  ought  to 
have  been  warned  of  the  intensity  of  the 
danger.  When  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  was  at  the  Home  Office,  he  always 
sought  to  impress  upon  the  police  the 
uncertainty  of  the  elements  comprising 
a  large  crowd.  His  own  experience  was 
that  what  they  had  to  fear  was  not  from 
those  who  came  to  hear  discussion,  but 
from  those  who  did  not  come  to  hear, 
who  mixed  in  the  crowd  and  who  might 
start  it  into  another  channel  altogether. 
He  thought  that  Sir  Edmund  Hender- 
son ought  to  have  taken  greater  pre- 
cautions. He  had  been  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Lockwood) 
what  part  he  had  taken  in  this  matter. 
He  left  the  Home  Office  on  the  Friday 
afternoon,  and  he  saw  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  and  asked  him  about  this 
meeting.  He  told  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson that  it  was  one  which  required 
his  very  careful  consideration.  He 
reminded  him  of  the  necessity  of  having 
a  very  large  force,  and  he  reminded  him 
of  bis  own  words  used  on  a  previous 
occasion — ^'It  is  not  the  meeting,  but 
what  may  come  out  of  it.''  He  said, 
further,  to  him,  using  this  exact  expres- 
sion—^'  Now,  mind,  these  things,  to  use 
your  own  words,  grow  up  exactly  like  a 
mushroom ;  they  grow  up  so  quickly 
that  you  have  not  time  to  change  your 
plans  at  the  moment— that  you  should 
prepare  for  them  at  the  start.''  That 
was  the  weurning  which  he  had  given  to 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  on  the  Friday. 
He  certainly  thought  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson ought  to  have  had  better  infor- 
mation as  to  the  class  of  people  who 
were  coming  up,  and  he  regretted  that 
he  did  not  take  the  opportunity  of  gain- 
ing further  information  about  what  was 
likely  to  take  place.  Of  course,  if 
further  information  had  been  gained, 
proper  precautions  might  have  been 
taken  against  this  new  danger.  He 
hoped  he  had  now   satisfied  the  hon, 
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Member.  What  was  the  responsibility 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  ?  There  was 
no  doubt  he  was  responsible  for  the 
peace  of  the  Metropolis,  for  maintaining 
the  force  in  a  high  state  of  organization, 
so  that  it  might  be  capable  of  dealing 
at  any  moment  with  any  sadden  emer- 
gency that  might  arise ;  but  he  could  no 
more  take  the  actual  direction  of  the 
police  than  the  Secretary  for  War  could 
take  charge  of  the  Army,  or  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  charge  of  the 
Navy ;  but  his  duty  was  to  discuss  with 
the  Chief  of  the  Police  all  the  dangers 
which  were  likely  to  arise.  Of  course, 
the  communications  between  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  the  Chief  Commissioner 
would  depend  upon  the  character  of  the 
matter  that  had  to  be  dealt  with ;  but 
during  his  tenure  of  Office  he  always 
felt  a  deep  feeling  of  responsibility  on 
the  subiect  of  maintaining  the  public 
peace.  Now  the  possibility  of  the  mob 
going  West  was  just  one  of  the  things 
which  might  have  arisen  in  a  discussion 
with  the  Home  Secretary  ;  and  although 
it  appeared  not  to  have  presented  itself 
to  the  mind  of  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
it  seemed  almost  impossible  to  think  it 
had  not  done  so.  It  was  also  a  great 
mistake  in  the  first  instance  not  to  show 
the  police.  It  was  proper  not  to  show 
the  military  until  they  were  required ; 
biit  the  police,  being  a  civil  force,  ought 
to  be  shown.  Then  a  great  number  of 
police  should  have  been  kept  in  reserve. 
In  all  serious  cases  he  had  felt  deeply 
the  responsibility  for  the  peace  and 
safety  of  the  town,  and  he  never  was 
easy  until  he  knew  that  the  meeting  was 
over  and  that  the  crowd  had  dispersed. 
There  were  several  occasions  which  he 
could  recall.  There  was  one  in  1875, 
when  he  had  reports  every  half-hour 
during  the  time  disturbemces  were  going 
on.  There  was  the  case  which  arose 
out  of  the  Tichbome  trial,  when  De 
Morgan  came  down  to  present  a  Petition 
to  the  House,  and  he  had  to  stop  him. 
During  all  that  time,  he  had  constant 
messages  backwards  and  forwards  by 
constables  and  by  his  private  secretaries 
to  the  Home  Office,  and  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  was  the  case  only  the 
other  day  of  threatened  disturbances  in 
the  East  End,  and  he  had  reports  during 
the  whole  of  that  meeting.  That  prac- 
tice, besides  being  a  precautionary  one, 
made  the  police  feel  that  the  eye  of  the 
Home  Secretary  was  upon  them.    The 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said:— 
**  What  would  you  do  if  the  riots  were 
going  on  ?  "  But  there  was  a  point  on 
this  day  when  a  word  from  the  Home 
Secretary  to  Scotland  Yard  might  have 
secured  reinforcements  and  stopped  the 
whole  thing.  He  hoped,  howeyer,  that 
the  House  would  not  run  away  with  the 
idea  that  the  police  wanted  thorough 
re-organization.  No  doubt,  they,  like 
almost  all  other  things,  were  capable  of 
some  improvement ;  but  if,  in  trying  to 
effect  it,  they  upset  the  whole  system 
they  would  run  a  great  danger.  They 
had  had  great  meetings,  dangerous 
meetings,  during  the  18  years,  and  the 
whole  of  them  had  passed  away  without 
the  smallest  censure;  and,  indeed,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  the  police  had 
received  the  thanks  of  that  House  on 
account  of  their  behaviour  with  r^;ard 
to  them. 

•  Lord  EDWARD  CAVENDISH:  I 
should  not  have  risen  to  say  a  single 
word  on  this  occasion  if  it  had  not  been 
for  one  or  two  observations  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken,  which  observations  I  con* 
sider  to  be  of  an  img^nerous  character, 
and  unfair  and  unjust  towards  the  pre- 
sent Home  Secretary. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  ADow 
me  to  explain.  I  think  that  the  noble 
Lord  is  labouring  under  a  mistake.  I 
never  intended  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind ;  and  I  thought  that  I  had  carefully 
refrained  from  doing  so. 

Lord  EDWARD  CAVENDISH :  It 
certainly  appeared  to  me  that  in  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  suggested  or  insinuated 
that  these  disturbances  were  all  due  to 
some  want  of  care  on  the  part  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  :  Perhaps  my  noble  Friend 
will  allow  me  to  interrupt  him.  I  did 
not  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  have  done  that. 

Lord  EDWARD  CAVENDISH: 
Then  I  beg  to  apologize  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  having  misunder* 
stood  in  any  way  what  he  stated.  It  ap- 
peared to  me  that  in  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to 
making  inquiry  during  the  course  of  the 
disturbances  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  thrown  out  some  insinuation  to  that 
effect  against  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
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CJhilders),  and  had  implied,  that  if  pro- 
per precautions  had  been  taken  the  dis- 
turbances might  have  been  avoided.  I 
can  only  say  that,  holding  the  position 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  did  of  Home 
Secretary  on  that  occasion,  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  for  him  to  have  ta^en 
steps  to  avoid  these  occurrences,  and  any 
interference  on  his  part  would  have  been 
perfectly  unjustifiable,  having  already 
an  assurance  that  everything  that  was 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  order 
would  be  done  ;  and  he  would  have  been 
to  blame  if,  under  such  circumstances) 
he  had  given  any  counter-instructions. 
I  may  say,  for  myself,  having  sat  on  the 
Committee,  and  having  signed  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee,  that  I  signed  it 
with  a  feeling  of  regret  and  ver}'  great 
reluctance,  for  this  reason — I  cannot  for- 
get that  this  is  ihe  first  occasion,  during 
many  years,  that  any  charge  has  been 
made  against  Sir  Edmund  Henderson, 
and  the  firet  occasion  since  the  police 
have  been  under  his  control  that  the 
peace  and  public  order  of  the  Metropolis 
have  been  disturbed.  The  police,  on 
other  occasions,  have  discharged  their 
duties  in  a  manner  which  reflects  the 
greatest  credit  on  themselves ;  and  dur- 
ing the  time  the  police  have  been  under 
the  charge  of  Sir  Edmund  Henderson 
they  have  performed  their  arduous  and 
difficult  duties  in  a  most  satisfactory 
manner.  It  was,  therefore,  with  very 
great  regret  that  any  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee felt  himself  called  upon  to  sign  a 
Heport  which  might  be  said  to  reflect 
upon  the  manner  in  which  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  has  performed  the  important 
duties  reposed  m  him.  I  will  only  say 
that  if  in  anyway  I  have  misrepresented 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  I  regret  that  I  have  done  so; 
but  I  did  feel  that  under  the  circum- 
stances in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  present  Home  Secretary  came  into 
Office  it  would  have  been  unjust,  un- 
fair, and  ungenerous,  if  any  blame  were 
attributed  to  him  for  what  occurred.  It 
certainly  has  been  attributed  to  him — I 
will  not  say  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  by  other  hon.  Members — that 
the  disturbances  were  due  in  conse- 
quence of  my  right  hon.  Friend  not  hav- 
ing taken  greater  precautions,  and  from 
his  not  having  had  more  frequent  com- 
munication with  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Police.  After  having  very  care- 
fully listened  to  all  the  evidence  which 


was  brought  before  the  Committee,  I  feel 
that  in  no  sort  of  way  whatever  does  any 
blame  attach  to  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  '^  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

LOANS  TO  LANDOWNERS. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBUENE:  There 
is  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  in  my  name — 

<*That  it  is  desirable  that  more  oxtondod 
facilities  should  be  given  by  legislation  to 
owners  of  land  to  improve  their  estates  by 
means  of  moneys  borrowed  on  Terminable 
Annuities  from  the  State." 

My  object  in  placing  this  Motion  upon 
the  Paper  was  to  call  attention  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  landed  pro- 
prietors of  this  country.  In  1846  an 
Act  of  Parliament  was  brought  in  by  Sir 
Eobert  Peel,  which  allowed  £2,000,000 
to  be  lent  to  the  landowners  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  land  by  means  of 
drainage.  In  the  year  1850  there  was 
a  further  grant  of  £2,000,000  under 
similar  conditions  to  the  landowners  of 
Great  Britain,  and  similar  advances  were 
made  to  the  landowners  of  Ireland  at  the 
same  periods.  Leaving  Ireland  out  of 
the  question  for  the  present,  the  total 
amount  of  the  advance  sanctioned  by 
Parliament  for  such  purposes  was 
£4,000,000;  and  that  sum  was  ad- 
vanced to  the  landed  proprietors  of 
Scotland  and  England  towards  en- 
abling them  to  effect  improvements  in 
their  land  by  draining  and  building 
suitable  labourers'  houses  at  6^  per 
cent  upon  Terminable  Annuities  of  22 
years.  This  amount  of  £4,000,000  was 
exhausted  about  the  year  1870  or  1871. 
Now,  Sir,  not  one  sixpence  of  this 
money  so  advanced  by  the  State  has 
been  lost.  I  have  been  informed  by 
the  best  authority  that  only  in  two 
instances  there  were  arrears,  which 
were  in  consequence  of  accidental  errors 
having  been  made  in  the  accounts ;  but 
on  each  of  those  occasions,  immediately 
the  matter  was  brought  before  the 
landed  proprietor  who  was  in  arrear, 
the  amount  in  question  was  immediately 
sent  to  the  Office  of  the  Indosure  Com- 
missioners. What  I  want  now  is  to 
place  for  a  moment  the  condition  of  the 
landed  proprietors  of  this  country  before 
the  House.  On  all  sides  there  has  been 
an  outcry  for  further  efforts  on  the  part 
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of  the  landowners  for  the  improyements 
of  their  land.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  proposes 
to  make  it  a  misdemeanour  for  land- 
owners not  to  cultivate  their  land. 
I  certainly  think  that  it  is  a  most  de- 
sirable thing  that  they  should  be  placed 
in  a  position  to  cultivate  their  land. 
But  what  is  the  present  position  of 
landed  proprietors  ?  There  are  the  same 
mortgages  upon  it  as  there  were  when 
the  owners  succeeded  to  the  property. 
The  tithes  on  the  land  are  also  the  same; 
and  although  we  hear  of  reductions  of 
rent,  we  have  never  heard  of  one  single 
instance  in  which  tithes  have  been  re- 
duced by  10  or  any  other  percentage; 
on  the  contrary,  they  remain  the  same 
as  they  were  upon  their  accession  to  the 
property.  In  addition,  there  are  charges 
upon  entailed  property  for  younger  chil- 
dren ;  and  last,  although  by  no  means 
least,  there  is  a  charge  for  dowers,  and 
what  remains  longer,  as  a  rule,  than  any 
other  charge  upon  the  estate,  is  the 
charge  for  dowers.  The  rent  of  landed 
property  has  declined  from  10  to  25  per 
cent.  I  am  speaking  of  Qreat  Britain 
only.  I  have  no  wish  to  exaggerate, 
but  I  believe  that  upon  some  pro- 
perties the  rent  has  declined  40  per 
cent;  and  many  landowners,  who  are 
not  themselves  responsible  for  the 
charges  placed  upon  their  estates,  are 
called  upon  now  to  improve  their  pro- 
perty, while  the  taxes  on  the  land  have 
been  increased,  and  the  incomes  of  the 
owners  have  fallen.  We  were  told  over 
and  over  again  during  the  late  Election 
that  the  so-called  owners  of  land  did  not 
own  the  fee-simple  of  their  estates,  but 
that  the  fee-simple  is  the  property  of 
the  Commonwealth ;  and  that  the  land- 
lords only  hold  the  property  as  long  as 
they  improve  it,  and  act  up  to  the  old 
spirit  of  the  landed  proprietors  in  the 
feudal  times.  Then,  in  addition,  we 
have  heavy  local  taxes  placed  upon  the 
land,  and  beyond  those  local  taxes  the 
Income  Tax,  which,  although  it  is  col- 
lected in  Ireland  upon  two-thirds  of  the 
rent,  is  collected  in  Great  Britain  upon 
the  full  rent.  Hon.  Members  will  pro- 
bably ask  why  persons  engaged  in  com- 
mercial pursuits  should  not  have  the 
same  advances  made  to  them  by  the 
State  to  enable  them  to  carry  on  their 
businesses  as  I  ask  to-night  for  the 
landed  proprietors  ?  We  have  heard 
over  ana  over  again  that  the  country  is 

Sir  John  Swtnhurne 


in  the  greatest  distress  ;  and  what  ia  ik% 
use  of  the  cheap  loaf  which  Free  Trade 
has  given  us,  and  the  warm  jacket  which 
we  can  purchase  cheaper  than  at  any 
former  period — what  is  the  use  of  these 
advantages,  if  a  labouring  man,  however 
anxious  he  is  to  work,  cannot  find  em- 
ployment, and  has  not  got  a  penny  ia 
his  pocket  ?  We  have  heard  to-night — 
and  X  fully  agree  with  the  principle — 
that  the  only  way  to  meet  the  distress, 
now  only  too  well  known,  which  exists 
in  large  towns  such  as  Ix>ndon,  Man- 
chester, Newcastle,  Sunderland,  Bir- 
mingham, and,  including  Glasgow,  in 
Scotland,  is  to  draw  the  honest  labour- 
ing man  back  to  the  land.  I  do  not 
speak  of  the  men  who  broke  windows 
in  the  West  End  a  few  days  ago, 
because  they  are  men  who  ought  to 
write  themselves  down,  as  similar  people 
did  in  India  when  the  last  Census  was 
taken,  as  professional  thieves;  but  I 
speak  of  the  honest  labouring  men  who 
are  only  too  anxious  to  work,  but 
who  cannot  find  employment.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Wil* 
liam  Haroourt)  will  see  fit  to  adymnce 
another  £2,000,000  in  aid  of  the  im- 
provement of  land,  it  would  immediately 
have  this  effect — it  would  draw  the 
labouring  men  out  of  the  large  towns 
into  the  country.  The  effect  would  be 
spread  over  the  whole  of  Great  Britain, 
and  I  know  of  nothing  more  desirable 
than  that  the  working  men  of  Great 
Britain  should  be  so  dirawn  out  of  the 
large  cities,  and  employed  all  over  the 
country  upon  the  land.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  I  shall  be  met  by  Her  Majestj^s 
Government  with  the  argument  that 
Companies  have  been  started,  and  are  in 
existence,  who  will  lend  money  for  the 
improvement  of  the  land.  But  hon. 
Members  will  remember  that  private 
Companies  would  cease  to  exist  if  they 
did  not  make  a  profit.  And  now,  when 
the  landed  proprietors'  incomes  are  ao 
much  reduced,  it  becomes  impossible 
for  them  to  go  to  Companies  for  ad- 
vances for  improving  their  estates  and 
employing  labourers.  It  is  well  known 
that  the  value  of  land  is  so  much 
depreciated  at  the  present  time  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  land  which  re- 
quires draining  would  not  pay  the  in- 
terest which  any  private  Company  would 
be  obliged  to  charge  in  order  to  sacnre 
a  profit.  What  I  ask  now  is  that  ther« 
should  be  a  further  sum  of  monay  ad- 
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vanoed  by  the  State  for  tlie  purpose  of 
giving   employmenfc    to  the  labouring 
men ;  and  the  only  useful  employment 
which  could  be  spread  over  the  country 
for  our  unemployed  working  men  would 
be  the  construction  of  drainage  works. 
I  believe  that  if  the  money  I  ask  for 
were  advanced  the  country  would  be 
immediately   covered    with    gangs    of 
drainers,    earning    from    18«.   to    25«. 
a- week.    I  hope  that  in  this  matter  I 
may  have  the  sympathy  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  sit  below  the  Gangway, 
because  a  large  proportion  of  the  men 
who  are  usuaUy  employed  in  these  works 
of  drainage  are  Irishmen ;  and  after  an 
experience  of  25  years  in  the  constant 
employment  of  gangs  of  drainers  I  am 
able  to  say  that  there  never  was  a  more 
industrious,  orderly,  sober,  and  perse- 
vering man  than  the  Irish    labourer. 
Then,  again,  what  would  be  the  imme- 
diate effect  of  giving  this  inducement  to 
the  landed   proprietors    to    commence 
works  of  this  nature  ?    It  would  re-act, 
I  believe,  over  the  whole  of  the  country. 
I  would  even  make  an  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ry lands), 
who  I  regret  is  'not  in  his  place,  and 
other  hon.  Members  who  watch  so  very 
closely  every  appeal  that  is  made  to  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  because  I 
believe  they  know  as  well  as  I  do  that 
the  improvement  of  the  land  will  imme- 
diately give  an  impetus  to  the  expenditure 
of  money  in  other  profitable  ways — for 
instance,  more  fenciog  would  be  under- 
taken, and  wire  would  have  to  be  pur- 
chased ;  and  if  additional   employment 
is  given  to  the  labouring  classes,  houses 
will  have  to  be  built  for  their  accommo- 
dation.   Speaking  from  25  years'  ex- 
perience, I  know  that  cottage  property, 
over  and  over  again,  has  been  allowed 
to  fall  into  ruin,  because  the  proprietor 
has  not  been  able  to  see  his  way  to 
put  it  into  that  state  of  repair  which 
the  Local  Government  Board  consider 
necessary  for  the  houses  of  the  poor.    I 
do  not  complain  of  the  decision  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  this  matter  ; 
but  the  practical  result  is  that  the  houses 
are  aUowed  to  fall  into  a  state  of  ruin, 
and  no    new    cottages  are  built.      If 
this  advance  were  made  by  the  State, 
there  would  be  an  immediate  induce- 
ment to  the  landed  proprietors  to  build 
fit  and  proper  cottages,  not  only  for 
their  labourers,  but  for  other  persons 
oogAged  in  improving  the  land,  and  in 


keeping  up  a  proper  state  of  cultivation 
upon  the  land,  whether  in  grass  or  in 
tillage.    Only  yesterday  we  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  that 
all  over  Scotland  there  is  a  great  wish 
that  every  labouring  man  should  have 
sufficient  pasturage  for  a  cow.    In  the 
North  of  England  we  have  endeavoured 
to  carry  that  out.  In  many  instances  these 
cows  graze  in  common,  and  go  home,  if 
I  may  say  so,  each  to  their  own  domestic 
hearth.    And  what  happens  ?  The  other 
day  the  Inspector  of  a  Local  Government 
Board  found  a  cow  residing  in  an  apart- 
ment which  was  under  the  same  roof  as 
the  owner,  and  that  was  against  the 
rule  of  the  Board  in  regard  to  sanitary 
arrangements.     It,    therefore,  became 
necessary  either  to  pull  that  cow-house 
down  or  to  build  a  new  cottage.    The  cot- 
tager was  not  in  a  position  to  do  that, 
and  he  paid  no  attention  to  the  notice ; 
and    I    think    the  Local    Government 
Board  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  not 
having  taken  further  proceedings.    It  is 
out  of  the  question  for  the  Local  Authori- 
ties to  build  cottages.  It  was  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  last  night 
that  not  only  in  Scotland,  but  in  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  are  the 
sanitary  laws  and  regulations  infringed. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  pro- 
prietors can  go  to  private  Companies  and 
apply  for  advances  from  them.      But 
a  proprietor  who  takes  that  step  will 
considerably  diminish  his  income  for  the 
rest  of  his  life ;  and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  a  landed  proprietor  who  has 
younger  children  to  provide  for,  and, 
in    some    instances,    widows    also,    is 
bound  to  consider  these  things;   and 
the  result  is  that,  practically  speaking, 
very  little  improvement,  either  in  the 
cultivation  of  the  land  or  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  bouses  of   the   labouring 
classes,  is  going  on  in  any  portion  of 
Great  Britain  at  this    moment.     And 
when  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to   grant  an    advance   from   the 
National  Exchequer,   I  wish  it  to  be 
remembered  that  the  State  has  actually 
made  a  profit  by  the  advances  which 
were  made  in  1846  and  1850.    I  believe 
that  the  loans  have  been    excellently 
well  managed  by  the  Inclosure  Com- 
missioners.   I  admit  that  the  State  has 
not  realized  a  large  profit;  but  it  has 
made  a  small  one.    The  Office  has  been 
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very  well  managed ;  and  three-fourths  of 
the  expense,  speaking  in  round  numbers, 
has  been  met  by  the  fees  paid  by  the 
landed  proprietors  who  got  the  advances. 
Now  I  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  feel  disposed  to  look  into  this 
matter,  and  grant  the  advance  which  I 
ask  for.  But  there  are  one  or  two  points 
in  which  an  alteration  would  be  required 
in  the  system  under  which  former  ad- 
vances were  made.  In  the  first  place, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  lend  small 
sums  in  advance  by  the  State  without 
waiting  for  any  part  of  the  work  to  be 
done  in  the  first  instance ;  because  at 
present,  when  a  proprietor  receives  aid 
from  a  private  Company,  he  has  to 
borrow  from  his  bankers,  in  the  first 
place,  until  the  first  instalment  of  the 
work  is  completed.  There  are  many  de- 
tails in  connection  with  the  question 
with  which  I  will  not  trouble  the  House. 
My  main  point  is  that  the  State  should  do 
now  as  it  did  in  1846,  when  it  advanced 
£2,000,000  sterling,  and  as  it  did 
again  in  1850,  when  a  further  advance 
of  £2,000,000  was  made  to  the  landed 
proprietors  of  Great  Britain.  I  will  not 
refer  to  the  case  of  Ireland,  because  that 
country  has  had  special  facilities  for  pur- 
chasing land  and  improving  property 
granted  to  it  only  last  year,  when  I 
&ink  the  sum  of  no  less  £5,000,000  was 
voted  by  Parliament  for  the  purchase  of 
land  at  the  extraordinarily  low  rate  of 
4  per  cent,  spread  over  49  years,  such 
payment  for  4 9  years  extinguishing  both 
principal  and  interest.  I  do  not  grudge 
the  people  of  Ireland  their  good  fortune 
in  obtaining  that  advance,  because  I 
think  it  was  no  more  than  justice  to  Ire- 
land for  the  State  to  make  it ;  but  I  do 
say  that  we  poor  Saxons  should  receive 
some  benefit  from  the  State,  especially 
when  we  consider  that  the  advance,  such 
as  I  suggest,  would  not  cost  the  tax- 
payers of  Great  Britain  anything ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  there  would  be  a 
profit  to  the  State  from  the  trans- 
action. No  doubt,  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Treasury  Bench  will  ask 
why  I  do  not  bring  in  a  Private  or  a 
Public  Bill  to  carry  out  this  object,  and 
they  will  point  out  that  such  a  course  is 
quite  open  to  me.  I  have  made  careful 
inquiry,  and,  from  the  information  I 
have  received,  I  find  that  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  for  any  private  Mem- 
ber to  succeed  in  passing  a  Bill  of  this 
nature  through  the  House  of  Commons 
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without  the  assistance  of  the 
ment  of  the  day.    At  this  late   hour  I 
have  no  wish  to  detain  the  House  ;  biit 
there  are  one  or  two  points  which   I 
would  like  to  mention.    I  am  informed 
that  the  actual  cost  of  the  Inclosnre 
Commission  last  year  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Oommission  was  £23,0OO, 
and  that  there  was  received  by  fees  m 
sum  of  £17,000.     I  do  not  think  th&t 
the  additional  work  which  my  proposal 
would  entail  upon  the  Commissionars 
would  very  materially  add  to  the  work 
of  that  Office ;  but  it  would  greatly  in- 
crease the  amount  of  fees  receiTed.     X 
daresay  the  Government  will  say  that  it  is 
impossible  to  advance  the  public  money 
for   this   purpose  without    an  Act    c^ 
Parliament ;  but  in  this  House  we  mre 
constantly  asked  to  vote  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds  which  have  already 
been  spent  in  war,  and  I  do  think  it  is 
not  too  much   to  ask    Her    Majesty's 
Government     to    allow    £100,000,    or 
£60,000,  or  even  £20,000,  to   be    ad- 
vanced at  once  for  this  purpose,  while 
an  Act  of  Parliament  is  being  brought 
forward,  out  of  consideration   for  the 
starving  multitudes  to  be  found  now  ia 
every  city  throughout  Great    Britain. 
If  the  Treasury  were  to  allow  advances 
on  the  old  system,  which  did  so  w^, 
and  by  which  the  State  actually  realijsed 
a  profit,  I  believe  it  would   have  the 
efiPect  of  immediately  drawing  ont   of 
the  towns  those  starving  masses  who 
are     now    crowding   them,    and    who 
are  increasing  the  distress  of  the  re- 
gular population  of  our  large    cities. 
Not  only  that,  but  it  would  afford  an 
opportunity  for  properly  housing    the 
labouring  population,  and  keeping  the 
labouring  men  of  the  country  fully  and 
well  employed,   an  end  we  all  desire 
to  see  accomplished.    Then,  again,  let 
me  turn  for  a  moment  to  the  allotment 
question.    I  believe  there  is  an  anxiety 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  provide 
allotments  for  the  labouring  daasee  in 
some  shape  or  other.     At  all  events,  I 
know  a  very  strong  feeling  on  this  side 
of  the  House  does  exist  in  favour  of 
allotments.      But  what  is  the  use  of 
allotting  to  anybody   land  which   re- 
quires draining?    It  must  be  drained 
in  plots  of  40  or  50  acres  before  it  can 
be  rendered  of  any  service.     Peihare 
hon.  Members  are  not  aware  that  in 
the  North  of   England,   and   even  in 
some  parts  of   the   South,  there  are 
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enormous  tracts  of  land  which  could  be 
turned,  by  a  proper  system  of  drain- 
age, from  sheep-walks  into  fair  cattle 
pastures.  With  these  remarks  I  will 
conclude  by  urging  that  the  appeal 
which  I  now  make  to  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment,  and  to  this  House,  is  not 
only  reasonable,  but  opportune,  prac- 
tical, and,  above  all  things,  urgent. 

Mr.  MoCULLOCH  :  In  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Cornwall 
(Mr.  Oonybeare),  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  secondiug  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Lichfield 
Division  of  Staflfbrdshire  (Sir  John 
Swinburne).  Although  I  represent  a 
city  constituency,  I  have  been  considered 
conversant  with  the  details  of  rural 
economy,  and  I  may  say  that  in  my  can- 
didature for  the  St.  Bollox  Division  of 
Glasgow  the  Land  Question  attracted 
considerable  interest;  and  I  am  sure 
that  in  seconding  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  I  shall  be  supported 
by  landlords  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
I  believe  that  the  policy  which  has 
been  adopted  towards  Ireland  may  with 
advantage  be  extended  to  the  United 
Kingdom.  Although  it  may  not  be 
considered  wise  to  advance  the  public 
money  for  such  purposes  as  this,  I  think 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  relieving  the 
landed  proprietors  from  some  of  the 
difficulties  of  their  present  situation, 
and  enable  them  to  improve  the  cultiva- 
tion of  their  estates,  not  only  with  advan- 
tage to  themselves,  but  to  the  labourers 
whom  it  would  be  necessary  to  employ. 
The  hon.  Baronet  has  told  us  that  in  the 
advances  which  were  made  in  1846  and 
1850  there  was  not  the  loss  of  a  penny 
to  the  State.  I  believe  that  was  so ;  that 
they  benefited  the  farmer  as  well  as 
the  landlord,  and  gave  a  large  amount 
of  employment  to  the  labouring  men 
of  the  district  in  which  works  of  im- 
provement were  carried  out.  The  se- 
curity is,  I  think,  indisputable ;  and  the 
Qt> vemment,  in  makiog  advances,  would 
take  care  that  the  proportion  of  the 
money  was  such  as  would  be  repaid. 
The  increased  product  would  at  least 
help  to  pay  the  interest,  and  I  believe 
that  in  19  oases  out  of  20  in  Scotland 
the  interest  was  actually  paid  out  of 
the  increased  produce  of  the  land. 
That  of  itself  is  a  consideration  of  no 
small  moment;  and,  even  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  unemployed,  it  would  be  a 
good  application  of  some  portion  of  the 


public  money,  because  encouraging 
reproductive  works  that  would  not  only 
pay  the  interest  upon  the  money  ad- 
vanced, but  otherwise  be  amply  secured. 
Therefore  the  State  would  run  no  risk 
whatever ;  a  public  advantage  would  be 
effected,  and  employment  would  be 
given  to  a  large  body  of  working  men, 
who  do  not  know  at  present  where  to 
obtain  employment.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  think  the  proposal  is  one 
which  should  have  the  very  earnest 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  I  think  it  has  been  proved 
that  the  State  would  incur  no  risk  what- 
ever, having  the  security  of  the  whole 
estate  for  advances  spent  on  a  portion. 
All  would  share  in  the  benefit,  not  only 
landlords,  tenants,  and  labourers,  but 
the  people  of  towns  also,  and  I  thiuk 
that  past  experience  is  enough  to  justify 
all  that  the  hon.  Baronet  has  put  forward. 
If  those  who  think  it  dangerous  to  spend 
the  public  money  in  this  way  will  only 
look  at  the  past,  they  will  see  there 
is  not  the  slightest  risk  incurred  by  the 
Government.  Although  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produce  are  now  greatly  de- 
preciated, I  believe  that  they  cannot  go 
much  further  in  that  direction,  because 
no  foreign  country  can  continuously 
send  in  its  produce  at  lower  prices  than 
at  present ;  and  I  think,  whether  or  not 
the  State  is  prepared  to  advance  a 
portion  of  the  public  money  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  we  ought 
not  to  lose  confidence  in  the  future  of 
British  agriculture. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  addtho 
words  "it  is  desirable  that  more  extended 
facilities  should  be  given  by  legislation  to 
owners  of  land  to  improve  their  estates  by 
means  of  moneys  borrowed  on  Terminable  An- 
nuities from  the  State." — {Sir  John  Swinburne.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Sir  William  Habooubt)  :  My 
hon.  Friends  who  have  moved  and 
seconded  the  Amendment  have  made  an 
appeal  which  demands,  and  which  I  am 
sure  will  receive,  much  consideration 
and  sympathy  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.  If  anything  can  be  done  in  the 
present  state  of  the  agricultural  interest 
to  alleviate  the  distress  from  which  we 


1475 


Tenants  pf  OUU 


(COMMONS) 


Lanii  (Iribni).  1470 


ditions  wniok  were  wholly  insoffioient  for 
their  benefit.  Xnetead  of  getting  a  r^ 
batement  of  rent,  they  have  been  paying 
in  all  oaees  a  large  rent-charge  at  a  time 
when  rente  were  being  lowered  all  over 
Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  I  put  it  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovernment,  whether  there  is 
any  fair  and  just  reason  why  this  should 
be  the  only  class  of  tenants  in  Ireland  to 
be  debarred  from  the  benefits  of  the 
Land  Act  and  of  the  Arrears  Act,  and 
who  are  obliged  to  buy  land  under  a 
condition  of  Ihe  law  which  has  been  in 
all  other  cases  abrogated  ?  As  I  have 
said,  it  is  not  the  case  of  men  who  have 
entered  into  a  free  contract  with  their  eyes 
open.  They  are  purchasers  in  no  more 
voluntary  sense  than  the  laws  force  upon 
them ;  and  we  all  know  that  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  allows  these  laws  to  be 
broken.  The  purchases,  as  I  have  said, 
were  made  at  the  landlords'  valuation  at 
the  time  when  the  land  was  supposed  to 
be  worth  any  money  in  Ireland,  and  at 
prices  which  are  now  admitted  to  be  pre- 
posterous by  land  valuators.  I  may  also 
mention  that  they  purchased  the  land 
when  the  law  did  not  recognize  the  ten- 
ant's property  in  his  own  improvements, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  they  have 
had  to  purchase  their  own  improvements 
ae  well  aa  the  landlords.  These  people 
are  among^the  most  hard-working  and 

foor  of  the  struggling  tenants  in  Ulster, 
n  the  case  of  me  poor  men  whose  pur- 
chase-money  was  under  £200,  they  had 
to  repay  the  money  advanced  in  10  years 
instead  of  32  years.  Of  course,  they  had 
to  borrow  largely  from  money  lenders  at 
10  per  cent.  Now,  I  will  not  go  into  the 
details  of  the  case  of  these  poor  people, 
as  I  easily  might  do,  but  will  merely 
point  out  that  they  have  had  to  drag 
along  under  these  burdens,  through  aU 
the  terrible  years  of  distress,  not  only 
without  abatement  of  rent,  but  at  largely 
increased  rents,  when  all  the  world  knows 
it  was  very  hard  to  make  even  a  mode- 
rate rent  out  of  the  land.  The  agree- 
ment was  made  when  the  Land  Purdiase 
Act  was  passed,  but  I  think  I  can  show 
that  the  Land  Purchase  Act,  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  these  poor  tenants,  was  wholly 
inadequate  and  insufficient;  and  whe- 
ther it  is  or  not,  it  is  practically  inopera- 
tive for  the  great  bulk  of  them,  it  is 
really  insufficient,  because  it  takea  no 
account  of  the  interest  of  tenants  who 
made  improvement,  so  that  they  are  left 
in'  the  position  of  baying  what  the  law 

Jfr.  jr.  ffBrim 


now  acknowledges  to  be  their  own  pro- 
perty. It  ia  inadequale,  beoanse  it  leaves 
these  poor  people  in  the  grip  of  the 
money  lenders  for  the  balance  of  pur- 
chase-money. I  could  give  particmara 
in  which  it  excludes  a  whole  dass  of  the 
tenants  in  question — ^for  instance,  those 
holding  leases.  But  it  excludes  persons 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  whose  purchase- 
money  was  really  stiU  more  extravagant. 
The  relief  to  them  is  altogether  inacces- 
sible, because  it  only  operates  on  their 
clearing  off  arrears.  It  is  perfectly  im- 
possible that  these  small  farmers,  cir- 
cumstanced as  they  are,  can  have  passed 
through  the  last  terrible  years  without 
having  got  into  arrears  and  into  a  state 
of  hopeless  distress.  I  do  not  think  that 
anyone  can  pretend  that  these  men  have 
broken  down  through  any  fault  of  their 
own.  During  a  great  many  years  they 
have  struggled  on,  having  paid  rent 
and  the  instalments  to  the  banks  and 
money  lenders,  and  I  think  the  Report 
of  the  Church  Commissioners  bears  teati* 
mony  to  the  way  in  which  these  men 
have  met  their  engagements  and  con- 
tinued their  industry.  Now,  the  poaitioa 
of  these  poor  people  is  that  they  are 
debarred  from  all  benefit  of  the  Land 
Act  and  Arrears  Act,  which  every  other 
class  of  tenants  enjoy,  while  at  the  same 
time  they  are  at  the  mercy  of  the  money 
lenders,  whereas  other  tenants  receive 
their  purchase-money  from  the  State; 
and,  finally,  even  the  partial  relief  thai 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  purports  to  afford 
them  is  altogether  inadequate  and  in- 
operative, because  they  cannot  dear  off 
arrears  of  rents,  which  in  every  other 
case  has  been  rebated  long  ago.  If  there 
is  a  grievance  here,  which  I  think  will 
not  be  denied,  and  if  there  is  no  other 
remedy  for  it,  I  must  say,  speaking  for 
myself,  that  I  think  it  would  not  involve 
a  very  large  grant  from  the  balance  of 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  to  make 
some  provision  thai  would  enable  theae 
poor  people  to  compound  with  thttr 
arrears  upon  some  equitable  terms,  and 
enable  them  to  get  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  money  lenders  by  obtaining  loans 
on  the  same  terms  as  any  other  tenants  in 
Ireland  can  get  them,  and  to  bring  aboat 
such  modifications  of  their  position  that 
the  Land  Commission,  or  other  Court  of 
Equity  in  Ireland,  may  plaoe  them  on 
an  equality  with  other  tenants.  That, 
Sir,  is  all  we  ask  for,  and  I  throw  it  out 
upon  my  own  responiibilityy  not  Imowinc 
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upon  the  Exchequer ;  but  I  confess  that 
I  am  not  satisfied,  from  the  information 
I  have  received,  that  there  is  any  great 
demand  on  the  part  of  the  landed  in- 
terest for  borrowing  powers  such  as  my 
hon.  Friend  has  indicated.  I  may  say 
that  there  are  many  private  societies 
such  as  those  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend  which  give  any  accommodation 
for  this  purpose;  and  I  do  not  know 
that  the  interest  asked  is  very  much 
higher  than  that  demanded  by  the 
Treasury.  It  may  be  a  little  higher, 
and  I  suppose  it  is  about  7  per  cent. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  6^  per  cent.]  6}- 
per  cent,  as  I  have  said,  is  exactly  the 
amount  charged  by  the  Government; 
and  if  the  demand  is  not  excessive  it 
appears  to  me  that  there  is  a  supply 
from  private  societies  which  would  meet 
the  particular  contingencies  that  may 
arise  from  day  to  day.  It  is  always  a 
serious  matter  for  the  Government  to 
embark  in  a  loan  transaction  of  this 
kind;  and  I  think  my  hon.  Friends 
must  show  a  larger  case  of  demand  and 
more  complaint  of  a  want  of  supply 
than  that  which  exists  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWART:  I  should 
be  as  willing  as  any  hon.  Member  to 
afford  the  greatest  possible  facilities  for 
making  improvements  at  a  very  low 
cost;  but  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John 
Swinburne)  who  moved  the  Eesolution 
failed  to  consider  and  inform  the  House 
what  the  landed  proprietors  ought  to 
pay;  and  therefore  we  are  driven  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  would  have 
to  pay  6}-  per  cent.  Speaking  from 
a  somewhat  long  experience,  partly 
of  my  own,  and  partly  of  those  who 
have  gone  before  me  in  the  man- 
agement of  landed  property,  I  know 
very  well  what  difficulties  were  expe- 
rienced when  the  loan  of  £2,000,000 
sterling  was  permitted  to  be  spent  on 
land  by  Sir  Kobert  Peel.  Instead  of 
having  the  land  well  drained,  it  was 
very  badly  drained.  Although  there 
were  Gx)yernment  Inspectors,  it  was 
found  that  many  of  the  Inspectors  were 
very  ignorant,  and  the  work  was  done 
so  badly  that  it  had  to  be  done  over 
again  at  the  expense  of  the  private  pro- 
prietors, while  the  interest  added  largely 
t»  the  burdens  upon  property.  Then, 
men  were  induced  to  do  far  more 
wliat  might  have  been  done 
>r ;   andy    instead   of  en- 


couraging economy,  extravagance  was 
the  order  of  the  day,  not  only  in  regard 
to  draining,  but  in  other  matters  as 
well.  If  a  landed  proprietor  can  in- 
duce persons  to  take  his  land  who  can 
make  a  living  out  of  it,  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  finding  6^^  per  cent  in- 
terest ;  but  when  the  landed  proprietor 
has  to  do  all  the  improvements  himself, 
and  cannot  charge  one  farthing  for  in- 
terest on  the  capital  expended,  it  would 
be  madness  to  go  to  the  Government 
apd  say — **I  will  give  you  6J  per  cent 
if  you  will  advance  a  certain  sum."  I 
would  appeal  to  the  House  generally 
whether  that  is  not  the  case  at  the 
present  time?  A  landlord  has  to 
carry  out  many  improvements ;  and 
if  he  spends  thousands  of  pounds 
upon  his  land,  what  does  he  get  in 
return?  He  may  know  that  his  land 
is  in  good  order,  and  well  cultivated, 
and  that  the  tenants  are  doing  their 
utmost  to  keep  up  in  these  bad  times, 
and  steal  a  march,  if  possible,  upon 
them ;  but  the  struggle  is  nevertheless 
a  hard  one,  and  many,  alas,  are  failing 
in  their  attempt  to  do  this.  Then  there 
is  another  matter  which  must  not  be  lost 
sight  of.  It  is  said  that  the  landed  pro- 
prietors are  driving  many  of  the  cot- 
tagers into  the  towns,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  labour  is  leaving  the 
country.  One  reason  is  that  a  great 
portion  of  the  land  of  the  country  is  now 
so  well  drained  and  so  well  cultivated 
that  there  is  no  employment  to  be  found 
such  as  was  to  be  found  a  short  time 
ago,  not  only  with  regard  to  drainers, 
but  even  with  regard  to  the  more  intel- 
ligent of  the  labouring  men.  That  being 
so,  there  is  no  doubt  a  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  farming  population  to  gather 
together  in  the  towns  rather  than  isolate 
themselves  in  the  country.  It  is,  there- 
fore, not  worth  while  for  the  landed  pro- 
prietor to  spend  large  sums  of  money, 
ranging  from  £150  to  £200,  in  building 
cottages,  in  order  that  he  may  have  the 
satisfaction  of  saying— **  I  have  got  so 
many  more  cottages  on  my  estate  than  I 
formerly  had."  It  is  a  great  satisfaction 
to  know  that  his  cottages  are  in  good 
order  and  repair;  and  that  is  all  the 
landed  proprietor  can  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected to  do  at  the  present  time.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  this  question  will  come 
up  again  in  the  Bill  which  is  proposed 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  before  long  ; 
and  it  will  certainly  surprise  me  if  &e 
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Local  Government  Board  are  not  pre- 
pared to  make  advances  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  assist  those  landlords 
ivho  are  anxious  to  give  good  cottage 
accommodation.    For  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  I  cannot  support  the  Amend- 
ment ;    and  I  certainly  do  not  suppose 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  it  will, 
although  not  coinciding  with  the  views 
which  I  have  expressed,  divide  the  House. 
Captain  VERNEY  :  I  rise  to  answer 
the  challenge  of  the  hon.  Member  the 
Seconder    of     the    Amendment    (Mr. 
McCulloch),  who  assured  us  that  there 
was   no  landlord  to  be  found  in  this 
House  who  would  oppose  the  Resolution. 
Now,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  am  a  land- 
lord, and  I  oppose  it  with  all  my  heart 
and    soul.      I    consider    that    nothing 
could  be  more  disastrous  than  to  adopt 
this    system  of  outdoor  relief  by  the 
way  of  loan  for  the  advantage  of  landed 
proprietors.     I  think  that  the  suggestion 
made  to  us  to-night  is  one  which  belongs 
to  a  bygone  House  of  Commons,  in  the 
days  when  Members  were  returned  by 
the    landlords,   and  when   the   people 
had  no  voice  in  controlling  affairs.    We 
all  admit  the  evil  of  which  complaint  is 
made.     It  is  quite  true  that  tne  land- 
ovmers  are,  to  a  great  extent,  a  poor, 
miserable,  and  wretched  class,  and  many 
of  those  who  drive  about  in  their  car- 
riages   have   not  a  sixpence   to  bless 
themselves  with.      I  do  not  know  any 
class  of  the  community,  taken  as  a  class, 
who  live  a  more  improvident  life  than 
the  average  landowner.    In  the  various 
professions  and  businesses  of  life  some- 
thing is  usually  done  for  posterity;  some 
provision  is  made  for  widows ;  some  self- 
denial  is  exercised,  and  something,  bow- 
ever  small,  is  put  by  for  successors.  But 
in  the  case  of  the  landed  proprietor  he 
never  saves  a  penny ;  he  habitually  pro- 
vides for  his  widow  and  younger  chil- 
dren by  further  burdening  his  property ; 
he  lives  up  to  his  income ;  and  when  any 
work  is  to  be  done  on  the  estate  he 
cannot  find  the  money  to  do  it  with,  and 
in    times    of   depression  he   is  sorely 
pressed.  I  cannot  forget  that  an  Act  was 
passed  by  a  Tory  Lord  Chancellor,  the 
late  Lord  Cairns,  to  relieve  the  landed 
proprietor  in  the  hour  of  his  necessity  ; 
and  it  is  by  availing  himself  of  this  Act, 
and  not  by  further  burdening  his  pro- 
perty, that  he  must  seek  relief.     He  has 
possession  of  the  plate  and  pictures  which 
nave  been  400  or  500  years  in  the  family, 
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and  these  he  can  dispose  of.  Per- 
haps he  would  not  be  in  so  unfortunate 
a  position  if  he  had  not  the  electioneer- 
ing bills  of  the  last  century  to  pay.  I 
could  quote  more  than  one  instance  in 
which  those  debts  have  not  yet  been  paid, 
but  where  they  remain  to  this  day  as 
a  charge  on  the  estate.  If  an  embar- 
rassed landowner  really  wants  to  do  his 
duty  to  the  estate  let  him  sell  one-half 
of  it,  and  let  some  self-made  man  with 
ample  capital  buy  up  the  other  portion, 
found  a  new  family,  and  do  his  duty  to 
the  country  more  in  accordance  with  the 
tone  and  feeling  of  the  1 9th  century.  So 
far  as  ;the  old  historic  families  are  con- 
cerned, they  would  be  able  in  that  case 
to  do  their  duty  on  that  smaller  scale  to 
which  they  have  been  so  justly  and 
righteously  reduced  by  their  own  want 
of  thrift  and  foresight. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHTJECHTLL: 
The  remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Captain 
Yemey)  who  has  just  sat  down,  com- 
bined with  those  which  fell  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt),  induce  me  to  ask  the 
House  to  allow  me  to  offer  one  or  two 
remarks  which  possibly  did  not  occur  to 
those  hon.  Members  before  they  ad- 
dressed the  House.  The  last  speaker, 
I  have  every  reason  to  believe,  is  a  great 
friend  of  the  agricultural  interest.  He 
was  returned  to  Parliament  by  a  portion 
of  a  very  impoi'tant  county,  and  be  came 
into  Parliament  as  one  whose  consti- 
tuents were  fully  assured  that  he  would 
confer,  if  he  could,  great  benefits  upon 
the  agricultural  interest  as  a  whole. 
Now,  Sir,  I  see  sitting  opposite  to  me 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings),  who  is  also  a  friend 
of  the  agricultural  interest  as  a 
whole,  and  who  wishes  to  restore 
the  prosperity  of  the  land  in  England. 
I  wish,  therefore,  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  hoD.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings)  to,  and,  indeed,  I  will  in- 
vite him,  if  possible,  to  make  some 
remarks  on  this  subject  as  it  now  pre- 
sents itself  to  the  House  of  Commoniu 
It  is  proposed  to  give  to  landlords  facili- 
ties for  the  development  of  their  land 
by  loans.  How  did  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  describe  it  ?  He 
said  it  was  a  gigantic  project  of  out- 
door relief.  Yet  the  hon.  Member  who 
said  that  supported  the  hon.  Member 
for    Ipswich    on   the    Amendmeal    to 
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the  Address  which  destroyed  the  late 
Ooyemment,  that  Amendment  being 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  gigantic 
proposal  of  outdoor  relief  by  way  of 
loans  to  a  class.  I  am  not  finding  fault 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  but 
I  am  finding  fault  with,  the  inconsistency 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Buckingham  (Captain  Vemey),  who 
poses  as  a  great  friend  of  the  landed 
interest,  and  who  voted  with  the  hou. 
Member  for  Ipswich.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  described  the  landlords 
as  very  poor,  miserable,  and  impover- 
ished persons.  [Laughter,']  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella)  laughs.  That  was  precisely 
the  description  which  was  given  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings). 
[Mr.  Jesse  Collings:  No.]  I  knew 
that  I  should  carry  the  hon.  Member 
with  me.  But  observe  the  inconsistency 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Buckingham.  He  supports  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  in  advancing  State 
loans  at  a  very  low  rate  of  interest — 3 
or  3  J  per  cent,  I  believe — to  this  very 
poor,  miserable,  and  impoverished  class 
of  agricultural  labourers ;  but  he  utterly 
declines  —  and,  indeed,  denounces  as 
flagitious — the  proposal  to  grant  loans 
at  a  low  rate  of  interest  to  an  equally 
poor,  miserable,  and  impoverished  class. 
What  further  marvellous  analogy  did 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  draw  be- 
tween the  two  classes,  and  on  behalf  of 
the  Party  whose  interests  he  came  into 
Parliament  to  serve  ?  He  said  that  the 
landlords  lead  improvident  lives,  and 
that  is  exactly  what  was  said  of  the 
labourer  in  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich.  He  has  always 
said  that  the  circumstances  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourer's  life  are  so  indifferent 
and  so  unsatisfactory  that  they  have  no 
stimulus  to  thrift.  Now,  why  is  it  more 
desirable  that  facilities  should  be  given 
by  the  constituted  authorities  to  assist 
the  one  class,  and  that  they  should  be 
refused  to  the  other,  when  it  is  said 
that  each  has  equally  spent  the  money 
which  ought  to  have  made  him  comfort- 
able in  his  old  age  ?  According  to  the 
hoD.  Member,  exactly  the  same  thing 
applies  to  the  landlord  as  to  the  ag^cul- 
tural  labourer.  Then  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Eesolution  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Lichfield  Division  of  Staffordshire 
(Sir  John  Swinburne),  which  says — 


''That  it  is  desirable  that  more  extended 
facilities  should  bo  given  by  legislation  to 
owners  of  land  to  improve  tneir  estates  by 
means  of  moneys  borrowed  on  Terminable  An- 
nuities from  the  State.*' 

Why  is  it  more  desirable  that  more  ex- 
tended facilities  should  be  given  ''  by 
legislation  to  owners  of  land  to  improve 
their  estates  by  means  of  money  bor- 
rowed from  the  State  on  Terminable 
Annuities?"  Why  should  the  owner 
of  a  large  amount  of  land  have  less 
facilities  than  the  owner  of  a  small 
amount  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  who  moved 
the  Amendment  is  an  authority  on  the 
Land  Question ;  but  will  he,  or  will  any 
intelligent  man  explain  to  the  House 
why  a  person  holding  100  acres  of  land 
should  have  less  extended  facilities 
afforded  to  him  by  way  of  loans  on 
Terminable  Annuities  for  the  improve- 
ment of  his  estate  than  a  person  holding 
ouly  three  acres?  I  invite  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  to  explain  why 
extensive  facilities  for  borrowing  money 
should  be  given  to  the  person  who  owns 
three  acres,  and  not  to  the  person  who 
owns  100  acres.  I  ask  the  House  to 
observe  the  policy  of  the  great  Liberal 
Party  this  evening  on  the  Land  Question 
in  England,  on  which  we  are  led  to 
believe,  from  an  authorized  person,  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  submit  to 
Parliament  a  distinct  and  intelligible 
policy.  We  have  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Lichfield  Division  of  Staffordshire 
getting  up  and  proposing  that  extensive 
facilities  should  be  given  by  legislation 
to  the  owners  of  land  to  improve  their 
estates.  That  has  been  denounced  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  I 
never  heard  a  more  contemptuous  way 
of  treating  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich.  Why  does  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  denounce 
the  present  proposal,  and  why  did  he 
support  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  that  owners  of  land  on  a 
small  scale  should  have  extensive  facili- 
ties? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  I 
said  the  landowners  did  not  want  it. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUECHILL  : 
Oh!  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  a  tremendous  assumption,  and  one 
which  has  been  altogether  set  aside  by 
recent  land  legislation.  It  is  stated  that 
the  State  can  only  advance  money  to 
these  poor,  miserable,  and  wretohed 
persons  who  have  led  such  an  improvi* 
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dent  life.    Why  at  6J^  per  cent?    Is 
there  any  precedent  for  that  ? 

Sir  WILLIAJ«I  HAROOURT  :  That 
is  the  sum  at  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  ad- 
vanced money. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Yes;  but  we  are  not  living  in  the  days  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel.  We  have  lent  money  to 
Irish  landlords  in  exceptional  circum- 
stances, and|  I  think,  at  1  per  cent,  for  the 
furpose  of  primarily  giving  employment. 
Crii»  of  **  No ! "]  That  was  the  osten- 
sible purpose.  Whether  it  was  carried 
out  or  not  I  will  not  say ;  but  the  osten- 
sible purpose  of  Parliament  in  advancing 
loans  to  Irish  landlords  at  1  per  cent  was 
to  meet  exceptional  distress  and  to  give 
employment  to  persons  out  of  work. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE :  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  have  made  my  projiosal 
thoroughly  understood.  The  first  ob- 
ject of  my  Motion  is  that  I  think  the 
lending  of  the  money  to  landed  pro- 
prietors is  not  so  much  desirable  as 
the  giving  of  immediate  occupation  to  a 
vast  mass  of  people  who  cannot  get 
employment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Of  course ;  I  entirely  concur  with  the 
hon.  Member,  and  I  am  arguing  in  his 
sense  against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. That  was  exactly  the  prin- 
ciple which  the  House  of  Commons 
adopted  in  1880  when  it  advanced  money 
to  the  Irish  landlords  at  1  per  cent ;  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for  the 
purpose  of  demolishing  the  case  of  one 
of  his  supporters — the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) — assumes 
that  by  no  possibility  could  the  State 
advance  money  to  the  English  landlord 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  land 
and  giving  employment  at  a  less  rate  of 
interest  than  6^  per  cent. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  That 
includes  the  repayment  of  capital. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Of  course,  the  1  per  cent  included  the 
repayment  of  capital.  [Mr.  Bigoar: 
No.]  Many  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  appear  to  be  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances  of  the  case ;  but  my 
belief  is  that  I  am  correct  in  that  state- 
ment. [**No!"]  At  any  rate,  I  am 
correct  in  this — that  the  rate  of  interest 
was  1  per  cent,  and  the  repayment  of 
capital  was  so  low  that  it  certainly  did 
not  reach  3  per  cent.  I  wish  to  know, 
therefore,  why  money  is  to  be  advanced 
to  Irish  landlords  at  that  very  low  rate 
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of  interest,  while  money  is  refused  to 
English  landlords — that  poor,  miawabk, 
impoverished  class,  who  have  been  lead- 
ing improvident  lives,  at  less  than  6^ 
per  cent  ?  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  will  explain  to  the  House  his 
view  on  the  Land  Question  on  a  more 
extensive  scale  than  he  has  hitherto 
done.  Why,  I  ask,  is  money  to  be  re- 
fused to  the  English  landlord  at  a  leas 
rate  than  Q^  per  cent,  and  to  be  granted 
to  another  class,  equally  poor,  miserable, 
and  impoverished,  at  a  rate  of  interest 
less  than  3  per  cent  ?  When  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  his  speedi, 
was  he  aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  had  introduced  a  Bill  to  facili- 
tate the  creation  of  allotments  and  amall 
holdings  of  land  which  has  upon  its  back 
the  neunes  of  three  Members  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  ?  Surely  that  may  be 
regarded  as,  at  any  rate,  an  approximate 
Government  measure. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  It  was 
introduced  before  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office. 

Lord  RA.NDOLPH  CHURCHILL. 
It  was  certainly  an  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  and  his 
Friends  to  put,  in  the  form  of  a  Bill,  the 
Amendment  by  which  he  turned  out  the 
late  Government,  and  the  Amendment 
which  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer supported.  At  any  rate,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  content  to 
take  advantage  of  the  hon.  Member^s 
proposition.  I  would,  in  this  matter, 
ask  the  House  to  endeavour  to  extract 
from  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  a  se- 
rious opinion  on  the  subject  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  upset  the  late 
Administration  on  the  question  of  the 
land  as  connected  with  the  agricultural 
population.  [An  hon.  Mbmbkr:  Not 
Ireland  ?]  I  prefer  to  take  the  faots  as 
I  find  them.  The  view  just  expreeaed 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Hoose  may 
probably  occasion  some  awkward  re- 
flection in  the  mind  of  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  now  sitting 
opposite  to  me  (Mr.  John  Morley).  A^ 
I  have  said,  the  late  Government  were, 
to  my  mind,  upset  on  the  question  of 
the  land,  and  on  the  question  of  ad- 
vancing the  money  of  the  State  for  tlie 
purpose  of  benefiting  a  particular  daet. 
But  I  find,  shortly  after  the  defeat  of 
the  late  Gt)Temmenty  an  eameat  a«p- 
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porter  of  the  Liberal  Party  fulfilling  the 
promise  of  bringing  forward  a  question 
connected  with  the  land,  and  advocating 
State  loans  at  an  easy  rate  of  interest 
for  improving  the  cultivation  of  the 
land,  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
advocated  loans  for  another  class  of  the 
agricultural  population.  But  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  name  of 
the  Government,  absolutely  refuses  to 
have  anything  whatever  to  do  with  the 
advancing  of  a  State  loan,  except  at  a 
ruinous  rate,  for  that  particular  class  of 
the  agricultural  population  which  the 
Liberal  Member  for  the  Lichfield  Divi- 
sion of  Staffordshire  has  taken  under 
his  protection.  And  yet  we  are  told  that 
the  Liberal  Party  are  anxious  to  re- 
invigorate  and  restore  prosperity  to  the 
agricultural  population.  I  eannot  ima- 
gine a  more  melancholy  divergence  of 
opinion  ever  exhibited  by  a  Government 
before  upon  a  subject  which  is  probably 
one  of  the  largest  which  can  possibly 
come  before  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
would  appeal,  therefore,  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  whom  I  see  sitting 
there  on  the  Bench  opposite  in  so  very 
pensive  an  attitude,  to  seize  the  oppor- 
tunity for  enlightening  the  House  with 
his  views  on  the  question  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Lichfield  Division  of  Staffordshire.  I 
have  a  good  reason  for  appealing  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  on  this  occa- 
sion, because  both  with  regard  to  the 
question  which  arose  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment as  to  medical  relief  in  connection 
with  enfranchisement  and  on  the  subject 
of  allotments  for  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer the  hon.  Member  has  undoubt- 
edly led  the  Liberal  Party.  And  he  has 
been  supported  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Prime  Minister  in 
the  lead  which  he  gave  to  the  Liberal 
Party.  It  would  be  cruel  now,  when  no 
Party  interest  can  possibly  be  involved, 
and  when  the  House  is  anxious  to  arrive 
at  a  practical  conclusion,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  in  the  face  of  such 
disunion,  is  to  leave  the  House  to-night 
without  any_guidance. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  :  The  House 
will  be  glad  to  congratulate  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  on  the 
recovery  of  his  old  tone.  For  myself,  I 
felt  nothing  but  the  purest  pity  for  him 
when  he  was  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  because  then  he  was  only  the 
shadow  of  himself;  and  really  hu  ap« 


pearanoe,  and  the  way  in  which  he 
seemed  to  be  overweighted  with  a  sense 
of  responsibility,  rendered  his  appear- 
ance distressing  to  the  last  degree.  The 
noble  Lord  has  referred  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Colling^)  sitting  pensively  upon 
the  Treasury  Bench;  but  I  must  say 
that  the  tinge  of  melancholy  which 
overshadowed  the  countenance  of  the 
noble  Lord  when  he  was  called  upon  to 
assume  an  attitude  of  responsibility  cer- 
tainly did  not  sit  happily  upon  him. 
The  noble  Lord  has  twitted  the  Liberal 
Party  with  want  of  cohesion,  and  the 
Government  with  want  of  unanimity ; 
but  he  cannot  have  listened  to  the  speech 
made  by  one  of  his  own  supporters, 
who,  speaking  immediately  above  him, 
doubted  the  wisdom  and  advantage  of 
these  loans,  and  expressed  his  belief 
that  the  landlords  would  not  be  willing 
to  ask  for  or  accept  them.  Certainly, 
then,  the  disunion  on  this  side  of  the 
House  is  fully  matched  by  the  disunion 
on  the  other.  The  noble  Lord  charges 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with 
ignorance  of  the  terms  on  which  these 
loans  have  been  granted ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  has  himself  shown  that  he  knows 
nothing  about  these  loans  at  all.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  loan  made  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords. But  that  was  done  by  a  Conser- 
vative Administration.  It  is  true  the 
rate  of  interest,  after  the  Sinking  Fund 
was  provided  for,  was  not  more  than  1 
per  cent.  But  let  me  draw  attention  to 
the  fact  that  when  the  subject  of  that 
loan  and  its  proflig^y  were  brought 
under  consideration  there  was  not  one 
of  the  Irish  Members  who  were  identi- 
fied with  the  tenant's  interest  who  did 
not  look  upon  the  loan  as  of  no  advan- 
tage whatever  to  the  Irish  tenant.  I 
regard  the  appeal  now  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Lichfield  Division  of 
Staffordshire  as  the  last  cry  of  a  decayed 
and  expiring  interest  in  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Handolph  Churchill) 
endeavoured  to  strengthen  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  by  attempting  to  draw 
an  analogy  between  it  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  case  of  the  agricultural 
labourer  and  of  the  landlord  are  analo- 
gous in  one  respect — that  both  are  in  a 
distressed  condition ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
forgot  to  establish  this  distinction — that 
while  the  landlords  are  the  drones  on 
the  land,  the  agricultural  labourer  is 
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mberable,  wretched,  and  impoverisliedy 
as  the  noble  Lord  deseribed  him,  be- 
cause every  obstacle  has  been  thrown  in 
his  way.  I  regret  that  we  have  these 
two  melancholy  extremes  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest  so  prominently  before  us. 
Their  position  is  not  only  before  the 
House,  but  it  is  realized  by  the  country, 
from  the  dire  necessities  of  the  case. 
What  has  had  such  evil  effect  on  agri- 
culture has  been  the  mischievous  Land 
Laws,  which  have  placed  such  tyrannical 

Eower  in  the  hands  of  an  idle  class,  and 
ave  led  to  widespread  impoverishment 
and  misery  to  other  classes.  I  have  a 
great  deal  of  sympathy  with  the  landlord 
class  of  this  country,  in  the  same  way  as 
I  suppose  some  sympathy  was  felt  for 
the  slave-holding  class  in  the  evil  days 
when  slavery  was  recognized  in  this 
country.  Both  have  been  the  victims  of 
an  evil  and  mischievous  system.  But, 
Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  only  one  remedy 
for  the  difficulties  of  that  class,  and  it 
was  commented  upon  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Buckingham  (Cap- 
tain Vemey).  If  they  are  only  the  nomi- 
nal owners  of  the  land ;  if  they  have  not 
a  farthing  left ;  if  they  cannot  relieve 
themselves  from  their  embarrassments ; 
if  selling  one-half  of  their  estates  will 
not  enable  them  to  free  themselves  from 
the  embarrassments  of  the  other  half, 
let  them  do  what  better  people  of  every 
industry  in  the  land  have  been  com- 
pelled to  do  from  all  ages.  Why,  Sir, 
nothing  is  more  common  than  to  find 
men  who  have  struggled  against  fate 
obliged  to  succumb ;  and  who,  after 
offering  what  they  have  to  their  cre- 
ditors, have  gone  dovm  to  the  bottom  of 
the  social  ladder.  I  should  be  sorry 
that  the  landlord  interest  should  be 
obliged  to  submit  to  such  an  ordeal; 
but  why  should  Parliament  be  asked  to 
make  every  sack  stand  on  end  ?  If  Par- 
liament has  given  its  almost  exclusive 
concern  to  the  landlord  class  for  the  last 
five  centuries,  is  it  too  much  to  give  now 
a  very  plain  intimation  to  all  interested 
that  the  future  of  this  Parliament  will 
be  to  concern  itself,  not  with  the  relief 
of  the  landlord  class,  but  in  order  to  do 
something  on  behalf  of  this  sickly  in- 
terest of  agriculture  ?  I  can  imagine 
the  agricultural  interest  thriving,  al- 
though the  landlord  class  may  decay ; 
but  I  cannot  understand  that  the  agri- 
culturist should  thrive  if  we  are  to  go  out 
of  our  way  to  sustain  an  idle  daas.    The 
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Chancellorof  theExcheqner  (Sir  WiDiam 
Harcourt)  has  pointed  out  to  as  tiiat  if 
the  landlords  can  afford  to  pay  6^  per 
cent  for  loans  which  are  repayable  in  23 
years,  there  are  societies  and  means, 
besides  going  to  the  Treasury,  through 
which  these  loans  may  be  obtain^. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
doubted,  as  he  might  well  doubt,  the 
words  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  and  said 
that  in  the  case  of  the  majority  of 
landlords  they  were  very  unwilling  to 
lay  out  money  borrowed  at  this  extrava- 
gant rate  on  their  estates.  Bat  if  thej 
are  willing,  let  them  proceed  as  all  ia 
this  country  in  need  of  money  are  obliged 
to  do — let  &em  go  to  the  lenders.  Let  it 
be  understood  that  the  State  has  no 
money  to  lend,  and  that  if  it  had  it  most 
get  money  out  of  the  taxpayers'  purse 
for  the  purpose,  which  would  be  befct» 
employed  otherwise.  I  say  that  we,  who 
are  called  upon  to  be  the  guardians  of 
the  public  purse,  ought  to  resist  all 
applications  of  this  kind  by  a  olaaa 
which  has  hitherto  been  the  most  power- 
ful in  the  State,  and  that  if  we  are  to 
set  aside  the  rules  of  economy  it  ought 
to  be  in  the  interest  of  those  who  have 
been  worsted  by  what  Parliament  has 
done  in  order  to  five  them  a  better  start 
in  the  struggle  for  an  improvemeot  of 
their  condition. 

Mu.  HANDEL  COSSHAM:  Sir. 
there  is  one  advantage  in  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Load 
Handolph  Churchill)  having  come  to  the 
rescue  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  because  we  have  had  from 
the  noble  Lord  a  very  distinct  avovel 
that  the  late  Government  were  tamed 
out  of  Office  on  the  question  of  land,  and 
not,  as  it  is  sometimes  said«  on  the  Inali 
Question.  I  am  very  glad  that  we  have 
extracted  from  the  noble  Lord  that  very 
plain  statement.  The  fact  is,  howevo', 
that  the  Party  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
belongs  has  got  from  one  aide  of  the 
House  to  the  other.  Wlien  the  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  the  risible  attitude  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  I  coold  not  help 
thinking  that  there  was  a  vexy  risible 
attitude  on  the  part  of  the  late  Qovem* 
ment— that  is  to  say,  they  came  into 
power  on  a  promise  made  to  a  Party 
whom,  when  they  got  into  power,  they  re> 
warded  with  a  promise  of  coercioa.  That 
is  a  risible  attitude ;  and  in  oonnectiea 
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with  it  no  one  has  assumed  a  more 
risible  one  than  the  noble  Lord  himself. 
The  noble  Lord  was  good  enough  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  loans  to  land- 
lords in  Ireland,  under  the  late  Go- 
vernmenty  in  1879  ;  allow  me  to  remind 
the  noble  Lord  that  this  is  one  of 
the  instances  in  which  the  landed  inte- 
rest has  overriden  the  country.  We 
have  had  loans  to  the  Irish  tenants  and 
loans  to  the  Irish  landlords — loans  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayer.  But  I  am  glad 
that  this  state  of  things  has  come  to  an 
end.  The  present  Parliament  does  not 
mean  that  this  Government  should  con- 
tinue in  that  course.  There  is  a  desire 
now  to  do  justice  to  the  taxpayer,  and 
not  to  prop  up  the  landlords  at  their  ex- 
pense, which  latter  class  will  have  in 
future  to  conduct  their  business  so  as  to 
produce  the  best  result  out  of  the  land, 
or  they  will  have  to  give  way  to  better 
men.  It  is  the  interest  of  the  country 
that  we  should  have  the  best  men  on  the 
land ;  and  I  am  of  opinion  that  there 
oannot  be  a  stronger  reason  for  reform 
than  that  three-fifths  of  the  food  re- 
quired in  this  country  comes  from 
abroad,  and  not  out  of  the  land  in  which 
we  live ;  and  the  only  proposal  we  have 
made  to  us  by  the  landlords  is  that  we 
should  lend  them  more  of  the  taxpayer's 
money  at  a  rate  which  the  taxpayer  will 
lose  by.  Sir,  I  do  hope  that  the  result 
of  what  has  taken  place  will  be  that  the 
door  will  be  shut  for  ever  on  the  part  of 
the  taxpayer  against  the  rapacity  of  the 
landlora. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed, ''  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

TENANTS    OP    GLEBE    LANDS 
(IRELAND).— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  W.  O'BEIEN  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  Motion  which  stands  in 
my  name  upon  the  Paper — 

<<That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
relief  provided  by  the  23rd  section  of  *The 
Pnrdiase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1886,'  in  re- 
spect of  lessees  and  tenants  purdiasing  Church 
lands  in  Ireland  is  inadequate  and  inaccessible, 
and  that  the  condition  of  these  purchasers, 
owing  to  the  exceptional  circumstances  under 
which  they  were  induced  to  exercise  their  ri^ht 
of  pre-emption,  and  owing  to  a  long  succession 
of  disastrous  seasons,  claims  the  urgent  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  a  view 
to  making  further  and  more  effectual  provision 
for  their  relief." 

VOL.  OOOn.    [thibd  series.] 


I  do  not  at  this  hour  want  to  enter  into 
this  subject  at  great  length,  although 
it  is  of  the  greatest  interest  to  my  con- 
stituents in  South  Tyrone,  and  to  a  large 
number  of  the  tenantry  in  every  part  of 
Ulster.  This  is  one  of  the  questions  of 
which  I  may  say  that  there  is  absolute 
unanimity  upon  it  between  those  who  are 
Nationalists  and  those  who  are  not.  I 
believe  that  the  majority  of  the  pur- 
chasers themselves  are  Presbyterians.  I 
do  not  know  whether  there  are  any  hon. 
Members  from  Ulster  present,  who 
usually  sit  about  the  Gangway ;  but  I 
think  they  would  be  able  to  say  that 
their  constituents  think  as  strongly  on 
this  subject  as  ours  do,  and  would  recol- 
lect the  sympathy  they  expressed  for  the 
class  concerned  in  their  speeches  in  Ire- 
land. I  think  also  that  they  will  say 
that  this  is  in  no  sense  whatever  a  Party 
question,  and  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  sees  his  way  to  aflPord 
relief  to  this  most  struggling  and  de- 
serving class  of  Irish  tenants,  he  will  be 
sending  a  message  of  peace  into  Ulster 
that  will  be  received  with  the  greatest 
satisfaction,  and  also  with  feelings  which 
will  tend  to  allay  that  exasperation  which 
exists  upon  the  subject.  The  purchase 
of  the  glebe  lands  by  the  tenants  was 
in  no  respect  a  voluntary  transaction. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Act,  1868,  the  tenants  were  obliged  to 
exercise  their  right  of  pre-emption,  or 
the  property  would  have  been  sold  and 
new  landlords  put  over  them ;  they  were 
compelled  to  purchase  at  the  valuation 
of  the  Ohurch  Commissioners,  which  was, 
practically  speaking,  the  landlords'  valua- 
tion, and  was,  at  one  time,  at  the  enor- 
mous rate  of  23  or  24  years'  purchase, 
and  this,  in  the  case  of  poorer  tenants, 
was  run  up  as  high  as  30  and  35  years' 
purchase.  They  were  obliged,  in  addi- 
tion, to  scrape  together  one- fourth  of  the 
purchase-money,  and  almost  all  of  them 
had  to  raise  the  money  from  banks  at  6  per 
cent,  while  many  of  them  had  to  borrow 
from  private  money  lenders,  at  an  enor- 
mous rate  of  interest.  Sir,  the  Irish 
tenants  have  received  absolutely  no 
benefit  from  the  land  legislation  of  the 
last  15  years.  Even  leaseholders  have 
managed  to  get  temporary  abatements 
of  rent  at  various  times,  and  they  are 
now  under  the  provisions  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Act ;  but  these  poor  purchasers 
of  glebe  lands  are  fastened  down  to  CQn« 
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ditions  wnioh  were  wholly  insoffioient  for 
their  benefit.  Instead  of  getting  a  re- 
batement  of  rent,  they  have  been  paying 
in  all  caseB  a  large  rent-charge  at  a  time 
when  rents  were  being  lowered  all  over 
Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  I  put  it  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  whether  there  is 
any  fair  and  just  reason  why  this  should 
be  the  only  class  of  tenants  in  Ireland  to 
be  debarred  from  the  benefits  of  the 
Land  Act  and  of  the  Arrears  Act,  and 
who  are  obliged  to  buy  land  under  a 
condition  of  the  law  which  has  been  in 
all  other  cases  abrogated  ?  As  I  have 
said,  it  is  not  the  case  of  men  who  have 
entered  into  a  free  contract  with  their  eyes 
open.  They  are  purchasers  in  no  more 
voluntary  sense  than  the  laws  force  upon 
them ;  and  we  all  know  that  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  allows  these  laws  to  be 
broken.  The  purchases,  as  I  have  said, 
were  made  at  the  landlords'  valuation  at 
the  time  when  the  land  was  supposed  to 
be  worth  any  money  in  Ireland,  and  at 
prices  which  are  now  admitted  to  be  pre- 
posterous by  land  valuators.  I  may  also 
mention  that  they  purchased  the  land 
when  the  law  did  not  recognize  the  ten- 
ant's property  in  his  own  improvements, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  they  have 
had  to  purchase  their  own  improvements 
as  well  as  the  landlords.  These  people 
are  amongst  the  most  hard-working  and 
poor  of  the  struggling  tenants  in  Ulster. 
In  the  case  of  &e  poor  men  whose  pur- 
chase-money was  under  £200,  they  had 
to  repay  the  money  advanced  in  10  years 
instead  of  32  years.  Of  course,  they  had 
to  borrow  largely  from  money  lenders  at 
10  per  cent.  Now,  I  will  not  go  into  the 
details  of  the  case  of  these  poor  people, 
as  I  easily  might  do,  but  will  merely 
point  out  that  they  have  had  to  drag 
along  under  these  burdens,  through  aU 
the  terrible  years  of  distress,  not  only 
without  abatement  of  rent,  but  at  largely 
increased  rents,  when  all  the  world  knows 
it  was  very  hard  to  make  even  a  mode- 
rate rent  out  of  the  land.  The  agree- 
ment was  made  when  the  Land  Purchase 
Act  was  passed,  but  I  think  I  can  show 
that  the  Land  Purchase  Act,  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  these  poor  tenants,  was  wholly 
inadequate  and  insufficient;  and  whe- 
ther it  is  or  not,  it  is  practically  inopera- 
tive for  the  great  bulk  of  them.  It  is 
really  insufficient,  because  it  takes  no 
account  of  the  interest  of  tenants  who 
made  improvement,  so  that  they  are  left 
in  the  position  of  buying  what  the  law 
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now  acknowledges  to  be  their  own  pro- 
perty. It  iaina&qaate,l>eoaii8e  it  leaves 
these  poor  people  in  the  grip  of    tke 
money  lenders  for  the  balance  of  pur- 
chase-money.   I  oould  give  partioidars 
in  which  it  excludes  a  whole  class  of  the 
tenants  in  question — for  instaace,  those 
holding  leases.    But  it  excludes  persons 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  whose  pundiase- 
money  was  really  still  more  extoivagsnt. 
The  relief  to  them  is  altogether  inacces- 
sible, because  it  only  operates  on  their 
clearing  off  arrears.     It  is  perfectly  im- 
possible that  these  small  farmers,  cir- 
cumstanced as  they  are,  can  have  passed 
through  the  last  terrible  years  without 
having  got  into  arrears  and  into  a  stsie 
of  hopeless  distress.  I  do  not  think  tkat 
anyone  can  pretend  that  these  men  have 
broken  down  through  any  fault  of  their 
own.    During  a  great  many  years  they 
have  struggled  on,  having  paid    rent 
and  the  instalments  to  the  banks  and 
money  lenders,  and  I  think  the  fieport 
of  the  Church  Commissioners  bears  testi- 
mony to  the  way  in  which  these  men 
have  met  their  engagements  and  con- 
tinued their  industry.  Now,  the  position 
of  these  poor  people  is  that  they  are 
debarred  from  all  benefit  of  the  Ijaad 
Act  and  Arrears  Act,  which  every  oth^ 
dass  of  tenants  enjoy,  while  at  the  aams 
time  they  are  at  the  mercy  of  the  mon^ 
lenders,  whereas  other  tenants  receive 
their  purchase-money  from  the  State; 
and,  finally,  even  the  partial  relief  thai 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  purports  to  afford 
them  is  altogether  inadequate  and  in- 
operative, because  they  cannot  dear  off 
arrears  of  rents,  which  in  every  other 
case  has  been  rebated  long  ago.  If  tiMte 
is  a  grievance  here,  which  I  think  win 
not  be  denied,  and  if  there  is  no  other 
remedy  for  it,  I  must  say,  speaking  fior 
myseli,  that  I  think  it  woidd  not  inTohrs 
a  very  large  grant  from  the  Viilimro  of 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  to 
some  provision  that  would  enable 
poor  people  to  compound  with 
arrears  upon  some  equitable  tams,  and 
enable  them  to  get  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  money  lenders  by  obtaining  loaas 
on  the  same  terms  as  any  other  tenants  in 
Ireland  can  get  them,  and  to  faring  aboaft 
such  modifications  of  their  position  that 
the  Land  Commission,  or  other  G>iiit  cf 
Equity  in  Ireland,  may  pises  them  on 
an  equality  with  other  tenants.    ThaX^ 
Sir,  is  all  we  ask  for,  and  I  throw  it  oirt 
upon  my  own  responsibility,  not 
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how  far  it  will  be  supported  by  my  hon. 
Friends  around  me.  I  may  say  that  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund  is  Irish  money; 
it  has  been  used  for  many  useful  pur- 
poses, including  the  assistance  of  tenants 
in  clearing  off  arrears,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  it  can  be  better  employed 
than  in  enabling  these  poor  tenants  to 
continue  their  honest  business.  I  must 
confess  that  it  is  very  reluctantly  that  I 
press  forward  at  this  moment  anything 
that  could  embarrass  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
laud  (Mr.  John  Morley),  or  distract  him 
from  the  very  great  duties  he  has  to 
perform,  and  I  think  I  m^  say  that 
every  man  around  me  from  Ireland  are 
disposed  to  remove  from  his  way  as 
many  difficulties  as  they  can.  This, 
however,  is  a  case  of  extreme  emergency 
concerning  a  large  body  of  tenants  in 
the  North  of  Irdand,  and  upon  which 
there  is,  amongst  all  classes  there,  prac- 
tical unanimity.  I  hope.  Sir,  that  some 
remedy  will  be  found  for  the  evil  I  have 
described,  and  I  do  earnestly  appeal  to 
the  Chidf  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  give 
us  some  sort  of  assurance  that  these  poor 
men  will  not  be  driven  to  the  wall,  but 
that  they  will  be  allowed  to  participate 
in  the  advantages  which  the  law  has 
granted  to  every  other  class  of  tenants 
in  Ireland. 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowuee):  Sir,  as 
this  is  a  Treasury  matter,  I  may,  perhaps, 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  state  the  case  from  our 
point  of  view.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  has,  I  think,  put  his  case 
in  a  very  fair  and  temperate  manner  to 
the  House,  and  I  have  no  intention  to 
present  the  matter  from  a  hard  or  stem 
standpoint.  The  case  which  my  hon. 
Friend  presents  to  the  House  is  that  of 
the  occupying  tenants  who  purchased 
under  the  Irish  Ohurch  Acts  the  glebe 
lands  then  in  their  occupation,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  has  stated  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy the  position  of  land  m  Ireland 
when  this  took  place.  There  was  at 
that  time  a  competition  which  to-day  is 
unknown,  and  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce  was  then  very  different  from 
what  it  is  now.  I  will  state  to  the 
House  what  the  prices  of  land  were, 
and  they  will  then  see  how  this  opera- 
tion has  been  carried  out.  At  that  time 
there  were  about  8,400  tenancies  in 
glebe  land,  bringing  in  an  annual  rental 


of  £98,000.  Of  those  holdings  there 
were  6,050  occupiers  who  became  pur- 
chasers ;  and  this,  I  think,  constitutes  a 
strong  argument  in  favour  of  the  law 
which  enables  tenants  to  become  pur- 
chasers of  their  holdings.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  price,  I  have  to 
qualify  what  has  been  said  as  to  the 
price  being  oppressive,  because  the  com- 
petition of  tenants  for  the  purchase  of  the 
land  was  so  great  that  they  gave  more 
than  could  be  obtained  for  it  by  auction 
— the  average  price  at  auction  being 
22^  years,  whereas  the  average  price 
given  by  the  tenants  was  22f  years' 
purchase.  That  was  a  high  price, 
looked  at  in  the  light  of  1886,  although 
not  so  when  looked  at  in  the  light  of 
1870.  I  should  like  to  mention  to  the 
House  the  admirable  manner  in  which 
the  instalments  of  purchase-money  have 
been  paid.  The  principal  and  interest 
combined  represents  an  annual  income 
of  £106,000,  and  the  total  arrears  spread 
over  the  whole  term,  from  1870  to  1885, 
only  amount  to  £34,500,  the  aggregate 
purchase-money  at  the  price  g^ven  by 
tenants  being  £1,750,000.  I  may  say 
that  the  figures  brought  before  me  the 
other  day  at  the  Treasury,  and  the  He- 
turns  showing  the  manner  in  which  the 
seed  loan  has  been  repaid,  together 
with  the  small  amount  of  arrears  in 
connection  with  that  loan,  have  as- 
tounded me,  and  showed  that  where 
public  money  had  been  advanced  to 
Irish  tenants  and  landlords  also,  it  has 
been  paid  with  an  honesty,  integrity, 
and  promptitude  which  contrasts  fa- 
vourably with  loans  made  in  any  other 
portion  of  the  Empire.  The  law  re- 
quired one- fourth  of  the  purchase-money 
to  be  paid  in  cash,  the  remaining 
three-fourths  being  covered  by  mort- 
gages; the  terms  on  which  the  loans 
were  made  cannot,  I  think,  be  said 
to  be  high — the  rate  of  interest  was 
4  per  cent,  and  the  loans  were  repayable 
in  32  years.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  has  stated  that  the  interest  of 
the  tenants  in  their  improvements  had 
not  been  taken  into  account ;  but  the 
statement  made  by  the  Treasury  is  to 
the  contrary.  However,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  discuss  that  point ;  but  taking 
the  fact  that  these  tenants  were  paying 
interest  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent,  that 
they  had  to  repay  the  amount  ^lent  in  32 
years,  and  that  they  continued  to  pay 
during  a  time  of  great  agricultural  de* 
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presfiion  in  Ireland  ;  taking  also  into 
account  that  loans  were  made  to  other 
tenants  on  much  more  fayourable  terms 
—this,  I  say,  constituted  a  case  of  hard- 
ship. Well,  Sir,  the  late  Government 
dealt  with  that  hardship  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament.  And  what  did 
the  late  Government  do  with  reference 
to  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  ?  Supported, 
I  believe,  by  the  action  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  the  North  and  South  of  Ire- 
land, Ulster  included,  they  put  into  the 
Bill  a  clause — which  is  now  Section  23 
of  the  Act — to  the  effect  that  the  rate  of 
interest  then  being  paid  by  these  tenants 
should  be  reduced  to  8^-  per  cent,  and 
that  the  term  of  payment  should  be  ex- 
tended from  32  to  49  years.  That  was 
the  relief  given  by  the  Treasury  in  the 
measure  of  last  year ;  and  I  think  it  is  one 
that  has  been,  and  will  continue  to  be,  ap- 
preciated. There  is  another  point  con- 
nected with  this  case  which  has  to  be 
looked  at.  It  is  outside  the  question  of 
law ;  it  is  a  question  of  policy,  and  as 
such  will,  no  doubt,  be  dealt  with  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  The  bulk  of  these 
tenants,  when  they  purchased  their  hold- 
ings, not  having  the  one-fourth  of  the 
purchase-money  in  their  possession,  had 
to  borrow  it  from  outside  lenders.  And 
they  had  to  borrow  it,  no  doubt,  at  very 
usurious  rates  of  interest — probably,  in 
borrowing  the  one-fourth,  they  incurred 
a  more  onerous  burden  than  in  borrow- 
ing the  other  three-fourths  of  the  pur- 
chase-money ;  and  I  understand  that  we 
are  asked  to  give  some  facilities  with 
reference  to  the  one-fourth.  I  under- 
stand, also,  that  another  point  is  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)— namely,  that  the  23rd 
clause  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  is 
coupled  with  the  condition  that  no  one 
shall  avail  himself  of  it  who  has  not 
paid  up  arrears.  I  must  say,  looking 
at  the  small  amount  of  arrears,  that 
there  need  be  no  long  controversy  on  that 
ground.  The  question  of  policy  does 
not  fall  within  my  Department.  I  can 
only  say,  so  far  as  the  Treasury  is  con- 
cerned, that  we  shall  be  ready  to  co- 
operate with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  in  taking  such  steps  and  passing 
such  measures  as  may,  on  the  one  hand, 
be  fair  and  liberal  to  the  Irish  glebe 
land  tenants,  and  which,  at  the  same 
time,  will  be  just  to  the  general  taxpayer. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


Colonel  WAEING  :  I  rise,  Sir,  tv 
seize  the  opportunity,  which  may  never 
recur,  of  agreeing  with  hon.  Memboi 
behind  me.  In  this  matter  I  am  entirelj 
in  accord  with  them ;  and  I  think  that 
the  very  deserving  class  of  tenants 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
proposed  this  Eesolution  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  have  been  most  curiously 
overlooked  in  dealing  with  the  Iri^ 
Land  Question.  I  do  not  feel  the  em- 
barrassment which  the  hon.  Ghentlemaa 
felt  in  broaching  this  question,  becaiis« 
I  do  not,  perhaps,  feel  quite  so  anxiooa 
as  he  does  as  to  whether  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  should  have  his 
time  taken  up  by  it.  He  may  readily 
be  worse  employed,  and  I  do  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find 
time  to  deal  with  this  question  effec- 
tually. Whether  that  wonderful  widow's 
cruse,  the  Irish  Church  Fond,  will 
be  found  to  have  still  a  few  drops  <^ 
oil  in  it,  I  cannot  undertake  to  say; 
but  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  con- 
cluding remarks  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  I  should 
be  inclined  to  say  that  it  afforded  about 
the  only  chance  of  relief  for  the  tenants 
in  question.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  liberality  with  which  Iiiah 
tenants  have  been  treated.  Bat,  Sir, 
that  has  been  a  purely  vicarious  Hbe- 
rality;  it  has  been  at  the  expense  of 
others,  and  it  has  not  yet  fallen  on  die 
English  taxpayer.  If  a  new  era  is  to 
arise,  and  if  the  English  taxpayer,  as 
personified  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, is  going  to  put  his  hand  in  his 
pocket,  I  am  extremely  glad  to  hectf  it 
for  the  sake  of  this  distressed  dass  el 
tenants,  who,  I  hope,  will  derive  sone 
advantage  from  it.  But,  Sir,  X  was  vsiy 
much  struck  by  the  account  giren  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  of  the  won- 
derful punctuality  with  which  these  rests 
have  been  paid  by  the  tenants ;  and  it 
occurs  to  me  that  if  other  tenants  had 
been  as  thrifty  as  those  whose  case  we 
are  now  considering,  we  might  possibly 
have  heard  not  quite  so  much  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  paying  impossible  rents.  If 
the  rents  reduced  by  the  Land  Oomt  by 
25  per  cent  are  impossible  rents,  bow 
can  these  men  pay  up  their  still  more  im- 

Eossible  rents  with  a  punctuality  wfaith 
as  called  for  the  admiration  of  the  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trss- 
Bury  ?    Sir,  I  think  that  a  dass  of  men 
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who  have  performed  such  a  miracle  as 
this  are  deserving  of  the  greatest  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  I  certainly  hope  that 
they  will  receive  it.  At  this  late  hour 
(12.40),  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  oc- 
cupy the  time  of  the  House  at  length  in 
speaking  on  this  suhject. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Sir,  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  with  regard  to  some  ohserva- 
tions  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  which  struck  me  very 
much  at  the  time.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
remarked  that    these   tenants    bought 
their  holdings  at  the  market  price  in 
the  best  of  times ;  but  I  believe  that  not 
only  did  these  unfortunate  tenants  buy 
their  holdings  at  the  market  price,  but 
that    they  bought  them  at    over    the 
market  price.     It  has  been  said  that,  of 
course,  a  man  must  suffer  for  his  own 
fault ;  but  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  must  recollect 
that  these  men  were  in  peculiar  circum- 
stances.     Land    hunger    at    the    time 
amounted  almost  to  a  madness ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  remember 
that  it  was  at  the  time  impossible  for 
any  man  to  buy  his  holding  until  the 
Act  was  passed.     This  was  the  first  op- 
portunity that  the  poor  tenant  in  Ireland 
ever  had  of  buying  his  holding,  which 
in  his  eyes  was  like  a  priceless  gem ;  he 
did  not  consider  the  value  of  the  land, 
but  gave  for  it  a  really  fancy  price.  But 
I  will  not  detain  the  House  by  repeating 
what  has  been  so  ably  said  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  at  my  side  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 
We  have  had  a  remarkable  admission 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  as 
to  how  these  people  have  struggled  on 
to  pay  the  money  due  to  the  Treasury, 
and  that  they  had    succeeded    in    re- 
paying almost  the  whole  of  the  money 
advanced;    and  what  I  have  to  urge 
now  is  that  it  has  come  to  this  pass — 
that  some  attempt  must  be  made  to  re- 
lieve the  tenants  whose  case  has  been 
placed  before  the  House.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  agree  it  would  be  a  cruel  injus- 
tice if  some  means  were  not  devised — 
means  which  would  entail  no  loss  on  the 
English  Treasury — to  enable  men,  whom 
everybody  admits  are  honest  men,  in- 
dustrious men,  and  men  who  are  in  every 
way  a  credit  to  the  country,  to  struggle 
on  through  these   adverse    times   and 
keep  the  roofs  over  their  heads. 


LoBD  EENEST  HAMILTON:  I 
should  like  to  say  a  very  few  words  with 
reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 
The  hon.  Member  pointed  out  plainly 
and  forcibly  the  very  difficult  conditions 
under  which  many  of  the  glebe  tenants 
are  now  labouring,  and  he  showed  clearly 
how  very  partial  was  the  Belief  Act  of 
1885.  I  do  trust  this  House  will  give 
this  very  important  question  its  most 
earnest  attention ;  for  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that,  of  all  the  agricul- 
tural population  in  Ireland,  there  is  no 
class  that  is  so  deserving  of  sympathy, 
and  has  suffered  so  much  from  the  re- 
cent depreciation  in  the  value  of  land, 
as  these  glebe  purchasers.  We  hear  a 
great  deal  of  the  hardships  of  the  posi- 
tion occupied  by  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland  ;  but  if  the  position  of  the  men 
who  have  enjoyed  aU  the  advantages  of 
recent  land  legislation  is  hard — and  no 
one  disputes  that  it  is  hard — ^I  ask  how 
much  worse  must  be  the  position  of  those 
men  who  were  induced  to  purchase  their 
holdings  when  land  was  at  a  premium, 
when  the  rents  were,  in  many  cases  to 
my  certain  knowledge,  from  25  to  30 
per  cent  over  Griffiths's  valuation,  and 
when  these  exorbitant  rents  were  made 
the  basis  on  which  to  conduct  the  sale  ? 
The  claims  of  this  particular  portion  of 
the  agricultural  population  of  Ireland 
have  hitherto,  I  think,  been  rather  neg- 
lected ;  they  have  not  been  brought  into 
the  prominence  which  their  merits  de- 
served— a  fact  which  I  think  is  owing 
mainly  to  one  or  two  reasons.  In  the 
first  place,  because  the  glebe  tenants 
have  hitherto — and  I  hope .  they  will 
continue  to  do  so— only  brought  their 
claims  into  notice  in  a  Constitutional 
manner ;  they  have  not  resorted  to  the 
apparently  powerful  —  I  might  almost 
say  unanswerable — argument  of  crime 
and  outrage;  and,  secondly,  because 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  usually  take  it 
upon  themselves  to  advocate  the  claims 
of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  have 
hitherto  rather  neglected  this  portion  of 
the  farmer  class.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
Nay;  the  Tory  Members.]  I  think  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  have  hitherto  to  a 
certain  extent  neglected  this  portion  of 
the  agricultural  population  of  Ireland. 
There  is  a  reason  for  it,  no  doubt.  The 
fact  must  be  partly  owing,  I  think,  to 
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pression  in  Ireland  ;  taking  also  into 
account  that  loans  were  made  to  other 
tenants  on  much  more  favourable  terms 
—this,  I  say,  constituted  a  case  of  hard- 
ship. Well,  Sir,  the  late  Government 
dealt  with  that  hardship  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament.  And  what  did 
the  late  Government  do  with  reference 
to  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  ?  Supported, 
I  believe,  by  the  action  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  the  North  and  South  of  Ire- 
land, Ulster  included,  they  put  into  the 
Bill  a  clause— which  is  now  Section  23 
of  the  Act — to  the  effect  that  the  rate  of 
interest  then  being  paid  by  these  tenants 
should  be  reduced  to  3^^  per  cent,  and 
that  the  term  of  payment  should  be  ex- 
tended from  32  to  49  years.  That  was 
the  relief  given  by  the  Treasury  in  the 
measure  of  last  year ;  and  I  think  it  is  one 
that  has  been,  and  will  continue  to  be,  ap- 
preciated. There  is  another  point  con- 
nected with  this  case  which  has  to  be 
looked  at.  It  is  outside  the  question  of 
law ;  it  is  a  question  of  policy,  and  as 
such  will,  no  doubt,  be  dealt  with  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  The  bulk  of  these 
tenants,  when  they  purchased  their  hold- 
ings, not  having  the  one-fourth  of  the 
purchase-money  in  their  possession,  had 
to  borrow  it  from  outside  lenders.  And 
they  had  to  borrow  it,  no  doubt,  at  very 
usurious  rates  of  interest — probably,  in 
borrowing  the  one-fourth,  they  incurred 
a  more  onerous  burden  than  in  borrow- 
ing the  other  three-fourths  of  the  pur- 
chase-money ;  and  I  understand  that  we 
are  asked  to  give  some  facilities  with 
reference  to  the  one-fourth.  I  under- 
stand, also,  that  another  point  is  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)— namely,  that  the  23rd 
clause  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  is 
coupled  with  the  condition  that  no  one 
shall  avail  himself  of  it  who  has  not 
paid  up  arrears.  I  must  say,  looking 
at  the  small  amount  of  arrears,  that 
there  need  be  no  long  controversy  on  that 
ground.  The  question  of  policy  does 
not  fall  within  my  Department.  I  can 
only  say,  so  far  as  the  Treasury  is  con- 
cerned, that  we  shall  be  ready  to  co- 
operate with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  in  taking  such  steps  and  passing 
such  measures  as  may,  on  the  one  hand, 
be  fair  and  liberal  to  the  Irish  glebe 
land  tenants,  and  which,  at  the  same 
time,  will  be  just  to  the  general  taxpayer. 

Mr.  H.  JET.  Fowler 


Colonel  WAMNG:  I  rise,  Kr,  t» 
seize  the  opportunity,  which  may  nervr 
recur,  of  agreeing  with  hon.  Member 
behind  me.  In  this  matter  I  am  entirely 
in  accord  with  them ;  and  I  think  tliat 
the  very  deserving  class  of  tenants 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
proposed  this  Besolution  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  have  been  most  cnrionsly 
overlooked  in  dealing  with  the  Irish 
Land  Question.  I  do  not  feel  the  ooz- 
barrassment  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
felt  in  broaching  this  question,  becao^ 
I  do  not,  perhaps,  feel  quite  so  anxioos 
as  he  does  as  to  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  should  have  his 
time  taken  up  by  it.  He  may  readily 
be  worse  employed,  and  I  do  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  £nd 
time  to  deal  with  this  question  effec- 
tually. Whether  that  wonderful  widow's 
cruse,  the  Irish  Ohuroh  Fund,  will 
be  found  to  have  still  a  few  drops  of 
oil  in  it,  I  cannot  undertake  to  say; 
but  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  ooa- 
cluding  remarks  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  I  should 
be  inclined  to  say  that  it  affoixled  abovt 
the  only  chance  of  relief  for  the  tenants 
in  question.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  liberality  with  whi<^  Irish 
tenants  have  been  treated.  But,  Sir, 
that  has  been  a  purely  vicarioos  libe* 
rality;  it  has  been  at  the  expense  of 
others,  and  it  has  not  yet  fallen  on  the 
English  taxpayer.  If  a  new  era  is  to 
arise,  and  if  the  English  taxpay^*,  as 
personified  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, is  going  to  put  his  hand  in  hit 
pocket,  I  am  extremely  glad  to  hear  it 
for  the  sake  of  this  distressed  class  of 
tenants,  who,  I  hope,  will  derive  soms 
advantage  from  it.  But,  Sir,  I  was  very 
much  struck  by  the  account  given  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  of  the  won* 
derful  punctuality  with  which  these  rents 
have  been  paid  by  the  tenants ;  and  it 
occurs  to  me  that  if  other  tenants  had 
been  as  thrifty  as  those  whose  case  we 
are  now  considering,  we  might  possihly 
have  heard  not  quite  so  much  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  paying  impossible  rents.  If 
the  rents  reduced  by  the  Land  Court  by 
25  per  cent  are  impossible  rents;,  how 
can  these  men  pay  up  their  still  more  im- 

Eossible  rents  with  a  punctuality  whkh 
as  called  for  the  admiration  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
suiy  ?    Sir,  I  think  that  a  dass  of 
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wlio  have  performed  such  a  miracle  as 
this  are  deserving  of  the  greatest  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  I  certainly  hope  that 
they  will  receive  it.  At  this  late  hour 
(12.40),  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  oc- 
cupy the  time  of  the  House  at  length  in 
speaking  on  this  subject. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Sir,  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  with  regard  to  some  observa- 
tions which  fell  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  which  struck  me  very 
much  at  the  time.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
remarked  that    these   tenants    bought 
their  holdings  at  the  market  price  in 
the  best  of  times ;  but  I  believe  that  not 
only  did  these  unfortunate  tenants  buy 
their  holdings  at  the  market  price,  but 
that   they  bought  them  at    over    the 
market  price.    It  has  been  said  that,  of 
oourse,  a  man  must  suffer  for  his  own 
fault ;  but  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  must  recollect 
that  these  men  were  in  peculiar  circum- 
stances.     Land    hunger    at    the    time 
amounted  almost  to  a  madness ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  remember 
that  it  was  at  the  time  impossible  for 
any  man  to  buy  his  holding  imtil  the 
Act  was  passed.     This  was  the  first  op- 
portunity that  the  poor  tenant  in  Ireland 
ever  had  of  buving  his  holding,  which 
in  his  eyes  was  like  a  priceless  gem ;  he 
did  not  consider  the  value  of  the  land, 
but  gave  for  it  a  really  fancy  price.  But 
X  will  not  detain  the  House  by  repeating 
mrhat  has  been  so  ably  said  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  at  my  side  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 
We  have  had  a  remarkable  admission 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuxy  as 
to  how  these  people  have  struggled  on 
to  pay  the  money  due  to  the  Treasury, 
and  that  they  had    succeeded    in    re- 
paying almost  the  whole  of  the  money 
advanced;    and  what  I  have  to  urge 
now  is  that  it  has  come  to  this  pass — 
that  some  attempt  must  be  made  to  re- 
lieve the  tenants  whose  case  has  been 
placed  before  the  House.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  agree  it  would  be  a  cruel  injus- 
tice if  some  means  were  not  devised — 
means  which  would  entail  no  loss  on  the 
English  Treasury — ^to  enable  men,  whom 
everybody  admits  are  honest  men,  in- 
dustrious men,  and  men  who  are  in  every 
way  a  credit  to  the  country,  to  struggle 
on  through  these   adverse    times   and 
keep  the  roofs  over  their  heads. 


LoBD  EBNEST  HAMILTON:  I 
should  like  to  say  a  very  few  words  with 
reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 
The  hon.  Member  pointed  out  plainly 
and  forcibly  the  very  difficult  conditions 
under  which  many  of  the  glebe  tenants 
are  now  labouring,  and  he  showed  clearly 
how  very  partial  was  the  Belief  Act  of 
1885.  I  Qo  trust  this  House  will  give 
this  very  important  question  its  most 
earnest  attention ;  for  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that,  of  all  the  agricul- 
tural population  in  Ireland,  there  is  no 
class  that  is  so  deserving  of  sympathy, 
and  has  suffered  so  much  from  the  re- 
cent depreciation  in  the  value  of  land, 
as  these  glebe  purchasers.  We  hear  a 
gpreat  deal  of  the  hardships  of  the  posi- 
tion occupied  by  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland  ;  but  if  the  position  of  the  men 
who  have  enjoyed  all  the  advantages  of 
recent  land  legislation  is  hard — and  no 
one  disputes  that  it  is  hard — I  ask  how 
much  worse  must  be  the  position  of  those 
men  who  were  induced  to  purchase  their 
holdings  when  land  was  at  a  premium, 
when  the  rents  were,  in  many  cases  to 
my  certain  knowledge,  from  25  to  30 
per  cent  over  Griffiths's  valuation,  and 
when  these  exorbitant  rents  were  made 
the  basis  on  which  to  conduct  the  sale  ? 
The  claims  of  this  particular  portion  of 
the  ag^cultural  population  of  Ireland 
have  hitherto,  I  think,  been  rather  neg- 
lected ;  they  have  not  been  brought  into 
the  prominence  which  their  merits  de- 
served— a  fact  which  I  think  is  owing 
mainly  to  one  or  two  reasons.  In  the 
first  place,  because  the  glebe  tenants 
have  hitherto — and  I  hope .  they  will 
continue  to  do  so— only  brought  their 
claims  into  notice  in  a  Constitutional 
manner ;  they  have  not  resorted  to  the 
apparently  powerful  —  I  might  almost 
say  unanswerable — argument  of  crime 
and  outrage ;  and,  secondly,  because 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  usually  take  it 
upon  themselves  to  advocate  the  claims 
of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  have 
hitherto  rather  neglected  this  portion  of 
the  farmer  class.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
Nay;  the  Tory  Members.]  I  think  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  have  hitherto  to  a 
certain  extent  neglected  this  portion  of 
the  agricultural  population  of  Ireland. 
There  is  a  reason  for  it,  no  doubt.  The 
fact  must  be  partly  owing,  I  think,  to 
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the  absence  of  any  landlord  to  abase ; 
and  I  can  quite  understand  that  the 
absence  of  any  landlord  whom  they  can 
denounce  must  lessen,  in  the  eyes  of 
hon.  Gentlemen,  the  interest  and  excite- 
ment which  naturally  attach  to  the  land 
agitation.  I  am  glad  that  we  who  re* 
present  Ulster  constituencies  are  in  per- 
fect accord  with  hon.  Members  who  sit 
below  the  Gangway.  [Mr.  W.  O'Beien  : 
Who  did  represent  Ulster  constituen- 
cies.] Several  suggestions  have  been 
made  in  this  matter ;  and  I  should  like, 
if  I  shall  not  be  out  of  Order — I  am  very 
ignorant  of  the  usages  of  the  House, 
and  I  find  it  most  difficult  to  obtedn  re- 
liable information  from  the  older  hon. 
Members — to  make  a  suggestion,  be- 
cause I  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
conversing  with  many  of  the  glebe  pur- 
chasers of  Ireland,  and  I  think  I  am 
tolerably  conversant  with  their  views  on 
this  subject,  and  with  the  remedies  which 
suggest  themselves  to  their  minds.  In 
many  cases  the  rents  were  considerably 
over  Griffith's  valuation ;  and  I  have 
reason  to  know  that  it  would  meet  with 
the  views  of  the  glebe  purchasers  in 
Ireland  if  the  amount  of  the  rent  which 
was  in  excess,  multiplied  by  the  number 
of  years'  purchase  given,  were  deducted 
from  the  instalments  still  due.  One  of 
the  undoubted  hardships  is  not  so  much 
the  number  of  years'  purchase,  or  the 
exorbitant  rents  on  the  basis  of  which 
the  sale  was  conducted,  but  the  fact  that 
they  were  forced,  in  order  to  lay  down 
the  amount  of  purchase-money  required, 
to  resort  to  usurers  and  borrow  money 
at  great  interest.  I  believe  I  am  right 
in  stating  that  the  Church  Temporalities 
Commissioners  had  power  to  invest 
money  in  cases  where  the  entire  amount 
of  the  purchase-money  was  under  £100. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  many  of  the  un- 
fortunate tenants  whose  purchase-money 
was  under  £100  were  —  because  they 
were  required  to  pay  one-half  down — 
forced  to  go  to  usurers,  and  by  these 
men  were  persuaded  that  it  would  be  to 
their  advantage  to  borrow  the  whole  of 
the  money.  A  reference  to  the  Betums 
will  show  that  this  was  done  in  many 
cases;  you  will  find  that  in  instances 
where  the  amount  of  the  purchase -money 
was  under  £100  the  whole  sum  was  paid 
down.  I  think  it  would  be  only  fair 
that  the  amount  of  money  that  the  pur- 
chasers were  compelled  to  pay  should 
now  be  advanced  to  the  men  by  the 

Zord  Hmest  MimiUen 


State  at  the  same  rate  of  intereot  and  on 
the  same  conditions  as  if  they  had  been 
purchasers  under  the  Act  of  1885.  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  longer.  I 
hope  the  Gt>vemment  will  give  tins 
matter  its  most  earnest  oonsideratKni, 
and  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  tiie 
Gangway  and  hon.  Gentlemen  repre- 
senting similar  views  to  myself  wiU 
long  continue  to  be  in  the  same  aooord 
we  are  in  on  this  matter. 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  tob  IRE. 
LAND  (Mr.  Johk  Morley)  :  I  think 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton) 
has  scarcely,  in  all  his  remarks,  kept  up 
the  tone  of  sincere  desire  to  be  in  aooora 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way ;  and  he  certainly  is  in  error  in  sup- 
posing that  he  and  those  who  sit  near 
him  have  only  the  right  to  speak  for 
Ulster. 

Lord  EENEST  HAMILTON:  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
misunderstood  me.  I  do  not  think  I 
said  anything  of  the  sort.  I  did  sot 
say  we  were  the  only  Members  who  had 
a  right  to  represent  Ulster.  If  I  did 
not  say  so  in  so  many  words,  X  mecmt  to 
convey  that  I  was  a  Member  of  the  Party 
which,  I  believe,  goes  by  the  name  of 
the  Ulster  Party. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY:  I  do  not 
think  that  hon.  Members  sitting  opposite 
me  can  any  longer  claim  to  be  the  Be- 
presentatives  of  the  Ulster  Party.  But 
1  will  not  pursue  the  point ;  it  is  not  an 
important  one.  Well,  Sir,  it  cannot  be 
denied,  and  is  not  denied  in  any  part  of 
the  House,  that  the  case  of  the  glebe 
purchasers  in  Ireland  is  a  very  hard  one. 
These  purchasers  paid  prices  which,  nn- 
doubtedly,  they  would  not  have  paid  if 
they  could  have  foreseen  the  legialatifNi 
which  took  place  in  1880  or  1881 ;  rtffl 
less  if  they  could  have  foreseen  the 
enormous  ehange  that  has  since  oooe 
over  the  economic  condition  of  agricnl- 
tural  pursuits  in  Ireland.  It  is  clear  ther 
entered  into  bargains  which  have  turned 
out  bad  and  unprofitable.  ConsidenBg 
how  much  has  been  done  to  relieve  Irish 
tenants  of  all  kinds,  it  does  seem  hud 
that  these  men,  who  showed  themsalrei 
provident,  self-denying,  and  wisely  de- 
sirous to  secure  their  holdings,  should 
be  suffering  hiurdship  for  wut  was,  in 
fact,  no  faiut  of  their  own.  On  that  I 
think  we  are  all  agreed.  The  oilj 
difficulty  is  how  are  we  to  ffire  them 
relief  ?     The  hon.  Member  for  Soalh 
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Tyrone  (Mr,  W.  O'Brien)  has  suggested 
a  grant  from  the  Ohuroh  Surplus.    I 
am  not  very  willing,  at  the  first  glance, 
to  fall  in  with  that  proposal,  though  it 
is  not  an  inequitable  one  in  itself,  be- 
cause I  think  there  are  other  purposes 
in  contemplation  for  which  the  Church 
Surplus  may  be  useful.    The  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ernest  Hamil- 
ton) is  also  open  to  a  great  deal  of 
criticism,  with  which  I  will  not  now 
trouble  the  House.    I  will  only  promise 
the  House  that,  in  that  reconsideration 
of  the  whole  Land  Question  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter (Mr.  Qladstone)  has  announced  as 
one  of  the  three  objects  of  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government,  the  case  of 
the  glebe  purchasers  shall  not,  if  we  can 
help  it,  be  overlooked.    My  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Powler)  has  stated  clearly  enough  how 
the  matter  stands  financially;    and  I 
think  he  has  pointed  out  one  direction 
in  which  some  relief  may  be  granted. 
1  mean  a  relaxation  of  the   sub-sec- 
tion of  the  Act — the  23rd  section  of 
the  Purchase  Act — ^which  insists  upon 
the  payment  of  all  instalments  in  arrear 
before  any  adyantage  can  be  taken  of  that 
section.    I  think,  without  further  con- 
sideration, I  can  hold  out  hopes  of  being 
able  to  relax  that  section ;  but  whether 
that  can  be  done  before  measures  of 
larger  scope  are    brought    before  the 
Legislature,  I  rather  doubt.    I  should 
say  it  is  hardly  worth  while  raising  a 
minute  point  of  that  kind  when  larger 
measures  are  in  contemplation.    Under 
these    circumstances,   I  will   only    re- 
peat that  we  shall  not  lose  sight  of  the 
interests  brought  before  us  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South    Tyrone   (Mr.    W. 
O'Brien);    they  will  take  their   place 
amongst  all  the  other  points  of  the  Land 
Question  which  are  now  under  the  con- 
sideration  of   Her  Majesty's    Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY :  I  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  that 
when  the  late  Government  introduced  the 
Bill,  now  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  the  con- 
dition of  the  purchasers  of  the  glebe  land 
was  brought  before  them,  and  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  distinctly  declined  to  adopt 
the  suggestions  then  made.  At  that 
time  I  was  not  an  Ulster  Member,  and  I 
was  not  aware  of  Ihe  extreme  hardship 


under  which  the  glebe  purchasers  in 
Ulster  laboured.    Within  the  last  two 
or  three  months,  however,  I  have  heard 
many  stories  from  glebe  purchasers  in 
my  own  constituency  of  extreme  hard- 
slup.    In  all  cases  the  men  have  given 
me  their  names  and  addresses,  and  they 
have  informed  me  that  they  have  paid 
as  much  as  35  years'  purchase  for  their 
holdings,    and    on    rents    which    were 
double  those  in  Griffith's  valuation.    I 
calculate  that,  at  that  rate,  they  paid  at 
least  three  times  more  than  their  farms 
are  worth,  even  making  allowance  for 
the  high  prices  of  farm  produce  which 
prevailed  10  or  15  years  ago,  when  the 
purchases  were  made.    I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  also  bear  in  mind 
that  the  arrears  of  £35,000  which  now 
exist  have  nearly  all  accrued  within  the 
last  three  or  four  or  five  years.    When 
the  Bessborough  Committee  was  taking 
evidence    in    1880,    the    arrears    only 
amounted  to  a  little  over  £5,000,  and 
it  is  owing  to  the  extreme  hardships 
and  the  extraordinary  agricultural  de- 
pression  of   the    last  five    years  that 
these    men  have   been  forced    to  fall 
into  further  arrear.    Now,  it  is  but  rea- 
sonable that  the  glebe  purchasers,  who 
had  not  the  advantage   of   the  Land 
Act,  who  had  not  the  advantage  of  the 
Arrears  Act,  which  greatly  benefited  the 
tenants  of  Ireland,  should  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  and 
that  they  should  at  least  have  loans  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  off  the  money 
they  have  had  to  borrow  from  usurers  at 
an  exorbitant    rate   of  interest,  loans 
similar  to  those  which  are  advanced  at 
the  present  time  to  persons  who  are 
willing  to  purchase  under  the  Act  of 
last   year.    That  will  go  a  long  way 
towards  solving  the  difficfulty  in  which 
these  men  are  placed.    I  wish  the  Go- 
vernment could  see  its  way  to  wipe  out 
the  arrears  of  £35,000  altogether,  with- 
out calling  on  the  Church  Surplus,  which 
is  really  called  upon  for  everything  of 
this    kind.     And  when    advances    are 
made  out  of  the  Church  Surplus,  a  great 
many  people  in  England  think  they  are 
paying  the  debts  of  the  Irish  people, 
whereas  those  debts  are  paid  out  of 
money   whieh    belongs    to    the    Irish 
people,  and  to  the  Irish  people  alone.    I 
trust  that  the  Government  will  see  its 
way  to  move  at  once  in  this  matter.    If 
they  find  that  this  question  is  being 
approached  in  a  manner  which  will  lead 
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toitsspeedysolutionytbeglebepurohasers 
in  Ulster  will  very  readily  perceive  the 
effect  of  Ulster  having  become,  within 
^he  last  three  or  four  months,  as  far  as 
this  House  is  concerned,  more  than  half- 
Nationalist,  though  at  heart  it  has  been 
more  than  half-Nationalist  for  many  along 
year.     It  is  very  desirable  that  a  com- 

Srehensive  treatment  of  the  whole  Land 
iuestion  should  come  before  the  House 
within  the  next  two  or  three  months. 
I  believe  that  some  relief  of  the  glebe 
purchasers  in  Ulster  might  be  included 
in  the  great  scheme  of  land  reform ;  but 
if  it  is  not  intended  that  the  Land  Ques- 
tion shall  be  dealt  with  this  Session,  I 
think  it  would  be  advisable  for  the 
Government  to  frame  a  measure  dealing 
exclusively  with  the  glebe  purchasers. 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  witMrawn. 

Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

SPOETIKG  LANDS  RATING  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

(7)r.  Catnerottf  Marquess  of  Stafford^  Mr,  Fr astir 
Maekintoshf  Lr,  Farquharson,) 

[bill   86.]       SECOND  BEADINe. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Db.  CAMEEON  :  At  this  hour  of  the 
night  I  will  do  no  more  than  move  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  Its  object 
is  to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of 
the  Seleet  Committee  of  the  House  which 
reported  in  1874,  which  recommen- 
dations have  been  endorsed  by  the 
Crofters'  Commission  to  the  effect  that 
sporting  lands  and  deer  forests  in  the 
occupation  of  persons  should  be  rated  in 
the  same  way  as  land  in  the  occupation 
of  ordinary  tenants.  The  measure  has 
the  sanction  of  the  principal  Officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I  hope 
it  will  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (i)r.  Cameron.) 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  On  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment I  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  It  seems  quite  right  in  prin- 
ciple, although  no  doubt  there  will  be 
oei*tain  questions  to  be  adjusted  in  Com- 
mittee in  order  to  make  it  clear. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON  :  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  concur  with  the  right  hon. 

JTr.  jr.  t/.  Kmny 


and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  AdTi>- 
cate.  The  measure  is  founded  on  a  just 
view  of  the  propriety  of  the  Yaluatioa 
Eoll  setting  forth  one  of  the  qualities 
of  values  of  land  in  Scotland,  and  th^t 
is  its  capacity  for  sporting  purpoeea. 
The  mode  in  which  the  entry  should  be 
made  in  the  Taluation  Eoll  is  a  matter 
of  detail,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  tht 
Lord  Advocate  will  give  such  guidancs 
and  advice  as  will  put  the  matter  in  the 
best  possible  shape.  I  desire  to  say  lor 
myself  that  it  is  wholly  right  that  nov, 
when  the  sporting  value  of  land  is  a 
very  material  element  in  the  actoil 
value,  as  a  matter  of  commerce,  of  land 
in  Scotland,  that  that  should  appear  ia 
a  question  of  rating. 

Sib  DONALD  CTJEEIE:  I  must 
express  my  strong  approval  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiiUd 
for  Monday  next. 

MOTIOIf^S. 


DBAINAGB    AND    IMPBOVBMEHT   OF    ULSOB 

(iBELAITD)  FBOVISIOirAL  OBDBB  BUX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Leveson  Gower,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order*  nnder  **Th0 
Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Lands  (Irda&d) 
Act,  1883,"  and  the  Acts  amending  Uie  tiwr, 
relating  to  the  Glasheen  Hiver  Drainage  Dic- 
trict,  in  the  county  of  Cork,  ordered  to  b« 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Leyeson  Qower  and  ICr. 
John  Morley. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  119.] 

copyhold  enfranchisement  [stamp 

duty]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Conmiittee.) 

Resolved  f  That  it  is  expedient  to  antlioriae  tht 
payment  of  a  Stamp  Duty  on  any  Copy  of  Memo- 
randum of  Enfranchisement,  of  the  same  amoost 
as  if  it  were  a  Deed  of  Conyeyance.  which  may 
become  payable  under  the  prorisionsof  any  Ad 
of  the  present  Session  to  amood  tiie  CopykaU 
Acts. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mondm^  next. 

COMPENSATION  FOB  DAMAGES  BtUU 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  ChilderB,  BiB  t* 
proyide  for  the  payment  of  Compenaatum  lor 
Damage  done  auring  a  certain  Riot  in  the 
Metropolitan  Distriot,  ordered  to  be  bronsht  m 
by  Mr.  Secretary  Childert  and  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst. 

Bill  fmmf#d;  and  rMd  tlM  flnt  tiBMi.  [Bin  UiL] 
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Lunacy  Act* 


IfABEIAGES  (aTTENDAKCE   OF  BEGISTBARS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Webster,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  respecting  the  attendance  of 
Begistars  at  Nonconformist  Alarriages,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Richard  Webster,  Sir 
Biehard  Orom,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  and  Mr. 
Baggallay. 

BUXpresMtedtand  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  131.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o*clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OP     LOEDS, 

Monday y  Ut  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Btllb— First  Reading-^ 

Drill  Grounds;*  (24). 
Second   Reading  —  Lunacy    Acts    Amendment 

(12) :  Lunacy  (13). 
J24rJM»r<— Freshwater  Fisheries  (Eels)  *  (23). 

Several  Lord8«-Took  the  Oath. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

(no.  12.)      SBOOND  BEADIira. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  (Lord 
Hsbsohbll),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  he 
should  not  detain  their  Lordships  at  any 
great  length  on  this  occasion,  because 
the  measure  in  its  essential  features  was 
the  same  as  that  which  had  been  laid 
before  their  Lordships  laQt  year  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Predecessor  in  Office 
(Lord  Halsbury).  Inasmuch  as  such 
alterations  which  had  been  made  in  the 
measure  of  last  year  and  which  appeared 
in  the  present  loill  had  been  made  by 
his  Predecessor,  he  could  claim  no  merit 
whatever  in  introducing  this  measure 
except  that  of  having  taken  up  the  work 
which  had  been  done  by  that  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  It  was  impossible  to  ex- 
aegerate  the  importance  of  the  subject 
with  whichj  this  Bill  proposed  to  deal, 
and  few  would  deny  the  necessity  that 
existed  for  fresh  legislation  with  regard 
to  it,  because  the  conviction  was  increas- 
ing in  the  public  mind  year  by  year  that 
under  the  existing  law  it  was  far  too 
easy  to  incarcerate  as  a  lunatic  any  of 
Her  Majesty's   subjects  and  that  the 
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safeguards  against  improper  incarcera- 
tion were  far  too  few.  And  when  they 
reflected  upon  the  wretched  condition  of 
those  who  were  improperly  incarcerated 
and  upon  their  terrible  sense  of  im- 
potence to  contend  against  the  wrong 
that  was  being  done  that  must^be  felt, 
and  upon  the  misery  in  which  a  man 
must  live  who  being  in  possession  of  his 
senses  was  condemned  to  dwell  among 
those  of  unsound  mind,  they  would  feel 
that  no  efiPorts  should  be  spared  on  the 
part  of  the  Legislature  to  put  an  end  to 
a  law  under  which  such  a  state  of  things 
was  possible.  It  was  a  peculiar  satis- 
faction to  him  to  have  the  honour  of  in- 
troducing this  measure,  inasmuch  as  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  upon 
whose  Eeport  this  Bill  was  founded. 
Ever  since  he  had  sat  upon  that  Com- 
mittee he  had  never  ceased  to  take  a 
deep  interest  in  this  subject.  Under 
the  present  law  it  was  possible  for  an 
individual  totally  unconnected  with  the 
alleged  lunatic,  by  ties  of  blood  or  other- 
wise, with  the  assistance  of  two  medical 
men  to  procure  the  incarceration  of  an 
individual  for  an  indefinite  period  under 
the  pretence  that  he  was  insane.  He 
must,  however,  say  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  this  power  had  been  very 
greatly  abused.  It  was  only  just  and 
right  that  he  should  say  so,  and  it  was, 
in  the  highest  degree,  to  the  credit,  the 
honour,  and  the  intelligence  of  the  great 
Medical  Profession  to  whom  such  large 
powers  had  been  intrusted,  and  it  was 
also  to  the  credit  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Lunacy,  who  had  the  control  and 
superintendence  of  the  working  of  the 
Lunacy  Acts,  that  the  abuses  had  not 
been  greater.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
must  he  admitted  that  the  safeguards 
against  improper  incarceration  were  not 
aU  that  could  oe  desired.  It  was  there- 
fore proposed  by  this  measure  that  a 
judicial  investigation  should  be  as  a 
general  rule  an  essential  preliminary  to 
the  incarceration  of  any  individual  as  an 
sieged  lunatic.  It  was  provided  that 
an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  mind  of  the 
alleged  lunatic  should  be  made  by  either 
a  County  Court  Judge,  a  Stipendiary 
Magistrate,  or  a  Justice  of  the  Peace 
specially  chosen  by  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  for  the  duty.  It  was  not  in- 
tended that  this  investigation  should  be 
a  perfunctory  kind  of  thing,  and  there- 
fore it  was  not  permitted  to  all  Justices 
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to  undertake  it.    The  desire  had  been 
to  mark  the  importance  of  the  investiga- 
tion.   Again,  it  was  to  be  provided  that 
the  investigation  should  only  take  place 
upon  petition,    and  that    the  petition 
should  be  presented  by  a  relative  of  the 
alleged  lunatic,  or  if  by  any  other  per- 
son some  explanation  should  be  given 
by  him  as  to  the  reasons  which  led  him 
to  take  that  step.    The  judicial  inquiry 
was  made  a  condition  to  the  incarcera- 
tion ;  and   every  precaution  had  been 
taken  to  make  that  inquiry  as  private  as 
possible    compatible    with  the  serious 
character  of  the  matter.    Provision  had 
also   been    made    for  dispensing  tem- 
porarily with  the  inquiry  in  cases  of  ex- 
treme urgency,  because  their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  in  cases  of  urgency  it 
was  impossible  to  wait  for  an  inquiry, 
and  that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
lunatic  himself  and  of  his  relatives  that 
he  should   be  placed    in    confinement 
without  delay,  because  in  many  cases 
the  only  chance  of  cure  was  to  be  se- 
cured by  immediate  treatment.    In  such 
cases  of  urgency  it  was  suggested  that 
the  lunatic  might,  upon  the  certificate 
of  a  medical  man,   be  detained  in  an 
asylum  for  a  period  of  seven  days  with- 
out  investigation.     It    was,    however, 
provided  that  where  a  person  was  so 
confined  without  a  preliminary  inquiry, 
an  investigation  into  his  state  of  mind 
should    be    held    within    seven    days 
of    his    being     so    incarcerated,    and 
that  in  the  event  of  no  petition  being 
presented  by  his  relatives  within  that 
period  the  alleged  lunatic  should  be  at 
once  discharged.     He  thought  that  this 
provision  would  effectually  guard  against 
the  power  of  immediate  incarceration  in 
urgent  cases  being  abused.    Provision 
was  also  made  for  a  fresh  investigation 
into  the  state  of  mind  of  each  individual 
lunatic  at  the  end  of  every  three  years, 
and  unless  the  report  showed  that  further 
detention  was  necessary  the  person  de- 
tained should  be  released.     It  was  also 
proposed  that  all  letters  written  by  luna- 
tics to  officials  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Lunacy  Laws  were 
to  be  forwarded  by  the  superintendent 
of  the  asylum  to  the  persons  to  whom 
they   were    addressed    without  having 
them  opened.    It  was  obvious  that  the 
object  of  such  a  provision  was  to  enable 
every  person  under  incarceration  to  state 
his  grievances.    An  alteration  was  made 
with  regard  to  the  law  relating  to  pauper 
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lunatics,  who  were  not  to  be  confined  •■ 
hitherto  upon  the  certificate  of  a  clergy- 
man or  overseer ;  and  it  was  aUo  pro- 
vided that  no    person  not   actually  a 
pauper  should  be  sent  to  a  paup^  lona* 
tic  asylum.      This  provision  had  been 
found  necessary  because  it   bad  been 
discovered    that     many    persons    not 
actually  paupers  had  been  sent  to  pauper 
lunatic  asylums.     These  were  the  maiB 
safeguards   which  had   been  provided 
against  persons  being  improperly  incti- 
cerated  as  limatics  in  the  first  instaneeu 
But  it  was  equally  necessary  that  pre- 
cautions should  be  taken  ag^nsl  per- 
sons who  had  recovered  their   reasoa 
being  detained  in  confinement.  Perhaps 
the  danger  was  greater  that  sa<^  per- 
sons should  be  wrongly  detained  than 
that  they  should  be  improperly  incar- 
cerated in  the  first  instance.     He  couM 
give   an  illustration    drawn   from  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  to  which  he  had  referred  as  ex- 
hibiting what  he  meant.    It  was  tha: 
the  pubHc  officials  who  yiidted   thoso 
asylums  to  see  that  nobody  was  impro- 
perly detained  there  must  be  to  a  great 
extent  dependent  on  the  statementsmade 
to  them  by  the    medical  man   whose 
asylum  was  visited.      One  of  the  ap- 
pointed Visitors  he  remembered  told  tlus 
story : — There  was  a  patient  confined  is 
an  asylum  whom  he  visited  on  several 
occasions,  and  as  far  as  possible  he  satis- 
fied himself  that  the  patient  was  com- 
pletely restored  to  sanity.  He  expressed 
that  opinion  more   than  once   to  the 
keeper  of  the  asylum ;  but  he  replied— 
'^  Yes,  it  is  very  well  for  you  to  thiak 
so,  as  you  only  see  him  on  yonr  visits ; 
but  if  you  heard  the  language  he  nses 
at    night  when    he    thinks  he  is  boC 
watched  you  would  see  that  his  muds 
exists^a  homicidal  mania  with  relatks 
to  his  wife."    What  was  the  Viator  to 
do  under  those  circumstances  ?     He  did 
not  take  on  himself  the  responsibility  in 
the  face  of  such  a  statement  of  ordcmf 
the  patient's  discharge.    What  would 
have  been  his  position  if  the  patient  bad 
returned  home  and  had  made  aa  atteic 
on  his  wife's  life?    It  was  impoasiUe 
for  him,  having  no  evidence,  to  prove 
that  the  statement  made  to  him  was  not 
true.    He,  however,  induced  Uie  fitisads 
of  the  patient  to  remove  him  to  aaothcf 
asylum,  and  he  asked  the  medical  mn 
of  that  asylum  to  have  him  wafedbed  at 
night  without  the  patient  knowiag  H, 
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to   see  whether  his  language  and  his 
mania  continued.      That  was  done;  it 
was  found  that  no  such  language  was 
used,  and  an  order  was  made  for  the 
patient's  discharge.     That,  as  the  wit- 
ness told  the  Oommittee,  occurred  some 
years  before,  and  the  result  was  highly 
satisfactory.    That  would  serve  to  show 
how  impossible  it  was,  whatever  inspec- 
tion they  might  have,  to  avoid  relying 
to  a  considerable  extent  on  the  state- 
ments of  the  medical  man  whose  asylum 
it  was.     He  did  not  mean  to  suggest 
that  even  in  the  case  to  which  he  nad 
alluded  it  necessarily  followed  that  the 
saperintendent  was  disposed  to  keep  the 
patient  in  confinement  knowing  him  to 
De  sane.    He  might  have  relied  on  the 
statements  made  to  him  by  the  atten- 
dants who  had  the  care  of  the  patient 
during  the  night.     The  truth  was  that, 
however  they  might  fence  matters  round, 
they  could  not  be  without  those  dangers 
if  they  permitted  places  of  confinement 
to  exist  where  persons  had  an  interest 
in  detaining  the  patients  there.      He 
knew  it  was  said  that  they  had  sufficient 
safeguard  in  the  fact  that  the  asylum 
from  which  patients  were  oftenest  dis- 
charged cured  would  obtain   the  best 
reputation,  and  patients  would  be  sent 
to  them.    In  regard  to  the  cure  of  cer- 
tain diseases,  that  would  no  doubt  prove 
true  in  the  long  run.   But  he  was  afraid 
there  were  many  cases  where  the  pos- 
sible recurrence  of  an  attack  might  make 
people  not  always  eager  to  send  patients 
to  an  institution  where  they  would  most 
rapidly  recover ;  and  he  did  not  think 
they  had  the  same  security  in  the  case 
of  lunacy  as  in  regard  to  other  maladies. 
The  question  arose,  What  were  they  to 
do  in  respect  to  licensed  houses  ?    One 
proposal,  a  most  sweeping  one,  would, 
of  course,  be  to  put  an  end  to  them  at 
once ;  but  it  would,  he  thought,  be  im- 
possible and  unwise  to  adopt  it.    In  the 
first  place,  they  would  be  cutting  up 
existing  asylums  with  which  the  public 
were  contented  without  providing  ade- 
quate substitutes,  and  the  public  mind 
would  hardly  be  prepared  for  such  a 
step.  He  knew  that  during  the  last  few 
years  there  was  not  the  same  prejudice 
in  the    public    mind   against  publicly 
managed  institutions  as  there  used  to 
be ;  but  he  still  thought  the  public  were 
not  prepared  to  put  an  end  to  all  private 
asylums.    And,  then,  if  that  was  done, 
they  would  be  face  to  face  with  the 


question  of  compensation.  He  did  not 
think  their  Lordships  would  be  pre- 
pared, though  it  might  be  for  the  public 
good,  to  put  an  end  at  once  by  a  com- 
pulsory Act  to  undertakings  that  had 
been  carried  on  for  many  years  for  the 
purpose  of  earning  a  livelihood  without 
compensation.  Then,  would  it  be  ex- 
pedient to  put  an  end  to  them  at  a  fixed 
date  ?  Again,  whatever  date  they  fixed, 
say  10  years,  which  some  thought 
desirable,  the  same  question  of  compen- 
sation would  arise,  oecause  they  would 
be  affecting  vested  interests.  Therefore 
the  Bill  provided  that  no  new  licence 
should  be  granted  to  any  person  to  keep 
a  licensed  house.  It  interfered  with  no 
existing  licence,  but  it  allowed  no  new 
person  to  obtain  a  licence ;  and  it  also 
allowed  no  increase  in  the  number  that 
could  be  kept  under  any  existing  licence. 
Therefore  they  would  have  a  gradual 
and  natural  cessation  of  licensed  houses, 
and  they  would  have  an  interval  of  time 
in  which  to  substitute  by  authority  the 
other  class  of  asylums  contemplated  by 
the  Bill.  He  was  happv  to  think  that 
proposal  had  substantially  the  approval 
of  that  very  high  authority  on  that  sub- 
ject, the  late  Lord  Shaftesbury.  Those 
were  the  main  provisions  of  the  measure, 
and  if  they  were  passed  into  law  they 
would  provide  greater  safeguards  than 
those  which  now  existed,  both  against 
improper  detention  in  the  first  instance, 
and  also  against  unduly-prolonged  de- 
tention in  asylums.  He  believed  that 
if  their  Lordships  carried  out  the  reforms 
suggested  by  that  Bill  they  would  have 
taken  a  considerable  step  towards  cor- 
recting abuses  which,  to  some  extent, 
existed  under  the  present  system,  and 
"would  have  done  something  to  put  the 
law  on  that  most  delicate  and  difficult 
subject  on  a  more  satisfactory  footing 
than  it  was  at  present. 

Moved,  *  *  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\  " 
— {The  Lord  OhanceUor.) 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  observed, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  had  verv  clearly  explained  tho 
provisions  of  a  Bill  that  was  substantially 
the  same  as  the  one  which  he  had  him- 
self the  honour  of  introducing  last  year, 
and  which  made  considerable  progress, 
but  was  eventually  interrupted  by  politi- 
cal events  to  which  he  need  not  allude. 
He  cordially  hoped  that  the  Bill  would 
not  only  pass  their  Lordships'  House 
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"witbout  any  material  alteration  of  its 
main  provisions,  but  would  be  sent  down 
to  the  House  of  Commons  in  time  to 
have  a  chance  of  being  passed  there  also. 
This  important  matter  had  long  waited 
for  legislation.  It  had  been  very  carefully 
considered  both  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  some  time  ago  and 
by  their  Lordships  last  year,  and  also  by 
the  Lunacy  Commissioners  and  by  the 
portion  of  the  general  public  who  had 
given  attention  to  it.  It  was  a  most  diffi- 
cult question  undoubtedly ;  but  he  said 
with  great  confidence  that  the  clauses  of 
the  present  Bill  would  go  a  long  way  to 
do  that  which  was  possible — for,  of 
course,  there  was  much  that  was  not 
possible — for  the  correction  of  whatever 
abuses  did  exist  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, to  allay  the* reasonable  apprehen- 
sions of  the  public  mind,  and  to  do  that 
which  was  sufficient  to  protect  personal 
liberty,  while  at  the  same  time  securing 
that  the  necessary  care  was  taken  of  the 
unfortunate  class  of  persons  concerned. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  stated 
that  he  had  introduced  some  alterations 
into  the  Bill  of  last  year,  to  strengthen 
its  provisions  in  regard  to  the  gradual 
substitution  of  public  for  private  asy- 
lums. He  himself  had  been  sensible  of 
the  importance  of  attaining  that  object 
by  gradual  and  prudent  means  as  soon 
as  it  could  be  done,  and,  therefore,  he 
was  very  far  indeed  from  being  unfa- 
vourably disposed  towards  those  alte- 
rations. If  he  himself  had  not  seen 
his  way  to  go  quite  so  far,  it  was  more, 
perhaps,  because  the  great  question  of 
compensation,  with  which  their  Lord- 
ships could  not  deal,  stood  in  the  way, 
than  from  a  want  of  desire  to  accomplish 
that  end.  He  would  only  express  his 
hope  that  their  Lordships  would  give  to 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  the  same 
kind  and  liberal  support  which  they  had 
given  to  himself  last  year. 

LoED  COLEEIDGE  said,  that,  having 
considered  this  subject  with  great  care, 
there  were  three  points  to  which  he  de- 
sired to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships. Two  of  those  points  were  noticed 
in  the  Bill ;  but  he  ventured  to  suggest 
to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that 
something  more  was  to  be  desired,  and 
the  other  point  did  not  appear  to  be 
noticed.  The  first  point  was  that  to 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
just  referred — namely,  the  extinction  by 
degrees  of  all  private  asylums.    He  had 
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been  of  opinion  since  he  had  gained  any 
experience  in  this  matter  that  it  wai 
impossible  to.  effect  a  real  and  satitfM- 
tory  change  in  the  Lunacy  Law  as  long 
as  it  remained  possible — human  nature 
being  what  it  was — for  those  persons 
who  kept  asylums  to  have  an  interest  in 
retaining  patients  who  were  placed  in 
their  charge.  He  regretted  to  say  that» 
both  as  a  counsel  at  the  Bar  and  sinoe  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  on  the 
Bench,  he  had  seen  cases  in  which  it 
was  manifest  that  persons  perfectly  unfit 
to  be  detained  in  a  lunatic  asylum  had 
been  detained  by  the  interest  and  by  the 
representations,  certainly  coloured  by 
that  interest,  of  the  keepers  of  the  asj- 
lums  where  the  patients  happened  to  be 
incarcerated.  He  had  stated  before,  and 
he  took  the  liberty  now  of  repeating  the 
statement — which  was,  of  ooarse,  not  of 
universal  application  by  any  means— 
that,  for  some  reason  or  other,  to  be  the 
keeper  of  an  asylum  was  not  a  pnrsoit 
which  commended  itself  to  the  highest 
minds  in  the  Medical  Profession.  He 
believed  the  greatest  men  among  the 
Medical  Profession  would  concur  with 
him  in  saying  that,  as  a  rule,  the  best 
men  among  them  did  not  take  to  this 
pursuit.  He  thought,  therefore,  no  one 
with  any  esperience  at  all  could  doubts 
regard  being  had  to  human  nature,  that 
to  give  a  medical  man  an  interest  in  re- 
taining a  patient  was  to  subject  his 
moral  nature  to  a  strain  which  few  could 
bear.  He  was  not  much  moved  by  the 
answers  to  evidence  of  misconduct  in 
this  respect.  They  all  knew  that  in  the 
case  of  a  person  placed  in  any  of  thoce 
asylums  the  very  last  thing  which  sndi 
a  person  would  do  was  to  mention  the 
fact  of  his  incarceration.  Although  the 
speedy  cure  of  the  patient  was  the  snresl 
advertisement  to  the  skill  of  the  practi- 
tioner, and  to  impelling  other  persons  to 
seek  similar  relief,  yet  that  state  of 
things  did  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
lunatic  asylums,  oecause  people  who 
had  been  detained  in  private  lunatic 
asylums  forgot  the  fact  as  soon  as  they 
could,  concealed  it  as  long  as  possible, 
and  mentioned  it  to  as  few  persons  as 
they  could.  The  fact  that  there  were 
speedy  cures  was  not  of  direct  persoaal 
advantage  to  the  medical  man  who 
effected  them  as  it  was  in  the  oidinaiy 
run  of  cases.  He  trusted,  therefcBvi 
that  so  far  as  this  Bill  went  BomethiBg 
would  be  done  to  prevent  the  mnltifll* 
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cation  of  those  asylums.    When  it  was 
said  that  no  further  licences  were  to 
be  granted  to  these  houses,  he  hoped 
it  was  intended  to  provide  Uiat  no  fur- 
ther licences  would  be  granted  to  anj 
fresh  persons,  because  it  was  obvious 
that  the  asylums  might  be  perpetuated 
in   other  hands.     In  reference  to  the 
second  point,  he  was  glad  to  see  that 
there  were  alterations  proposed  in  the 
Bill  regarding  the  present  state  of  the 
law  as  to  the  examination  of  patients. 
He  remembered  a  case  in  which  the  late 
liOrd  Chancellor  was  counsel,  and  he 
himself  ^was  the  Judge.     Undoubtedly 
the  person  who  had  been  the  subject  of 
the  incarceration   was  mad,   and  was 
most  properly  placed  in  confinement, 
and  yet,  owing  to  the  manner  in  which 
lie  had  been  dealt  with  and  the  process 
used  towards  him  being  so  outrageous, 
it  was  with  the  greatest  difficulty  that 
the  jury  were  persuaded  to  do  justice  in 
this  particular  case  from  indignation  at 
the  state  of  the  law.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  some  more  stringent  provisions 
than  even  those  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Eriend  might  with  advantage  be  intro- 
duced in  the  Bill.    Especiidly  was  this 
the  case  with  respect  to  the  examination 
of  the  lunatic  when  it  was  conducted  by 
the  magistrates.    It  should  always  be 
oonduoted  with  the  assistance  of  a  medi- 
cal man,  and  after  notice  to  the  lunatic 
Idmself  that  he  was  to  be  subject  to 
such  an  examination,  in  order  that  he 
might  be  given  an  opportunity  of  taking 
part  in  the  proceedings,  and  of  explain- 
ing, if  he  could  do  so,  the  circumstances 
on  which  his  aUeged  lunacy  was  founded. 
He  had  known  of  cases  where  persons 
had  been  examined  without  the  slightest 
idea  on  their  part  that  they  were  being 
examined,  and  without  the  slightest  ex- 
pectation on  their  part  that  their  im- 
prisonment in  an  asylum  was  pending. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  when  the 
Sill  was  discussed  in  Committee  it  might 
he  amended  in  some  respects  in  this 
direction.     So  far  as  he  could  see,  an- 
other useful  provision  was  not  to  be 
found  in  the  Bill.     According  to  the 
present  state  of  the  law,  the  person  who 
put  the  law  in  force  against  a  lunatic, 
however  hmd  fide  he  might  act,  was  not 
protected.    He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  this  state  of  the  law,  in  many  in- 
stances, caused  great  hardship,  the  per- 
son so  acting,  if  it  was  found  that  he 
wa0  mistaken,  being  oftentimes  subject 


to  actions  for  heavy  damages.  He  sub- 
mitted to  their  Lordships  that  some 
provision  protecting  the  person  who 
acted  in  a  hond  fide  manner  should  be 
inserted  in  the  measure. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  said, 
he  must  express  his  satisfaction  at  hear- 
ing the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  speak  so  strongly  against 
licensed  private  asylums.  He  would 
have  heard  with  greater  pleasure  the 
statement  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  seen  his  way  to  at  once  sup- 
press those  institutions.  He  was  willing 
to  admit  that  the  reasons  adduced  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  for  adopting  a 
moderate  course  were  strong,  although 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  financial  diffi- 
culty might  be  met  by  issuing  bonds  or 
by  some  analogous  measure.  If  licensed 
houses  were  to  be  continued,  those  who 
kept  them  ought  to  be  proper  and  quali- 
fied persons.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  most 
improper  persons  were  allowed  to  keep 
them.  Some  were  kept  by  discharged 
coachmen  and  persons  of  that  class,  who 
had  no  medical  knowledge  whatever. 
Many  houses  were  kept  purely  in  the 
way  of  business  speculation,  and  that  in 
itself  was  very  undesirable.  Many  com- 
plaints were  made  that  friends  and  soli- 
citors could  not  obtain  access  to  patients. 
There  might  be  good  reasons  why  a 
patient  should  not  be  allowed  to  see  the 
order  for  his  incarceration,  but  it  ought 
not  to  be  impossible,  as  it  was  often 
found  to  be,  for  friends  to  see  the  order, 
BO  that  they  might  know  the  grounds  on 
which  it  had  been  made.  Brutality  was 
often  practised,  and  yet  neither  the 
police  nor  the  public  could  do  anything, 
as  the  order  of  incarceration  was  an  an- 
swer to  all  interference.  It  ought  to  be 
compulsory  on  the  Commissioners  to  see 
a  patient  within  a  month  of  his  com- 
mittal. Thirty  per  cent  of  the  acute 
cases  were  either  cured  or  proved  fatal 
within  three  months ;  and  if  a  patient 
might  be  left  three  months  without  a 
visit,  it  was  obvious  that  many  patients 
might  die  without  ever  having  been 
seen  by  a  Commissioner.  A  penalty  for 
malfeasance  ought  to  be  recoverable 
either  by  the  patient  on  his  discharge,  or 
by  his  friends.  In  this  respect  the  Bill 
left  far  too  much  to  the  Commissioners. 
There  were  too  few  Commissioners  for 
the  work  to  be  done.  When  six  were 
appointed  the  number  of  lunatics  was 
one-fourth  of  what  it  was  now,  and 
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the  expenditure  was  £200,000  com- 
pared with  £2,000,000  now.  If  there 
were  not  too  many  then  there  must  he 
too  few  now.  The  houses  in  the  Metro- 
polis were  directly  under  their  care; 
and  these  were  supposed  to  receive  four 
visits  a-year.  The  Oommissioners  had 
to  pay  their  visits  in  couples,  a  medical 
and  a  legal  Commissioner  going  toge- 
ther; and  it  was  obviously  impossible 
that  three  couples  of  Commissioners 
could  do  their  duty  by  8,000  patients  in 
the  Metropolitan  district  and  70,000 
more  outside  that  district.  There  were 
other  points  and  deficiencies  which 
would  call  for  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  the 
clauses  which  gave  the  Secretary  of 
State  power  on  the  report  of  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners  to  require  the  Local 
Authorities  to  provide  accommodation  for 
lunatics  in  the  public  asylums  where 
that  accommodation  was  stated  to  be 
necessary  required  careful  attention  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordships.  He  was  not 
aware  that  there  had  been  any  hesitation 
on  the  part  of  the  Local  Authorities  in 
providing  the  necessary  accommodation, 
or  in  fulfilling  the  obligations  laid  on 
them  by  the  law,  and  it  was  not,  in  his 
opinion,  desirable  to  override  their  juris- 
diction. He  should  object  very  much 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Commis- 
sioners being  empowered  to  place  heavy 
burdens  upon  the  ratepayers  in  this 
matter. 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  remarked,  that 
there  were  many  minute  regulations  in 
the  Bill  now  before  their  Lordships  and 
in  the  Bill  which  would  follow  it.  He 
did  not  say  that  they  were  not  necessary ; 
but  he  recommended  that  they  should 
be  expressed,  if  possible,  in  the  form  of 
rules  under  some  authority,  so  that  if  any 
alteration  was  required  in  them  it  could 
be  carried  out  with  making  application 
to  Parliament.  Another  matter — the 
law  as  it  would  stand  under  the  next  Bill 
on  the  Paper — ^the  Lunacy  Bill — would 
enable  the  Secretary  of  State  to  remove 
any  person  certified  to  be  a  lunatic  from 
prison.  The  consequence  would  be  that 
although  a  lunatic  might  be  committed 
for  trial  he  could  not  be  tried,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  he  might  be  per- 
fectly innocent  of  the  offence  charged 
against  him.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
might  be  guilty,  although  a  lunatic.  The 
Secretary  of  State  was  not  bound  to 
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remove  a  lunatic  in  a  case  where  a 
certificate  of  lunacy  had  been  giTea  for 
imprisonment.  The  Statute  said  thmth« 
might  order  the  removal.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  Secretary  of  State  ought  not 
to  have  the  power,  except  when  a  per- 
son was  in  such  a  condition  that  he  was 
not  only  a  lunatic,  but  also  unfit  to 
plead. 

Loan  EGEBTON  said,  he  wished  to 
make  some  remarks  on  the  clnnaw 
relating  to  idiots  and  imbeciles.  Ha 
thought  that  the  clauses  on  that  sub- 
ject would  effect  a  very  gpreat  improve- 
ment upon  the  existing  law,  but  sog- 
gested  that  it  would  be  greatly  to  the 
interest  of  idiots  and  imbecile  persona, 
and  also  to  their  relatives,  if  the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  take  out  of  the  BHi 
the  clauses  relating  to  those  classes  and 
embody  them  in  a  separate  measue. 
Many  children  who  were  confined  im 
idiot  asylums  were  now  educated  and 
reclaimed  to  such  an  extent  as  to  be 
able  to  follow  some  trade,  and  no  longer 
be  a  burden  on  their  families^  and  it 
placed  a  certain  stigma  upon  them  to 
class  them  with  lunatics  under  thst 
BiU. 

LoBD  ESHEB  said,  he  had  heard  the 
term  ''  incarceration"  used  in  connection 
with  this  subject.  It  was  a  word  which 
seemed  to  suggest  an  idea  of  offence  or 
disgrace.  It  seemed  to  him  that  soi^  a 
term  depended  upon  an  error  which 
might  give  colour  to  a  Bill  of  thii 
kind  which  it  ought  not  to  hsTO.  It 
would  be  a  good  thing  when  eveiTbody 
was  of  opinion  that  a  disease  of  the 
mind  was  no  disgrace  to  the  person  who 
was  suffering  or  to  any  person  beLoog- 
ing  to  him.  Next,  it  was  not  every  per- 
son of  diseased  mind  who  ought  to  be 
placed  under  control.  If  thwe  wis 
disease  which  did  not  affect  the  safety 
of  the  person  diseased  physicaUj  or  si 
to  his  property,  or  the  safety  of  others, 
he  ought  not  to  be  placed  under  re- 
straint. In  the  Bill  itself  there  was  no 
definition  of  the  person  who  oog^  le 
be  put  under  control,  althou^^ths 
form  of  the  medical  certificate  showed 
that  the  medical  practitioner  must  cor* 
tify  more  than  mere  disease  of  mhid 
It  was  said  in  the  Bill  that  it  was  a 
person  who  was  a  lunatia  But  thst 
was  not  a  definition,  for  people  might 
have  very  different  opinions  as  towse 
might  be  a  lunatic,  or  to  what  extent 
in  particular  oases  the  disease  night 
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go.  It  was  not|  as  he  bad  said,  eyery- 
one  who  had  a  diseased  mind  or 
might  be  a  lunatic  in  one  sense  who 
was  a  proper  person  to  be  taken  in 
charge  and  put  under  restraint,  and  it 
would  be  for  the  general  safety  that 
that  view  should  be  expressed  in  the 
Bill.  Then  there  were  other  precautions 
which  should  be  taken.  A  magistrate 
not  possessed  of  sufficient  weight  or  ex- 
perience placed  himself  too  much  under 
the  influence  of  the  medical  men ;  and 
it  was  somewhat  dangerous  that  any 
medical  man,  however  young  or  inex- 
perienced, should  be  allowed  to  sign  a 
certificate.  Then  they  must  deal  with 
the  case  of  a  person  not  only  before  but 
alter  he  had  been  placed  under  control. 
It  was  too  much  to  say  that  after  a 
person  had  been  put  under  restraint 
there  need  be  no  fresh  inquiry  for  three 
years.  Inquiry  should  be  much  more 
frequent.  Lastly,  it  was  evident,  in  view 
of  recent  litigation,  that  unless  they  pro- 
vided very  strong  safeguards  for  the 
protection  of  relatives  or  friends,  who 
might  have  taken  the  original  steps,  and 
also  for  the  protection  of  the  medical 
men,  who  might  have  acted  in  the 
matter,  both  one  and  the  other  might  be 
placed  in  a  very  unsafe  position,  al- 
though they  acted  in  perfect  good  faith. 
There  ought  to  be  protection  for  them 
in  such  case. 

LoED  ASHBOURNE  said,   that  the 
most  important  and  striking  amendment 

f>roposea  in  the  Bill  of  lus  noble  and 
earned  Friend  was  that  which  provided 
for  the  gradual  extinction  of  private 
asylums.  He  had  not  heard  from  noble 
liords  in  any  part  of  the  House  any 
objection  to  that  proposal,  and  he 
thought  it  was  a  wise  one.  It  would 
not,  in  his  opinion,  be  fair  to  the  many 
honourable  men  engaged  in  that  branch 
of  the  Medical  Profession  to  introduce  a 
drastic  provision  for  the  sudden  extinc- 
tion of  their  establishments.  He  be- 
liered  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  by 
which  provision  was  made  for  the  care 
and  retention  of  wealthy  or  solvent 
lunatics  would  require  careful  examina- 
tion by  their  Lordships.  The  machinery 
by  which  the  ratepayers  were  to  be 
forced  to  provide  houses  for  the  recep- 
tion of  those  now  confined  in  private 
asylums,  who  were  admittedly  able  to 
pay  for  themselves,  would  also  need  to 
be  Texj  closely  regarded.    He  did  not 


agree  with  Lord  Ooleridge's  suggestion 
that  when  lunatics  were  about  to  be 
examined  by  doctors,  they  should  be 
warned  of  the  purpose  for  which  the 
examination  was  required.  He  fully 
agreed  as  to  the  necessity  and  justice 
of  treating  lunatics  with  every  consi- 
deration and  fair  play ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  object  would  be  achieved 
in  a  satisfactory  way  by  putting  the 
lunatic  on  his  guard,  by  providing  that, 
when  examined  by  a  medical  man,  he 
should  be  cautioned  as  to  the  purpose  for 
which  he  was  being  examined ;  because 
everyone  with  the  most  superficial  know- 
ledge of  lunacy  was  well  aware  of  the 
cunning,  which  was  so  great  and  so  far- 
reaching,  in  all  persons  thus  afflicted  that 
if,  in  all  cases,  an  intimation  was  given 
of  the  object  of  the  inquiry,  the  exami- 
nation would  be  almost  worthless.  He 
regarded  the  Bill,  on  the  whole,  as  a  great 
advance  on  the  existing  state  of  the  law, 
and  trusted  that  it  would  soon  pass 
into  law.  He  would  also  suggest  that 
some  parts  of  the  Bill  should  be  ap- 
plied to  Ireland  as  well  as  England, 
for  he  did  not  believe  in  separate  legis- 
lation where  the  objects  to  be  legislated 
for  were  identical.  

Loan  CLIFFORD  of  OHUDLEIGH 
asked  whether  it  was  not  desirable  to 
make  some  provision  for  paying  patients 
when  the  present  system  of  private  asy- 
lums should  be  done  away  with  ?  He 
could  see  no  reason  why  the  cost  of 
founding  and  maintaining  asylums  for 
those  not  of  the  pauper  class  should  be 
thrown  upon  the  counties.  He  believed 
that  it  would  much  more  conduce  to  a 
proper  treatment  of  lunatic  patients  if 
the  numerous  asylums  which  would 
spring  up  under  this  Bill  should  be  so 
systematized  that  the  different  classes 
of  mental  diseases  might  be  kept  dis- 
tinct. To  treat  certain  cases  properly 
separate  asylums  were  indispensable; 
and  children  of  tender  years  should  not 
be  confined  with  full-grown  persons. 
This  question  would  require  serious  con- 
sideration in  Committee. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said, 
that  he  was  much  indebted  to  their 
Lordships,  not  only  for  the  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  had  been  received,  but 
for  the  valuable  suggestions  that  had 
been  made.  With  regard  to  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  last  spoken, 
he  might  say  that  he  anticipated  that 
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the  ultimate  result  of  the  Bill  would  be 
a  saving  instead  of  an  additional  burden 
to  the  ratepayers.  At  present  the  coun- 
try sustained  a  substantial  loss  because 
there  were  many  patients  in  county 
asylums  just  above  the  pauper  dass  who 
could  not  afford  the  expense  of  private 
asylums.  Many  persons  now  confined 
at  the  public  expense  would  have  a 
certain  sum  provided  by  their  friends 
for  their  maintenance  in  the  new  asy- 
lums, so  as  to  g^ve  them  additional 
comforts  and  remove  them  from  the 
pauper  class.  He  agreed  with  the  ob- 
servation of  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  great  mischief  would  be  done  if  un- 
necessary difficulties  were  put  in  the 
way  of  placing  lunatics  under  control. 
Owing  to  recent  litigation,  the  fear  of 
having  actions  brought  against  them 
deterred  many  people  from  taking  steps 
to  have  their  relatives  confined,  even 
where  it  was  highly  desirable  for  the 
latter's  own  sake  that  they  should  be 
placed  under  control.  The  consequence 
was  that  many  of  these  persons  re- 
mained at  large  until  they  came  into 
collision  with  £e  police.  That  was  very 
undesirable ;  and  it  was  of  importance 
that  unnecessary  obstacles  should  not  be 
thrown  in  the  way  of  placing  undoubted 
lunatics  under  restraint.  With  regard 
to  the  observations  of  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  Front  Benehes  in  reference  to  the 
fresh  inquiry  into  the  state  of  mind  of 
incarcerated  lunatics  every  three  months, 
he  admitted  that  in  the  case  of  lunatics 
who  had  been  confined  in  public  asy- 
lums for  long  periods  such  inquiries 
might  be  regarded  as  being  too  fre- 
quent, and  he  thought  that  it  might  be 
as  well  to  amend  the  Bill  in  Committee 
by  providing  for  more  frequent  inquiries 
being  had  during  the  earlier  years  of 
incarceration  and  less  frequent  as  time 
went  on.  In  conclusion,  he  might  say 
that  he  was  not  irrevocably  wedded  to 
any  particular  provisions  in  the  Bill, 
and  that  he  was  ready  to  give  his  best 
consideration  to  any  proposals  which 
would  make  the  measure  more  valuable, 
and  would  conduce  to  the  general  wel- 
fare of  their  unfortunate  fellow-crea- 
tures. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  the  16th 
instant. 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


OroundiBitt. 

LUNACY  Bn,L.— (No.  13.) 
{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 
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SECOND    BJBADnra. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoond  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  lord  OHANCELLOB  (Lofd 
Hersohell),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  seoond  time,  said,  that  h« 
need  not  trouble  their  Lordships  further 
than  to  state  that  this  was  a  mere  mea- 
sure of  codification.  As  it  was  extrem^j 
desirable  that  all  the  provisions  relating 
to  lunatics  should  be  embodied  in  one 
Act,  he  intended  to  propose  that  th« 
Committee  stage  of  this  JBiU  should  be 
delayed  until  after  the  BiU  which  thor 
Lordships  had  just  read  a  second  time 
should  have  passed  that  House,  so  that 
the  provisions  of  that  measure  should  be 
incorporated  in  the  present  oonsolidatioii 
measure. 

Movedy ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S.'" 
^{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

In  answer  to  the  Earl  of  MnxTows, 

The  lord  OHANCELLOB  said, 
that  the  Committee  stage  of  the  pre- 
vious Bill  would  be  fixed  for  that  day 
fortnight. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  aecoid- 
ingly. 

DBILL  OBOTTimS  BILL   [h.!*."] 

A  Bill  for  extending,  with  amendment^  ti 
groancU  for  diiU  and  other  military  pugpoaM. 
the  enactments  relating  to  the  acquiaitioa  aai 
regulation  of  rifle  ranges — Was  pmemui  bf 
The  Lord  Sandhurst ;  read  l^  (No.  24.) 

House  adjourned  at  ouarter  past  Six  o'clock,  tiE 

To-morrow,  a  quarter  paM 
Teno'dodL 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday y  let  Mareh^  1886. 


t  * 


MINUTES.1  —  Nbw  Mxmbbbs  SwoBjr—Sr 
Edward  James  Reed,  K.C.B.,  fir  CbHiff 
Borough ;  Patrick  0*Brien,  eaquira,  /r 
Mona^han  County  (Northern  Diti 
Octavius  Vaughan  Morgan,  «sqnir%  fat 

Supply — eoneidered  in  OommitU^ — CrrxL 

TICE    ESTDCATIS  ;     OlASS    Y. — FOB.XZQS    MM» 

Colonial   Sb&ticbs,  Votes    1   &  6;    Aion 
(SuppLBifBHTA&T  EvrnfATia,  1886-6), 
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Watei*  Bill 
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Pritatb  Bill  {by  Order)  —  Stcond  JUading  — 
Hillhead  and  KelTinside  (Annexation  to 
Glasgow).  • 

Public  Bills — Zmw— Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone 
Nayigation,  debati  ac{Joumed, 

Second  Reading  —  Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts 
Continuance  [107];  Land  Tax  Commis- 
sioners' Names  *  [1 13]. 

Second  Reading —Mef erred  to  Select  Committee — 
Hyde  Park  Comer  (New  Streets)  [103], 

Select  Committee— Shop  Hours  EegiUation  ♦  [56], 
nominated. 

CbinmiV/M— Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Scotland)  * 
[86]— R.P. 
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PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


LAMBETH  WATER  BILL. 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (/Sir  Charles  Forster,) 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS:  I  have 
placed  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  not  of 
objection  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  but  of  my  intention,  after  it  has 
been  read  a  second  time,  to  move  that  it 
be  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Committee,  to- 
gether with  an  enlargement  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  in  regard  to  Petitions  against 
Private  Bills.  I  wish  to  explain  to  the 
House  my  motives  for  having  placed  this 
Motion  upon  the  Notice  Paper. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he  does  not 
object  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  :  No,  Sir ; 
I  do  not  object  to  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Then  before  the 
hon.  Gentleman  makes  his  Motion  it 
will  be  necessary  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  the  Bill  be  committed."— (5tr 
Charles  Forster.) 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS :  I  beg  to 
move — 

"  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
'Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection : —That  all 
Petitions  against  the  Bill,  presented  not  later 
than  six  days  before  the  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee, be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that 
0ach  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by 

VOL.  coon,    [thibd  sebies.] 


themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses, 
be  heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if  they  tidnk  fit, 
and  Counsel  heard  in  favoor  of  the  BiU  against 
such  Petitions.** 

I  propose  to  moye  a  similar  Resolution 
in  the  case  of  the  East  London  Water 
Bill,  and  of  the  Southwark  and  Vaux- 
hall  Water  Bill,  which  are  down  on  the 
list  of  Priyate  Bills  for  consideration  on 
the  present  occasion.  My  object  is  to 
secure  that  they  shall  be  referred  to  a 
Hybrid  Committee  in  the  form  indicated 
in  my  Motion.  My  principal  motive  for 
taking  this  step  is  the  fact  that  these 
three  Water  Bills  together  contemplate 
the  raising  of  perpetual  Debenture  Stock 
at  4  percent  of  no  less  than  £700,000. 
Now,  it  is  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
House  that  the  Water  Companies  will, 
some  time  or  other,  in  accordance  with 
the  view  which  the  House  has  over  and 
over  again  expressed,  be  taken  over  by 
some  constituted  authority  within  the 
Metropolis — either  a  new  municipal 
organization,  or  some  one  of  the  existing 
organizations  which  deal  with  the  raising 
and  spending  of  money  in  the  Metro- 
polis. It  is  perfectly  well  known  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  on 
the  security  of  the  rates,  is  able  to  raise 
the  funds  that  may  be  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  their  undertak- 
ings at  the  same  price  that  Government 
are  able  to  raise  money  on  Consolidated 
Annuities.  And  I  conclude  that  if  we 
consent,  without  any  restraint,  to  grant 
to  these  Water  Companies — and  I  wish 
the  House  to  observe  that  these  three 
Water  Companies  supply  one-half  of 
London — the  power  of  raising  no  less 
than  £700,000  in  this  way — in  the  case 
of  the  conversion  of  this  Debenture  Stock 
into  Metropolitan  Stock  or  Consols  the 
ratepayers  would  be  mulcted  to  the  extent 
of  £175,000— that  is  to  say,  that  the 
value  of  this,  Debenture  Stock,  when 
turned  into  a  perpetual  4  per  cent,  will 
be  equivalent  to  what  would  certainly 
in  the  market  fetch  £125  for  every  £100 
Stock.  Then  I  think  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  resist  an  attempt  of  this  kind 
to  create  a  very  large  debt  in  the  way 
of  raising  money  by  Debenture  Stock 
upon  such  terms  as  these  by  the  Water 
Companies.  I  certainly  do  not  think, 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  the  general  feel- 
ing of  the  House,  that  the  Water  Com- 
panies of  the  Metropolis  deserve  any 
great  amount  of  consideration  at  ou? 
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hands.  I  understand  that  the  three  Water 
Companies  in  regard  to  whose  Bills  my 
Motion  is  directed  have  issued  a  paper 
to-day  imputing  to  me  certain  improper 
motives  in  bringing  forward  this  pro- 
position. Now,  1  have  no  motive  what- 
ever, except  that  of  a  consideration  for 
the  ratepayers  of  London,  whose  in- 
terests cannot  be  looked  after  except  by 
the  Metropolitan  Members,  as  they  have 
no  real  Municipal  Institution  upon  which 
they  can  fall  back.  It  is  upon  that  ground 
that  I  deem  it  to  be  the  duty  of  every 
Metropolitan  Member  to  deal  with  every 
measure  which  may  appear  to  involve 
the  welfare  of  the  Metropolis,  especially 
where  there  is  a  total  absence  of  in- 
formation as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
provisions  of  a  Private  Bill  may  affect 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayers  they  re- 
present. I  may  add  that  in  making  this 
Motion  I  have  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  senior  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Sir  Eobert  Fowler).  The 
City  of  London  have  determined  to  ap- 
pear by  counsel  against  this  Bill,  with 
a  view  of  preventing  a  large  and  un- 
necessary expenditure  from  falling  here- 
after upon  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metro- 
polis. I  have  also  had  an  opportunity 
of  speaking  to  the  right  hon.  Q-entle- 
man  the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross),  who  is  well  known  to 
take  a  great  interest  in  these  matters, 
and  I  believe  I  am  fairly  entitled  to 
say  that  I  have  his  sympathy  and 
goodwill  in  the  Motion  I  now  make.  I 
hope  that  in  the  interests  of  good  go- 
vernment in  London,  and  the  preven- 
tion of  an  extravagant  outlay  of  the 
public  money  at  a  large  loss  to  the  mass 
of  the  ratepayers,  the  House  will  agree 
to  my  proposal,  which  is  simply  to  refer 
all  these  Bills  to  a  Hybrid  Committee 
under  conditions  which  will  secure  the 
representation  of  every  interest  con- 
cerned. If  this  is  done  the  expense  to 
the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  will  be 
greatly  diminished,  because  they  will 
have  to  appear  before  one  Committee 
only,  instead  of  having  to  instruct  coun- 
sel to  appear  against  three  Bills  which 
may  be  heard  by  three  separate  Com- 
mittees. My  Motion  will  give  the  parties 
who  are  interested  in  opposing  the  pro- 
visions of  these  Bills  an  opportunity  of 
being  fairly  heard  on  the  matter ;  and 
there  will  undoubtedly  be  sufficient  in  the 
way  of  instruction  to  the  Committee  to 
induce  them  to  devote  their  attention  to 
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this  branch  of  water  finance,  witha  Tiew 
of  making  it  as  little  onerous  to  the  xmt«- 
payers  as  possible.  I  beg  to  move  that 
this  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee in  the  terms  of  the  Motion  which  I 
have  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON:  I  beg  to 
second  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Memb« 
for  Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold  Eogera). 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  wordi, 
'*  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  <^  Nine 
Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  Hoi&\ 
and  Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection.** — 
{Mr,  Thorold  Mog$rs,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  I  trust  tlio 
House  will  allow  me  to  say  a  word  upon 
this  Motion  in  favour  of  the  Bill  which 
is  now  under  consideration.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Thorold  Bogers)  has  said 
that  certain  motives  have  been  attributed 
to  him  in  papers  alleged  to  hare  been 
put  forth  by  the  Water  Companies — ^I 
think  he  said  to-day.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  have  not  seen  those  papery 
nor  shall  I,  or  the  Company  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent,  attribata 
any  personal  motives  to  the  hon.  Member 
on  this  occasion.  The  object  of  this  par- 
ticular Bill — the  Lambeth  Water  Bill — 
is  to  raise  the  sum  of  150,000  by  meant 
of  Debenture  Stock  at  4  per  cent,  and  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  an  ever- 
increasing  district.  The  diPtrict  sup- 
plied by  the  Lambeth  Water  Company 
is  increasing  at  the  rate  of  something 
like  4,000  houses  every  year;  and  the 
Company  ask  to  be  allowed  to  supply 
this  increasing  district  with  an  increased 
water  supply.  In  the  year  1883  the 
Company  applied  to  the  House  for 
power  to  raise  a  capital  sum  of 
£375,000.  Of  that  sum  only  £75,000 
were  granted  by  the  Committee,  pre- 
sided over,  I  believe,  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket).  Looking  at  the  Eeport  of 
that  Committee,  I  find  it  is  stated  that 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  was  proved; 
but  that,  having  regard  to  the  fieport 
of  the  Committee  on  the  London  Water 
Supply  in  1880,  they  were  not  willing 
to  grant  powers  beyond  what  were  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  meet  the  aotual 
demands  of  the  public  which  might  im* 
terfere    with   future    le^slation.    Ths 
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amount  of  capital  authorized  to  be 
raised  under  the  Bill  wasj  therefore, 
limited  to  £75,000.  What  we  ask  for 
now  is  simply  the  means  of  living  from 
hand  to  mouth,  and  in  order  that  we  may 
be  enabled  to  carry  out  the  necessary 
requirements  of  this  ever-increasing  de- 
mand. At  that  time,  when  the  power 
to  raise  an  additional  capital  of  £75,000 
was  granted  by  the  Committee  to  the 
Company,  there  was  a  sum  of  £90,000 
in  hand,  and  the  annual  expenditure  on 
capital  works  amounted  to  something 
like  £50,000  a-year.  More  than  two- 
thirds  of  the  amount  granted  in  1883, 
besides  the  £90,000  in  hand,  have  been 
expended,  in  order  to  meet  these  re- 
quirements ;  and  I  do  not  think,  there- 
fore, that  the  Lambeth  Water  Com- 
pany are  asking  for  very  much  in 
the  very  modest  amount  of  increased 
capital  they  have  inserted  in  the  Bill. 
If  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  is  carried  the  Company  will 
be  put  to  a  greatly  increased  expense ; 
and  they  will  be  obliged  to  admit,  as 
Petitioners  against  the  Bill,  persons 
whose  claims  have  not  been  passed  by 
the  proper  authorities  of  this  House. 
The  non.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Eogers)  alluded  to  the  fact  that 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London 
intend  to  present  a  Petition  against  the 
Bill.  Well,  Sir,  if  the  authorities  of 
the  City  of  London  represented  here  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  senior  Member  for 
the  City  (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  intend  to 
petition  against  the  Bill,  I  would  ask 
why  they  did  not  petition  against  it  in 
the  ordinary  way,  and  allow  their  Peti- 
tion to  go  before  the  Court  ot  locus  stand t  ? 
I  really  do  not  see  the  slightest  reason 
why  this  Bill  shoald  not  be  treated  in 
the  ordinary  way.  If  it  is  sent,  in  the 
usual  manner,  before  a  Select  Commit- 
tee upstairs,  the  public  interests  will  be 
duly  guarded  by  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  who  have  already  petitioned 
against  the  Bill,  and  whose  Petition  has 
been  passed  by  the  authorities  of  the 
Court  of  locus  standi.  Then,  I  trust, 
without  taking  up  further  time,  that  the 
House  will  not  agree  to  the  Motion  of 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Eogers).  I  take  it  that,  if 
thore  is  any  real  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  the  proper  course  would 
hare  been  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  it,  and  that  it  is  not  desirable  now  to 
depart  from  the  ordinary  course  of  re- 


ferring a  Priyate  Bill  which  has  been 
read  a  second  time  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  addressed  tho 
House  tells  us  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  take 
charge  of  the  opposition  against  this 
Bill,  and  that  they  have  already  been 
granted  a  hcus  standi. 

Me.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  speaking  again,  in- 
asmuch as  he  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  chairman  of  WAYS  and 
MEANS  (Mr.  Courtney)  :  If  this  Bill 
were  the  only  Bill  relating  to  the  supply 
of  water  to  the  Metropolis  which  has 
been  introduced  this  Session,  I  think 
there  would  be  much  force  in  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Meqiber  for  Kent  (Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas).  But  it  will  be  observed  that 
there  are  two  other  Bills  which  also 
deal  with  the  supply  of  water  to  parts  of 
the  Metropolis ;  and  the  three  Bills,  taken 
together,  cover  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  whole  Metropolitans  upply.  Upon 
that  ground  I  conceive  there  may  be 
reasons  for  departing  from  the  ordinary 
Rule  of  the  House  to  refer  Private  Bills 
to  the  consideration  of  a  Select  Commit- 
tee of  four  Members  of  the  House,  and 
for  referring  these  particular  Bills  to  a 
Hybrid  Committee.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  the  practice  of  referring  Private 
Bills  to  Hybrid  Committees  is  rather  a 
growing  one ;  and  I  think  it  ought  to 
be  watched  with  a  certain  amount  of 
care.  It  must  be  remembered  that  it 
opens  the  door  to  a  good  deal  of 
wrangling  with  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  a  Bill,  and  that  it  involves  a  consider- 
able amount  of  expense  being  thrown  on 
the  consumers  of  water,  as  well  as  upon 
those  who  supply  the  water.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  that  it  is  possible 
to  meet  this  particular  case  in  a  satis- 
factory manner  by  a  modification  of  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Thorold 
Rogers).  He  proposes  to  refer  this  and 
other  Bills  to  a  Hybrid  Committee  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  and  to  allow  all 
Petitions  against  the  Bill  presented  not 
later  than  six  days  before  the  meeting 
of  the  Committee  to  be  referred  to  tho 
Committee,  giving  the  Petitioners  tho 
right  of  being  heard  against  the  Bill  by 
counsel,  agents,  and  witnesses.    Now^  I; 
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think  that  that  amounts  to  an  invitation 
for  the  presentation  of  Petitions  which 
may  be  carried  out  to  an  alarming  and 
unnecessary  extent.  I  think  it  is  quite 
sufficient  that  we  should  allow  such 
Petitioners  to  be  heard  before  the  Hybrid 
Committee  who  presented  their  Petitions 
within  the  time  allowed  by  the  Standing 
Orders.  In  that  case  the  Corporation 
of  the  City  of  London,  as  well  as  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  will  be 
heard  in  opposition  to  the  Bill ;  and  the 
two  acting  together  may  be  fairly  taken 
to  represent  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Metropolis.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  propose  to  amend  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Eogers)  by  omitting 
the  words  *^  presented  not  later  than  six 
days  before  the  meeting  of  the  Commit- 
tee," with  the  object  of  having  the  Bills 
referred  to  the  Committee  in  the  usual 
way  ;  and  upon  that  understanding  I 
would  advise  the  House  to  assent  to  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOGEES  :  I  have 
no  objection  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
my  hon.  Friend. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  to 
consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Me.  COUETNEY:  I  have  now  to 
move  the  next  paragraph  in  an  amended 
form — 

''That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  pre- 
sented within  the  time  limited  b^  the  SUmding 
Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that 
such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by 
themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Wit> 
nesses,  be  heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  against  such  Petitions." 

Me.  THOEOLD  EOGEES :  I  have 
no  objection. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Ordered  accordingly. 

SOUTHWARK  AND  VAUXHALL  WATER 

BILL. 

8E0OKD  BBADIKa. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Me.  THOEOLD  EOGEES :  I  beg  to 
move  the  Motion  which  stands  on  the 

Mr,  Courtney 


Paper  in  my  name,  simply  altering  tbe 
form  of  it  so  as  to  make  it  in  accoraanee 
with  the  Motion  just  passed  bj  th« 
House  in  regard  to  the  Lambeth  Wata 
Bill. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Ck>mnuttee 
to  consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the  KH, 
presented  within  the  time  limited  by  the  Stand* 
mg  Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  ;  and 
that  such  of  Uie  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard 
by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agent*,  or  Wit- 
nesses, be  heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  Uv 
Bill  against  such  Petitions.  —  (ifr.  Tkart^i 
Rogers,) 

NOTICE   OF  RESOLZTTIOX. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND) -EMPLOYMENT 

OF  THE  MILITARY  FORCES  OF 

THE  CROWN. 

Mr.  lewis  gave  Notice  of  Motion 
for  a  Beturn  of  the  number  of  cases  in 
which,  during  the  last  two  years,  1884 
and  1885)  the  Military  Forces  of  the 
Crown  have  been  employed  in  carrying 
out  evictions  of  tenants  of  land,  or  lands 
and  houses,  distinguishing  each  coontj 
in  Ireland. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  lewis  :  Having  regard  to  that 
fact,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  will 
voluntarily  lay  on  the  Table  the  Betom 
I  ask  for  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  And  I  shall  ask,  in 
that  case,  whether  the  Beturn  by  the 
Government  will  be  so  extended  as  to 
make  it  of  any  use? 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FORCK 

Mr.  HOWAED  VINCENT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  for  the  efficiency  of  the 
police  and  the  convenience  of  the  public, 
he  will  take  immediate  steps  to  provide 
a  proper  head  quarters  for  the  Metro* 
pofitan  Police  Force,  with  adequate 
office  and  barrack  accommodation,  mud 
offering  sufficient  facilities  for  the  train* 
ing,  and,  when  necessary,  the  concen* 
tration  of  policemen,  in  Hen  of  the  pre- 
sent collection  of  inferior,  detaohed*  and 
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inconvenient  houses  held  on  leases  at 
costly  rentals,  which  constitute  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police  Force,  in  the  thorough- 
fares of  Great  Scotland  Yard  and  White  - 
hall  Place? 

The  SECRETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers):  In  reply  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Q-entleman,  I  am  fully  aware  of 
the  present  inconvenient  and  unsatisfac- 
tory character  of  the  huildings  com- 
prising the  head-quarters  of  the  police 
at* Scotland  Yard,  and  it  is  one  of  the 
matters  that  will  engage  my  serious  at- 
tention in  connection  with  the  forth- 
coming inquiry. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  he  kind  enough  to  say 
whether  he  has  now  formed  his  Com- 
mittoe  of  Inquiry  into  the  organization 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police;  whether  it 
will  include  other  names  than  those  al- 
ready mentioned  to  the  House;  and, 
whether  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
will  he  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  stated  that  one 
of  the  Members  of  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee under  my  Chairmanship  will  be 
the  new  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police. 
Of  course,  imtil  he  is  appointed,  I  cannot 
definitely  say  who  will  constitute  the 
Committee.  I  did  not  limit  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  names  I  mentioned  to  the 
House  the  other  day.  As  to  the  last 
part  of  the  Question,  I  imagine  there  is 
no  doubt  that  the  Beport  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table.  It  is  not  usual  to  say  so 
beforehand ;  but  I  think  I  may  say  it 
will  be  presented,  though,  perhaps,  part 
of  the  evidence  which  may  relate  to  the 
detective  police  could  not  be  laid  upon 
the  Table. 

Me.  STUART  .  WOETLEY  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  would 
take  care  that,  before  any  decision  was 
taken  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  vacant 
ground  adjoining  the  present  police  sta- 
tion at  King  Street,  Westminster,  the 
fitness  of  that  site  to  bo  devoted,  either 
wholly  or  in  part,  to  the  erection  of  new 
central  police  offices  for  the  Metropolis, 
should  be  fully  considered  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  There  were  some 
interesting  Papers  on  that  subject  pre- 
sented many  years  ago,  to  which  I  in- 
tend to  refer  in  conducting  the  inquiry. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND) —THE 
PROCURATOR  FISCAL  OF  ORKNEY. 
Mb.  LYELL  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 

Whether  the  recent  prosecution  of  the 


Rev.  Mathew  Armour,  at  Kirkwall,  was 
undertaken  after  communication  with  the 
Crown  Office,  or  on  the  sole  responsi- 
bility of  the  Procurator  Fiscal  of  Orkney ; 
whether  the  Procurator  Fiscal  of  Orkney, 
in  addition  to  his  official  duties,  acts  as 
law  agent  to  a  number  of  Conservative 
landed  proprietors  in  the  county ;  and, 
whether  the  Procurator  Fiscal  in  ques- 
tion is  the  same  official  whose  proceed- 
ings in  connection  with  a  case  arising 
out  of  a  threatening  letter  received  by 
General  Burroughs  was  last  year  brought 
before  this  House  ? 

Mr.  M  ACDON  ALD  CAMERON  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  report  in  The  Orkney 
Herald  of  the  23rd  of  December  last, 
where  it  was  stated  that  seven  men  were 
accused  before  Sheriff  Thoms  of  so-called 
rioting  at  the  late  General  Election,  and 
that  one  of  these  men  was  sent  to  prison 
for  a  period  of  10  days  without  the 
option  of  a  fine,  although  he  did  nothing 
at  the  riots  except  appear  as  one  of  the 
crowd ;  and,  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  inquire  into 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Kirk- 
wall? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour),  in  reply,  said,  that  the  recent 
prosecution  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Armour  was 
undertaken  without  commimication  with 
the  Crown  Office.  Various  riots  occurred 
at  the  time  of  the  election,  and  the 
Sheriff  Principal  of  the  county,  Mr. 
Thoms,  personally  investigated  and  dis- 
posed of  several  of  the  cases  ;  but  before 
all  of  them  were  inquired  into  he  had  to 
leave  for  Caithness,  where  there  had 
been  a  number  of  incendiary  fires ;  and 
he  directed  the  Sheriff  Substitute — ^Mr. 
Menzies— along  with  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  and  Sheriff  Clerk,  to  make  the 
necessary  investigation  in  regard  to  riot- 
ing at  Sanday.  As  the  result  of  the 
investigation,  the  Sheriff  Substitute 
directed  that  certain  persons  should  be 
tried  for  rioting,  and  that  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Armour  should  be  charged  on  a  charge 
of  breach  of  the  peace.  These  directions 
were  carried  out  by  the  ProcuratorFiecal, 
who,  in  addition  to  his  official  duties, 
acts  as  law  agents  for  sundry  landlords 
and  proprietors,  some  of  whom  are  Con- 
servatives, and  some  of  whom  are 
Liberal.  The  Procurator  Fiscal  is  the 
same  official  who  acted  along  with  and 
under  the  direction  of  Sheriff  Thoms  in 
investigation  of  the  case  of  a  threaten- 
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ing  letter  received  by  General  Burrouglis 
— an  act  whicli  was  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  In  reference  to 
the  second  Question  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Wick  Burghs,  he  was  aware 
that  there  was  a  riot  that  took  place  at 
Kirkwall,  and  there  were  certain  con- 
victions ;  and  he  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment to  remit  some  of  the  sentences, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  see  cause  to  do  so.  He  was  not 
aware  of  the  particulars  of  these  oases  ; 
but  if  Notice  were  given  he  would  make 
inquiries.  He  knew  generally,  however, 
that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  rioting  at 
that  election,  and  that  the  Sheriff,  who 
was  responsible  for  the  peace  of  the 
county,  took  himself  the  superintendence 
of  the  investigations  until  he  was  obliged 
to  go  to  Caithness  in  regard  to  the  in- 
cendiary fires. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON :  I 
wish  to  explain [**  Order,  order  !  "] 

Mr.  J.  B.  BAL¥OUR:  If  there  is 
anything  more  my  hon.  Friend  desires, 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  get  the  necessary 
information. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON :  It 

is  not  in  regard  to  that [**  Order, 

order!"]  You  have  not  answered  the 
Question. 

Dr.  CAMERON  :  Can  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, at  his  convenience,  state  to  the 
House  what  were  the  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  Sanday  riots  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  gives  Notice  I  will  endea- 
vour to  find  out. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  -PRIVI- 
LEGE—INTERFERENCE OF  PEERS  AT 
ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General,  Whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  interference  of  certain  Lords  of 
Parliament  in  the  election  of  Members 
of  this  House,  especially  in  the  Metro- 
polis, by  those  Lords  sending  their 
carriages  and  hired  servants  to  convey 
voters  to  the  poll ;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  Resolution  of  this  House, 
which  declares  that — 

"It  is  a  high  infringement  of  the  liberties 
and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of  the  United 
Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parliament  .  .  . 
to  concern  himself  in  the  electiom  of  Members 
to  serve  the  Commons  in  Parliament," 

he  will  consider  the  propriety  of  advising 

The  Lord  Advocate 


proceedings  to  support  the  Iteeolotioa 
of  this  House  ? 

Colonel  BROOKFIELD  asked,  whe- 
ther the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemmn 
was  aware  of  and  would  inquire  into 
the  interference  of  certain  Lords  of  Par- 
liament in  the  election  of  MemberB  of 
this  House,  especially  in  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire;  whether  he  was 
aware  also  that  the  interference  of  a 
Lord  of  Parliament  in  one  case  took  the 
form  of  sending  £1,000  to  an  electi<vi 
committee  for  election  purposes  ? 

The  attorney  GENEEAIi  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell),  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  was  not  aware  of  the  matters  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  fm 
Rye  referred ;  hut  perhaps  he  would 
put  his  Question  on  the  Notice  Paper,  in 
which  case  inquiries  should  be  made. 
As  regarded  the  Question  of  the  boo. 
Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  T.  H. 
Bolton),  it  was  the  fact  that  carriages 
had  been  sent  by  Peers  to  convey  voters 
to  the  poll.  As  to  the  Reeolution  of  tb^ 
House  relating  to  the  liberties  and 
Privileges  of  the  Commons,  be  most 
repeat  what  he  said  the  other  day — that 
that  was  not  a  subject  which  was  at  all 
in  any  special  sense  within  bis  sphere 
of  duty.  It  was  a  matter  for  the 
House  to  deal  with ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  desired  information  with  regard 
to  it,  he  shoidd  address  his  Question  to 
the  Leader  of  the  House.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
he  did  not  propose  to  offer  an  opinion 
about  it,  unless  it  was  asked  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

THE  COINAGE. 

Mr.  S.  MONTAGU  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Esohequer,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  tbe  condi- 
tion of  the  coinage;  whether  he  it 
aware  that  about  sixty  millions,  or  ta 
other  words  sixty  out  of  every  hundred, 
of  the  gold  coins  in  circulation  hare 
ceased  to  be  legal  tender,  in  consequence 
of  their  worn  condition ;  and  that,  in 
consequence,  many  millions  in  gold  lie 
idle  in  the  hands  of  bankers  and  othen; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  silver  cur* 
reucy,  originally  issued  at  a  premium  of 
less  than  ten  per  cent.,  is  now,  owing  to 
the  diminished  value  of  the  metal,  dr* 
culating  at  a  fictitious  value  of  forty  ptr 
cent,  when  of  full  weight,  and  fifty  per 
cent,  when  worn,  above  its  manRt 
price;  whether  he  has  reason  to  ftar 
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illegal  coinage  ia  consequence ;  whether 
iie  has  directed  any  inquiry  into  the 
practice  of  importing  French  one  and 
two  sous  pieces  and  putting  them  into 
circulation,  at  a  profit  of  about  five  per 
cent.  ;  and,  whether  he  has  any  reason 
to  fear  that  the  ultimate  loss  arising  out 
of  this  importation  may  fall  upon  the 
poorer  classes  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  :  As  to 
the  first  two  parts  of  the  Question,  the 
actual  figu'res  and  the  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  matter  were  brought  be- 
fore the  House  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  two  years  ago.  As 
to  the  next  two  parts  on  the  subject  of 
the  silver  coinage,  it  is  true  that  the 
premium  at  which  our  silver  coin  cir- 
culates is  nearly  as  stated ;  but  I  learn, 
from  the  Mint  Authorities,  that  there  is 
no  apprehension  of  illegal  coinage,  and, 
indeed,  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as 
forged  silver  coin.  With  regard  to  the 
copper  coinage,  we  all  know  there  is 
a  certain  number  of  small  copper  or 
bronze  coins  imported  from  France  ;  but 
there  is  no  reason,  however,  to  think  it 
is  done  for  purposes  of  profit,  and  in 
any  case  no  inconvenience  has  been 
proved  to  exist. 

Mr.  BEODRICK:  Could  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  he  intends 
to  re-introduce  the  Bill  for  the  debasing 
of  the  gold  coinage,  or  otherwise  deal- 
ing with  it,  that  was  introduced  by  his 
Predecessor  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  do 
not  think  that  is  a  Question  which  ought 
to  be  put  to  me.  It  does  not  arise  out 
of  my  reply,  and  I  do  not  recognize  a 
Bill  by  that  description ;  therefore  I  am 
not  prepared  to  answer  it. 

SCOTLAND—THE  8HER1FF  CLERK 
DEPUTE  OF  SKYE. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
Papers  connected  with  the  dismissal 
from  his  office  of  Mr.  DugaldMaelachlan, 
bank  agent,  Portree,  sheriff  clerk  de- 
pute of  the  Skye  District  of  Inverness- 
shire  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (who  replied)  said  :  I  shall  in- 
quire whether  it  would  be  according  to 
usage  to  laj^  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
certain  telegrams  which  formed  an  im- 
portant ingredient  in  the  case.     There 


are  no  other  documents  which  could 
properly  be  laid  upon  the  Table ;  but 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (the 
late  Lord  Advocate)  and  I  will  be  ready 
to  give  full  information  to  the  House  as 
to  the  causes  of  the  dismissal  if  any 
question  in  regard  to  it  is  raised. 

SCOTLAND-ARREARS  OF  RATES  IN 

SKYE. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether,  in 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  Island 
of  Skye  at  present,  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Returns  showing 
the  arrears  in  the  whole  Island,  as  at 
1 4th  February,  of  school  and  poor  rates, 
under  the  heads  of  landlords,  tenants 
paying  over  £30  a-year,  and  tenants 
paying  under  £30  a-year  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  :  The  Board  of  Super- 
vision intended  to  obtain  Returns  of  the 
arrears  of  poor  rate  at  the  beginning  of 
April,  in  which  the  information  as  to 
the  arrears  of  school  rates  which  my 
hon.  Friend  wishes  to  get  can  be  in- 
cluded. There  is  a  difficulty  about  ob- 
taining frequent  Returns,  as  the  duties 
of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Poor  are  at 
present  very  onerous.  The  best  plan 
will  be  for  these  Returns  to  be' taken  in 
hand  at  once,  and  put  into  the  shape, 
as  far  as  it  can  be  accomplished,  which 
will  meet  the  wishes  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
When  I  have  got  them  they  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table. 

IRELAND—RAFFLES  FOR  LANDS  OF 
PROTESTANT  LANDLORDS. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Dwter  Gray) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  statement  published  in 
The  Dublin  Daily  Express  and  subse- 
quently in  The  Times  last  month  and  re- 
ported in  The  St.  Jameses  Gazette  of  the 
1 9th  instant,  on  the  authority  of  a  letter 
*'  from  a  responsible  person  in  Ireland  to 
a  distinguished  person  in  England," 
to  the  effect  that  raffles  are  being  held  by 
Catholics  in  various  districts  in  Ireland 
for  the  reversionary  possession  of  farms 
held  by  Protestants  ? 

Mr.  ALBERT  GREY :  In  reference 
to  this  Question,  I  would,  at  the  game 
time,  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  whether 
he  has  seen  similar  statements  explicitly 
made  in  the  columns  of    The  Belfast 
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News  Letter f  and  reported  in  The  Times 
of  to-day. 

The  chief  SECEETAET  (Mr.  John 
Mohley)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  answer  to 
the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  authorities  in  Dublin  have  no 
official  knowledge  of  these  alleged  trans- 
actions; and  the  police  authorities  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  to  which  most  of 
the  statements  are  confined,  have  not 
heard  of  them.  In  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion now  asked  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
A.  Grey),  my  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  specific  statement  to  which  he 
refers,  and  in  consequence  of  that  I  shall 
have  further  inquiries  made. 

Me.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  give  No- 
tice that,  on  a  future  day,  I  wUl  ask  if 
the  Government  will  consider  whether 
the  wilful  and  persistent  publications  by 
newspapers  of  false  news,  calculated  to 
endanger  the  public  peace,  should  not 
be  constituted  an  offence  ? 

IRELAND  —  CONDITION    OF    THE 
WESTERN   ISLES. 

Mr.  sexton  (for  Mr.  Dwyee  Gray) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  an  in- 
spector of  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board  visited  the  Island  of  Boffin  last 
month  in  order  to  ascertain  the  condition 
of  the  potato  supply  on  the  island  and 
the  probability  of  famine ;  and,  whether 
he  can  state  the  result  of  that  inquiry  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  An  Inspector  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  visited  Boffin  Island 
last  January,  and  his  Eeport  has  been 
laid  before  me.  I  expect  it  will  be  my 
duty  very  shortly  to  make  a  statement 
embodying  the  result  of  this  and  other 
inquiries  into  the  condition  of  the 
Islands  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland ; 
and  I  am  glad  to  say  I  believe  I  shall 
be  able  to  make  a  statement  that  will 
be  satisfactory  to  hen.  Members  in  all 
parts  of  the  House. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
ALLEGED  OUTRAGES  NEAR  DUN- 
DALK. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  NOLAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Dundalk  constabulary  received  informa- 
tion recently  that  in  one  night  several 
outrages  had  been  committed  in  the 
neighbourhood,  including  the  breaking 
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of  windows,  setting  fire  to  a  haystack, 
and  setting  fire  to  a  dwelling  house; 
whether  the  constabulary,  on  malnng 
inquiry,  learned  that  these  ontragffi 
were  committed  by  a  landlord  and  ma- 
gistrate in  the  locality  with  some  friends 
of  his ;  if  it  is  true  that  the  inspector  of    j 

Eolice  in  Dundalk  used  his  influence  to 
ave  a  compromise  effected  between  the 
injured  parties  and  the  perpetrators  of 
the  outrages,  pointing  out  to  the  fonn« 
that  it  was  only  by  suppressing  the 
names  of  ihe  offending  parties  that  com- 
pensation could  be  procured  from  the 
grand  jury;  and,  whether  any  effort  haa 
been  made  by  the  police  to  bring  the 
guilty  parties  to  justice  ?  In  putting 
this  Question  he  desired  to  substitute 
for  the  words  ''  a  landlord  and  magis- 
trate in  the  locality"  the  words  **  brother 
of  a  landlord  and  magistrate  in  the 
locality." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr,  Jora 
Morley)  :  The  attention  of  the  Inspec- 
tor General  has  been  called  to  this  mat- 
ter, and  he  has  thought  it  necessary  to 
order  a  special  investigation  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case ;  but  the  Re- 
port of  it  has  not  yet  reached  us. 

POOR    LAW  — DERIVATIVE 
SETTLEMENTS. 

Mb.  NORTON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  a  g^eat  deal  of  liti- 
gation has  arisen  in  consquence  of  the 
enactments  relating  to  the  abolition  of 
derivative  settlements  comprised  in  sec- 
tion 35  of  the  Divided  Parishes  and 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  of  1876,  39 
and  40  Yic.  c.  61 ;  whether  the  Judges 
of  Her  Majesty's  High  Court  of  Justice 
have  frequently  remarked,  in  their  jndi- 
cial  decisions,  upon  the  obscurity  of  that 
section  of  the  Act,  as  to  whether  a 
widow  does  or  does  not  derive  the  settle- 
ment of  her  deceased  husband ;  and, 
whether  he  will  introdnce  an  explana- 
tory or  amending  Act,  with  a  view  to 
define  clearly  the  Law  with  regard  to 
derivative  settlements  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  J.  Cauaua- 
lain),  in  reply,  said,  it  wae  a  fact  that 
there  had  been  a  g^od  deal  of  litigation 
in  reference  to  this  question  of  dertva* 
tive  settlements ;  but  he  believed  the 
difficulty  had  chiefly  arisen  with  regard 
to  the  settlement  of  children,  not  of 
widows,  and  in  consequence  of  a  deci- 
sion of  the  Oourt  of  Appeal  being  is 
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contradiction  to  previous  decisions.  He 
believed  that  a  case  was  about  to  be 
carried  to  tbe  House  of  Lords,  where 
the  matter  would  be  finally  settled. 
X^endiDg  that  decision,  there  was  no  ia- 
tention  to  introduce  a  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

ARMY— THE  TESTING  OP  SIDE  ARMS. 

Mr.  sexton  (for  Mr.  Dwyeb  Gbay) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
"Whether  the  bayonets  now  being  tested 
are  tested  fixed  on  their  rifies,  as  they 
vould  be  used  in  actual  war;  and,  if  not, 
whether  there  is  to  be  a  second  test,  to 
ascertain  how  many  rifles  will  stand  the 
strain  to  which  the  surviving  bayonets 
liave  been  subjected  ? 

The  SUEVEYOE  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (who  re- 
plied)  said :  The  present  trials  have  not 
been  made  with  bayonets  fixed  to  the 
rifles ;  but  before  the  barrel  of  the 
Martini-Henry  rifle  was  adopted  it  was 
subjected,  with  bayonet  fixed,  to  so 
severe  a  test  of  its  stability  that  no 
doubt  is  entertained  of  its  power  to 
withstand  in  that  regard  the  roughest 
usage  that  may  be  expected  during  war. 
Consequently,  no  further  test  has  been 
considered  necessary. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTI0K8  — LISTS 

OF  VOTERS. 

Sib  BERNHAED  SAMUELSON 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  Whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
the  preparation  of  the  Lists  of  Parlia* 
mentary  Voters  in  1885,  the  overseers  in 
many  parishes  omitted  or  misdescribed 
either  the  nature  of  the  qualification  or 
the  description  of  the  qualifying  pro- 
perty of  the  voter,  or  both,  and  that  the 
Kevising  Barristers  are,  in  many  in- 
stances, not  empowered  to  rectify  such 
omissions  or  misdescriptions  except  upon 
declarations  or  claims  made  by  the 
▼oters,  who  may  be  unaware  of  the  de- 
fect in  the  Lists,  and,  if  aware,  can  only 
take  the  steps  necessary  to  rectify  them 
at  considerable  trouble  and  expense ; 
and,  whether,  pending  the  preparation 
of  any  genercd  measure  dealing  with 
the  Begistration  of  Voters,  the  Govern- 
ment  will  introduce  a  short  Bill  giving 
power  to  Kevising  Barristers  to  retain 
on  the  Lists  of  Voters  the  name  of  every 
person  inserted  therein  who  shall  be 
8ho?m  to  have  a  proper  qualification, 


notwithstanding  any  mistake  in  the  List 
as  to  its  nature  or  description,  and  for 
that  purpose  to  make  any  necessary 
amendment  in  the  Lists,  and  giving 
power  to  Revising  Barristers  to  enforce 
the  payment  of  costs  by  an  overseer 
guilty  of  negligence  in  the  preparation 
of  any  List  ? 

The  SECRETAIiY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  (who  replied)  said  :  In  reply 
to  m)'  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
am  aware  that  the  overseers  in  many 
parishes  make  mistakes  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  their  lists.  I  am  also  aware  that 
the  power  of  the  Revising  Barristers  to 
rectify  such  mistakes  is  limited,  and 
might  advantageously  be  enlarged ;  but 
I  do  not  think  that  a  Bill  can  well  be 
brought  in  for  this  purpose  only  inde- 
pendently of  a  general  measure  dealing 
with  the  registration  of  voters.  That, 
however,  is  a  matter  more  for  the  Local 
Government  Board  than  for  the  Home 
Office  ;  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  confer 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  that  Board  on  the  subject.  I  may, 
however,  say  that,  under  the  law  as  it 
stands.  Revising  Barristers  have  the 
power  to  fine  overseers  for  neglect ;  but 
I  do  not  think  it  possible  to  make  the 
overseer  responsible  for  the  cost  of 
claimants  incurred  in  making  the  neces- 
sary amendments. 

ARMY   (AUXILIARY    FORCES)— ARTIL- 
LERY  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  make  provision 
in  the  Estimates  in  the  present  year  for 
an  additional  capitation  g^ant  to  the 
Artillery  Volunteers;  for  the  substitu- 
tion of  40- pounder  rifled  guns  in  position 
for  old  d2-pounders  for  batteries ;  for  a 
certain  number  of  20-pounder  field  guns, 
with  necessary  equipments  for  Corps; 
and,  also,  for  the  substitution  of  Martini- 
Henry  carbines  for  the  old  ones  now  in 
use? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  :  As  regards  the 
capitation  g^ant,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  my  recent  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Central  Sheffield.  The  Ar- 
tillery  Volunteers  have  already  in  their 
possession  160  rifled  muzzle-loading  64- 
pounders  and  137  rifled  breech-loacjling 
40-pounders,  besides  havinti:  at  their  dis- 
posal for  practice,   ftc,   77  additional 
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64-pouiider8  and  14  additional  40- 
pounders.  Every  year  as  many  guns 
of  these  classes  as  become  available  are 
issued  to  them  in  substitution  for,  or  in 
addition  to,  the  smooth-bore  guns  which 
they  already  have.  Field  guns  are  not 
issued  to  Artillery  Volunteers.  The 
store  of  Martini-Henry  carbines  is  not 
Buch  as  will  allow  of  their  issue  to  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers  in  substitution  for  the 
Snider  carbines  they  now  have  in  use. 

Mb.  MAEK  STEWAET  gave  Notice 
to  call  attention  to  the  subject  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— 
PROCURATORS  FISCAL. 

Mk.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  with  reference  to  the  informa- 
tion he  gave  the  House  of  Commons  last 
year,  that  he  was  endeavouring  to  ar- 
range that  certain  Procurators  Fiscal  in 
the  West  Highlands  of  Scotland  should 
not  in  future  engage  in  private  practice, 
Whether  such  arrangements  have  been 
earned  into  effect ;  and,  should  he  have 
found  them  impracticable,  whether  he 
will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  give  the  Executive 
sufficient  power  to  provide  that  the  Public 
Prosecutors  should  occupy  an  indepen- 
dent impartial  position  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  the  Law  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Arrangements  had  not  been 
concluded  when  I  left  Office  in  June 
last,  and  I  have  not  yet  learned  whether 
they  have  been  carried  into  effect  since ; 
but  I  shall  immediately  inquire ;  and  if 
it  should  prove  that  arrangements  can- 
not be  effected  on  reasonable  terms,  the 
question  will  be  considered  whether 
legislative  authority  should  not  bo  asked 
from  the  Executive  to  require  the  officials 
referred  to  to  confine  themselves  to  their 
official  duties  upon  fair  terms. 

6C0TLAND-THE  EDUCATION  CODE— 
SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE. 
Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  the  Edu- 
cation Department  will  so  amend  the 
Education  Code  for  Scotland  that  the  two 
hundred  and  fifty  annual  attendances 
by  pupils  required  to  earn  the  grant 
may  be  made,  under  proper  safeguards, 
at  two  different  schools ;  and,  if  not,  if 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  state  the  ob- 
jections of  the  Department  to  amend  a 
rule  which  is  stated  to  act  prejudicially 
to  oountiy  ratepayers  and  to  the  children 
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of  farm  servants,  who  have  frequently 
to  change  their  places  of  abode  ? 

The  SECEETARY  fob  SCOTLAXD 
(Mr.  Teevelyan)  :  The  question  referred 
to  by  my  hon.  Friend  has  been  fre- 
quently cossidered  by  the  Department 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  if  the 
present  restrictions  were  removed  the 
Treasury  would  probably  require  that 
the  scale  of  grants  should  be  lower. 
With  regard  to  the  alleged  injastice  to 
the  children,  it  should  be  understood 
that  the  want  of  the  qualifying  attend- 
ance is  no  reason  why  a  child  should 
not  be  presented  for  examination  to  earn 
an  exemption  certificate ;  aud  it  is  for 
school  managers  to  prevent  any  injury 
being  done  to  the  children  with  the  vier 
of  increasing  the  grant. 

POST  OFFICE— POST  CARDS. 

Mb.  NOETHCOTE  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  post 
cards  are  purchased  by  the  Post  Office 
by  number  or  by  weight;  if  it  is  the 
case  that  in  all  tenders  called  for  by  the 
Stationery  Office  it  is  stipulated  that  the 
goods  to  be  delivered  shall  be  free  from 
clay  ;  if  the  attention  of  the  Postmaster 
General  has  been  called  to  a  report  that 
the  post  cards  received  from  Germany 
are  said  to  contain  28  per  cent  of  claj; 
and,  if  any  analysis  of  the  composition 
of  German  post  cards  has  been  made  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment; 
and,  if  not,  if  he  will  cause  such  an 
analysis  to  be  made  ? 

Tde  SECEETAKY  to  the  TEEl- 
SUEY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb):  Post 
cards  are  supplied  to  the  Inland  Be- 
venue  Department  (which  is  charged 
with  the  manufacture  of  stamps}  by 
numbers  and  by  bulk,  not  by  weigbt. 
It  is  not  the  case  that,  in  all  tenders,  the 
Stationery  Office  stipulates  that  goods 
supplied  to  them  shall  be  free  from  clay. 
The  post  cards  are  supplied  to  us  bj 
Messrs.  do  la  Eue  in  a  complete  state  ai 
issued  to  the  public,  under  a  contract 
which  in  no  way  binds  the  contracton 
to  the  place  or  country  whence  they  ob- 
tain the  material  from  which  the  cards 
are  made.  We  look  entirely  to  the  po«>t 
cards  a)  completed  being  suitable  for 
the  Post  Office  Service,  and  up  to  th* 
standard  of  the  sample  originally  agreed 
upon.  This  matter  formed  a  subject  of 
inquiry  during  the  last  Session  of  Par* 
liament,  and  was  exhaustively  dealt  witli 
by  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett,  in  his  reply  to 
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Mr.  Northcote  (3  Hansard,  [289]  1862), 
and  by  letters  to  the  public  Press  ( The 
Ih'mex,  October  27,  1884).  A  certain 
proportion  of  clay,  while  not  adding 
really  to  its  thickness,  is  of  importance  as 
living  firmness  and  evenness,  and  ren- 
dering the  post  card  fitter  for  writing 
and  for  printing.  Early  last  year  the 
attention  of  the  Inland  Bevenue  was 
oalled  to  a  report  that  the  post  cards 
contained  clay.  Though  this  did  not 
affect  the  question  of  bulk,  a  crucial  ex- 
amination was  made,  which  proved  that 
the  cards  were  fully  up  to  the  standard 
of  thickness,  and  that  they  completely 
met  all  the  requirements  of  the  Post 
Office  Service.  No  chemical  analysis 
has  been  made  of  the  paper  which  is 
now  used,  which  is  considered  to  be,  if 
anything,  superior  in  thickness  and  in 
quality  to  the  standard  laid  down  ;  and 
in  these  circumstances  it  is  not  proposed 
to  make  any  analysis. 

POST  OFFICE-ADDRESSES  OF 
TELEGRAMS. 

Mr.  sexton  (for  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray) 
a^ked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  when  a  telegram  is  sent  from 
a  local  post  office  to  an  address  in  the 
same  town,  the  postal  authorities  insist 
on  the  name  of  the  town  being  inserted 
in  the  telegram,  and  for  what  purpose 
such  a  regulation  is  enforced  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  :  There  is 
no  regulation  such  as  that  described ; 
but  it  has  been  ascertained  that  in  Bel- 
fast and  Cork,  under  a  misapprehension, 
senders  of  local  messages  in  those  towns 
have  been  required  to  insert  the  name 
of  the  town ;  but  instructions  have 
been  given  to  discontinue  the  practice. 

IRELAND-ALLEGED  "  BOYCOTTING.*' 
Captain  M'CALMONT  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  Letter  in 
Tks  Daity  Expr$89  of  tho  23rd  Feb- 
ruary : — 

*'Sir, — I  nm  a  widow  in  the  County  Ros- 
common. I  have  got  my  rent  fixed,  and  am 
BaUsfied  to  pay  same.  I  now  am  boycotted, 
and  my  name  put  up  on  posters  all  around 
Ballyfarnan,  for  no  reason  only  that  my  son 
bought  1$.  6d.  worth  of  timber  from  the  Earl  of 
Kingston.  My  hay  has  been  burnt  about  three 
years  ago.  I  know  no  other  reason  why  I 
should  be  boycotted  only  that  I  am  a  Pro- 
testnnt.    If  this  state  of  things  is  not  put  a 


stop  tOy  I  do  not  know  what  honest  peaceable 
people  will  do.  We  are  compelled  to  pay  money 
to  every  collection  that  the  ruffians  choose  to 
demana.  They  now  have  my  servant  boy 
taken  from  me.  They  also  cautioned  my  mes- 
senger not  to  bring  me  any  shop  goods.  This 
is  the  position  that  County  Roscommon  Pro- 
testants are  placed  in.  There  are  three  Pro- 
testant families  boycotted  as  well  as  me. 

**  I  am,  Sirs,  yours  obediently, 

"  Mary  Hamilton. 

**  Larigan,  Ballyfarnan,  County 

Roscommon ;  *' 

and,  whether  he  will  make  inquiries  as 
to  Mrs.  Hamilton's  position,  and  see 
that  she  receives  the  protection  to  which 
every  subject  of  Her  Majesty  is  entitled  ? 

Mr.  W.  O'BEIEN:  Perhaps  the 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
ask,  at  the  same  time,  If  he  is  aware 
whether  this  newspaper,  referred  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  as  an  authority,  7he  Daily 
ExpreHf  has  been  obliged  within  the 
last  few  days  to  give  a  public  apology, 
under  threat  of  an  action  for  libel,  for  a 
communication  of  a  similar  character  to 
this,  and  which  it  acknowledged  to  be 
false  and  unfounded  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  I  am  not  aware  of  the  cir- 
cumstances to  which  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  refers ;  but  I  have  no 
doubt  about  its  being  true.  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Captain 
M'Calmont),  I  have  to  say  that  no  com- 
plaints have  reached  tho  police  of  Mrs. 
Hamilton  having  been  *^  Boycotted." 
A  notice,  in  which  she  and  others  was 
described  as  violating  the  National 
League  rules  by  buying  timber  from  the 
Earl  of  Kingston,  was  posted  on  the 
12th  January  last;  but  no  other  notices 
referring  to  her  have  been  found  by,  or 
reported  to,  the  police.  Some  hay,  her 
property,  was  burned  about  four  years 
ago ;  but  it  was  in  consequence  of  a 
personal  dispute  which  she  had  with 
some  of  her  neighbours.  She  never 
spoke  to  the  police  about  having  to  pay 
money  for  collections,  though — so  states 
the  officer  of  police— she  had  every  op- 
portunity of  doing  so.  Her  servant  boy 
left  her  some  time  ago,  owing,  as  she 
alleges,  to  intimidation ;  but  the  police 
have  since  closely  inquired  into  the 
allegation,  and  find  no  evidence  to 
sustain  it.  There  are  several  other 
Protestant  families  living  at  or  near 
Ballyfarnan;  but  they  are  not  **Boy. 
cotted,"  or  in  any  way  interfered  with. 
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The  District  Inspector  adds,  in  his 
Beport  to  me  of  the  matter,  that  the 
police  patrols  are  frequent  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and  afford  her  the  same  pro- 
tection as  is  given  to  other  members  of 
the  public,  which,  in  his  opinion,  is 
sufficient  security  for  her  and  her  pro- 
perty. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  state  why,  if  there 
is  no  "  Boycotting,"  the  police  patrols 
are  necessary  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  presume  it 
is  because  it  is  thought  necessary  by  the 
authorities. 

LABOURERS    (IRELAND)    ACT— TIPPE- 
RARY  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Majok  SAUNDERSON  asked  the 
Chief  Seretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  Letter, 
published  in  2^6  Daily  JSxpress  of  the 
18th  February,  and  addressed  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Tipperary  Board  of  Guar- 
dians by  the  Rev.  John  Hennessey, 
Roman  Catholic  Curate  of  Holly- 
ford  : — 

'*Hollyford,rel).U.  1886. 
"  Dear  Sir, — ^In  reply  to  your  liOtter  of  the 
11th  instant,  I  beg  to  inform  you  and  the 
Board  of  Tipperary  Union  that  I  have  convened 
a  special  meeting  of  the  Irish  National  League 
this  day.  The  unanimous  vote  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  for  Timothy  O'Brien,  he  being  a 
member  of  the  Irish  National  League,  and 
Fitzgerald  not.  At  a  former  meeting  of  our 
Committee,  held  on  last  August,  it  was  unani- 
mously passed  that  members  of  the  branch 
should  get  a  preference  of  the  labourers*  cot- 
tages. Yours  faithfully, 

"  John  Hennessey,  0.0. 

«  W.  B.  Reardon,  Esq.,  Clerk, 

Tipperary  Union." 

And,  whether  any  action  will  be  taken 
by  the  Government  to  prevent  the  La- 
bourers' Act,  passed  for  the  benefit  of 
the  entire  labouring  population,  being 
confined  to  the  Members  of  the  National 
League  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Morli;y)  :  I  have  seen  the  report,  from 
which  I  gather  that  the  letter  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
addressed  to  the  Tipperary  Board  of 
Guardians.  It  certainly  indicates  an 
attempt  to  improperly  limit  the  sphere 
of  their  operations;  but  there  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  it  will  have  that 
effect,  as  the  Board  of  Guardians  appear 
to  have  resented  the  interference,  and 
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to  have  been  well  aware  that  the  Act 
of  Parliament  gives  them  absolute  con- 
trol over  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages.  I  will  only  add  that  the  case 
has  not  yet  been  decided  by  the  Board 
of  Guardians.  Therefore,  the  alleged 
intimidation  has  so  far  failed  to  have 
any  eflfect. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— APPOINTMENT  TO  THB 
RECORDERSHIP  OF  LIVERPOOL. 

Mr.  CEILLY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  extraordinary  delay  in  the 
discharge  of  criminal  business  that  took 
place  at  the  Liverpool  City  Sessions 
during  the  interval  that  elapsed  between 
the  death  of  the  late  Recorder,  Mr.  J. 
B.  Aspinall,  Q.G.  and  the  appointment 
of  the  present  Eecorder,  Mr.  Hopwood, 
Q.C. ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  as  a 
deputy-recorder  cannot  act  on  the  death 
of  a  recorder,  the  sessions  in  question 
had  to  be  adjourned  three  times  by  the 
mayor,  thereby  causing  g^eat  hardship 
to  untried  prisoners,  some  of  whom 
might  be  innocent;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  this  condition  of  affairs,  if  it  be 
correctly  described,  it  is  his  intention  to 
introduce  a  Bill  amending  the  Munici- 
pal Act  in  such  a  way  that  this  anoma- 
lous state  of  things  cannot  again  arise  ? 

Mr.  ADDISON  said,  that  before  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  answered 
the  Question  be  wished  to  ask  him 
whether  he  was  aware  that  all  the  pri- 
soners remaining  for  trial  at  the  City 
Sessions  at  Liverpool  were  tried  at  the 
Assizes  which  only  concluded  a  week 
ago,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
were  no  prisoners  remaining  for  Mr. 
Hopwood  to  try  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Oharles  Eussell),  in  reply,  said,  hit 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Addison)  was  substantially  correct ;  but 
it  was  true  that  some  delays  had  taken 
place,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  in  the 
existing  state  of  the  law  the  Deputy  Ee- 
corder could  not  act  in  the  event  of  the 
death  of  the  Eecorder.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  was  no  one  single  prisoner 
awaiting  trial  who  was  retained  in  cat* 
tody  in  consequence  of  the  delay.  At 
the  same  time,  he  quite  saw  that  it  was 
very  desirable  that  some  provision 
should  be  made  for  meeting  the  case  by 
giving  the  Deputv  Eecorder  power  to 
act  on  the  death  of  the  Beoorder. 
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CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE     (IRELAKD)— 

OUTRAGE  AT  CLONES,  CO. 

MONAGHAN. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Why  none  of  those  who 
broke  the  windows  of  the  clergyman 
and  other  Catholics  in  Clones,  county 
Monaghan,  on  the  Idth  December,  have 
been  apprehended  or  brought  to  justice  ; 
and,  is  it  according  to  Law  that  the  ser- 
geant in  charge  of  the  police  should  be 
registered  as  a  Freemason  ?  I  beg  to 
say  that  the  second  part  of  the  Question 
does  not  appear  on  the  Paper  as  I 
handed  it  in,  and  I  decline  to  be  respon- 
sible for  it. 

The  chief  SECRET AEY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  no 
person  has  been  made  amenable  for  this 
offence.  The  police  say  the  night  was 
dark ;  that  there  was  a  large  crowd  in 
the  street ;  and  that  they  were  not  aware 
that  the  windows  were  broken  until  the 
crowd  passed.  I  am  not  quite  sure  what 
is  meant  by  the  second  paragraph ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  are  two  ser- 
geants in  Clones,  and  neither  of  them  is 
a  Freemason. 

THE  IRISH  NATIONAL  LEAGUE- 
MURDER  OF  MR.  CURTIN. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (for  Colonel 
Waring)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  National 
lioague  indirectly  and  directly  prohibits 
the  payment  of  rent ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Rev.  O'Connor,  P.P., 
Firies,  is  reported,  in  The  Kerry  Sentinel 
of  10th  November,  as  having  said,  at  a 
meeting  of  the  National  league  held 
on  7th  November, 

"If  any  tenant  went  behind  his  neighbour's 
back  and  paid  his  rent,  ho  was  a  traitor  and  a 
coward,  and  should  be  cast  out  from  among 
them.  [A  voice —'  Bhoot  him '  (no,  no).!  Father 
O'Connor — Don't,  but  put  a  '  hrassil  on  him, 
and  he  will  he  known  and  execrated  all  over 
the  Country ; " 

whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Curtin,  who 
had  paid  his  rent,  was  shot  on  the  Fri- 
day following;  and,  whether,  under 
these  and  similar  circumstances  which 
recur  daily  in  Ireland,  he  will  take  any 
steps  to  bring  the  present  laws  of  con- 
spiracy to  bear  upon  a  combination  of 
this  character  ? 


Mr.  PARNELL:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  replies  to  this  Question, 
I  would  ask.  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  meeting  alleged  by  the  Question  to 
have  been  a  meeting  of  the  National 
League  was  not  a  meeting  of  that  body, 
but  a  meeting  of  tenants  on  the  estate 
of  Lord  Kenmare;  and,  whatever  else 
was  the  cause  of  it,  whether  he  has  rea- 
son to  suppose  the  lamentable  murder  of 
Mr.  O'Connell  Curtin  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  his  having  paid  or  not 
paid  his  rent  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlby)  :  In  reply  to  the  two  parts  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  ParneU),  I  beheve 
he  is  perfectly  accurate  in  saying  that 
the  words  quoted  were  used  not  at  a 
National  League  meeting,  but  at  a 
sherifiTs  sale  ;  as  to  whether  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  death  of  Mr.  Curtin — [An  hon. 
Member:  Murder!]  —  murder  of  Mr. 
Curtin,  I  cannot  tell.  All  I  can  say  is 
that,  on  inquiry,  I  find  Curtin  paid  his 
rent  on  the  I2ih  of  October,  one  month 
before  his  murder.  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber (Colonel  Waring),  I  have  to  say  that 
I  am  not  aware,  so  far  as  a  matter  of 
observation,  that  the  National  League 
has  issued  such  a  prohibition  as  that 
described  in  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. I  am  aware,  of  course,  that,  in 
some  instances,  advice  has  been  given 
not  to  pay  unless  in  oases  where  a  suffi- 
cient remission  was  given.  I  say,  in 
reference  to  the  murder  of  Mr.  Curtin, 
I  do  not  know  any  justification  for  the 
statement  that  such  events  occur  daily. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  law  of 
conspiracy  is  already  broad  enough  to 
deal  with  cases  of  illegal  combination 
which  have  been  established,  and  that, 
of  course,  will  be  continued. 

INLAND     BEYENUE     DEPARTMENT- 
LOWER  DIVISION  CLERKS. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  asked  the  Fi- 
nancial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther a  petition  was  received  in  August 
last  from  the  Lower  Division  Clerks  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  Dej^artment  prayine 
for  an  extension  of  their  present  annual 
leave  of  twenty-one  days  to  twenty-eight 
days  after  five  years'  approved  service ; 
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whether  the  Lower  Diyision  Olerks  in 
nearly  all  Public  Offices  are  in  the  en- 
joyment of  at  least  twenty-eight  days' 
leave,  and  that  even  in  the  Inland  Ee- 
venue  Department  a  number  of  Officers 
of  the  Minor  Establishments  are  already 
in  the  enjoyment  of  twenty-eight  days' 
annual  leave ;  whether  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioners  has  received  the  approval  of 
the  head  of  their  Department;  and, 
whether,  in  these  circumstances,  the 
Treasury  will  sanction  the  extension  of 
leave  prayed  for? 

The  SEORETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowxee)  :  The  Peti- 
tion  of  the  Lower  Division  Clerks  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  was  re- 
ceived in  the  Treasury  in  August  last. 
Heads  of  Departments  fix  the  amount 
of  leave  to  be  given  to  clerks  of  the 
Lower  Division  in  their  offices  within  a 
maximum  of  28  days;  but  many  im- 
portant Departments,  including  the  Trea- 
sury itself,  allow  less  than  28  days.  The 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  ad- 
vocate a  uniform  rate  of  leave  to  clerks 
of  the  Lower  Division.  The  persons  in 
the  minor  establishments  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department,  referred  to  in  the 
Question  as  enjoying  28  days'  leave, 
were  appointed  before  the  establishment 
of  the  Lower  Division,  and  new  ap- 
pointees do  not  receive  more  leave  than 
is  granted  to  Lower  Division  Clerks. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  beg  to 
state  that,  pending  the  decision  of  the 
general  questions  raised  by  the  Lower 
Division  Clerks,  it  would,  in  my  opinion, 
be  inexpedient  to  decide  this  particular 
question. 

SAVINGS  IN  IRELAND— REPORTS. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  any  Reports  on 
Savings  in  Ireland,  such  as  was  supplied 
by  Dr.  Hancock  in  1875,  have  been  made 
to  the  Government ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
ho  will  lay  Copies  of  them  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  or,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  direct  that  such  Reports  be  pre- 
pared by  the  present  Registrar  Gene- 
ral? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  a  Report  was  made 
on  this  subject  so  late  as  the  10th  of  last 
month,  and  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  a 
copy  of  it  on  the  Table. 

Mr,  PickenpU 


METROPOLIS— ORGANIZATION  OF 
THB  POLICE. 

Colonel  SANDYS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  will  be  prepared  ehortly  to 
recommend  for  the  consideration  of  this 
House  a  complete  scheme  for  the  or- 
ganization and  better  administering  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force,  includ- 
ing the  building  of  proper  police  bar- 
racks at  various  tactical  points  in  the 
Metropolis ;  and,  whether,  haying  in 
view  the  increasing  audacity  of  the  cri- 
minal classes,  he  will  be  prepared  to  re- 
commend the  formation  of  an  efficient 
detective  force,  separate  in  administra- 
tion from  the  remainder  of  the  police, 
and  composed  of  men  specially  qualified 
for  the  tracing  and  detection  of  crime? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr 
Childebs)  :  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber may  rest  assured  that  I  will  lose  no 
time  in  forwarding  the  inquiry  I  am 
about  to  make  into  the  organization  of 
the  police,  and  in  communicating  my 
action  upon  it  to  the  House.  A  detec- 
tive force,  such  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  describes,  is  already  in  exist- 
ence, having  been  constituted  subse- 
quently to  the  Report  of  a  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  detective 
system  in  1877.  But  I  must  dilute 
altogether  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
assumption  that  the  audacity  of  the  crimi- 
nal classes  is  increasing.  On  the  contrary, 
they  are,  I  am  glad  to  say,  from  year  to 
year  diminishing  in  number,  and  are  be- 
coming much  less  formidable. 

METROPOLIS—POLICE    REGULATIOKS 

FOR  DOGS. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Police  Regulation  enforcing  tke 
muzzling  ef  dogs  in  the  Metropohs, 
and  to  the  inefficacyof  such  a  regnla- 
tion  while  the  importation  of  dogs  into 
London  from  all  parts  of  the  Kingdom 
is  permitted  ;  and,  if  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  extending  the  order  oT«r 
the  whole  Country,  or  of  withdrawing  it 
in  London  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  In  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  would  say  that  I  have  no  means  ol 
preyenting  the  importation  of  doga  into 
London.     Of  course^  wnen  the^ 
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arrive  here  they  become  subject  to  the 
police  regulations,  and  have  to  submit 
to  them.  How  far  those  regulations 
can  be  relaxed  will  depend  upon  what 
the  Police  Authorities  report  to  me,  and 
what  they  consider  to  be  consistent  with 
the  public  safety.  I  have  no  power  to 
extend  the  order  over  the  whole  country ; 
but  a  Circular  was  issued  by  my  Prede- 
cessor in  December  last,  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  Local  Authorities  to  the 
increase  of  rabies,  and  suggesting  the 
enforcement  of  the  Dog  Act. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked  whether 
it  was  not  the  fact  that  dogs  might  go 
unmuzzled  in  the  City ;  and,  were  there 
any  means  of  preventing  unmuzzled  dogs 
straying  from  the  City  to  the  West  End  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  reply,  said,  the 
regulations  applied  both  to  the  City  and 
the  West  End;  but  there  were  many 
regulations  as  affecting  the  City  and  the 
rest  of  the  Metropolis  which  it  would  be 
difficult  to  justify. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
to  what  extent  had  there  been  a  de- 
crease in  the  number  of  cases  of  rabies 
and  of  hydrophobia  since  the  police 
order  had  been  issued  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  be 
quite  willing  to  give  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  dogs  arrested  since  the  order 
for  muzzling,  and  also  the  number  of 
cases  of  rabies,  if  it  were  moved  for  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

EGYPT— BRITISH  FORCE  IN  EGYPT 
AND  THE  SOUDAN. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  can 
state  approximately  the  number  of  men 
now  in  the  Military  service  of  the  Bri- 
tish Government  in  Egypt  and  the 
Soudan,  including  both  British  and 
Native  Indian  l^ops,  Commissariat, 
Transport,  and  other  employes,  and 
Marines  doing  Military  duty ;  if  the 
cost  of  the  142,194  men  voted  in  the 
ordinary  Estimates  for  1885^6  (after  de- 
ducting refunds  other  than  real  cash  con- 
tributions) is  about  £133  10«.  per  head, 
including  both  Effectives  and  Non-Effec- 
tives; if  he  can  make  a  rough  approximate 
Estimate  of  the  additions  to  the  cost  of 
the  Effective  Force  in  Egypt,  on  account 
of  Foreign  allowances,  transport,  com- 
missariat, and  other  expenses  in  excess 
of  the  ordinary  average,  also  of  the  pro- 
portion of  Non-Effeotives  belonging  to 
Regiments  in  Egypt,  and  so  roughly 
^timate  the  total  cost  of  the  Force  now 


in  Egypt;  and,  if  he  will  state  how 
much  of  that  approximate  cost  has  been 
received  from  Egypt  in  the  present  year, 
how  much  is  expected  in  the  ensuing 
year,  and  how  much  will  fall  upon  the 
British  taxpayer  in  1886-7,  supposing 
the  Force  to  be  maintained  at  its  present 
strength  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell -Bannerman):  The  approxi- 
mate number  of  troops  in  Egypt  and 
the  Soudan  may  be  taken  as  17,600  Bri- 
tish troops,  2,900  Indian  troops,  and 
4,000  employ  is,  for  the  most  part  Natives. 
These  do  not  include  the  regimental 
Indian  followers  at  Suakin.  While 
giving  my  hon.  Friend  this  answer  as  to 
matters  of  fact,  I  cannot  undertake  to 
follow  him  into  his  calculation  of  cost, 
or  to  commit  myself  to  any  rough  ap- 
proximate estimate  of  expenses  connected 
with  the  occupation  of  Egypt.  There 
would  be  many  debatable  items  in  such 
an  estimate,  and  it  could  not  be  explained 
within  the  ordinary  limits  of  an  answer 
to  a  Question. 

Me.  O'KELLY  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  any 
objection  to  give  a  Return,  showing  the 
whole  cost  of  the  occupation  of  Egypt 
since  the  English  troops  first  went 
there  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  bannerman, 
in  reply,  said,  the  Question  had  better 
be  addressed  to  the  Treasury. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Dillon, 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  bannerman 
said,  he  could  not  now  state  the  number 
of  British  soldiers  at  Suakin ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  moved  for  a  Return  he 
would  be  happy  to  give  it. 

SEED  SUPPLY  (IRELAND)  ACT  —  THE 
SEED  RATE  —  POSTPONEMENT  OP 
PAYMENT  OF  FOURTH  INSTAL- 
MENT. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  can  now  state  whether  he 
will,  in  consequence  of  the  present  de- 
pression, permit  such  unions  as  may  apply 
for  delay  to  postpone  the  payment  of  the 
fourth  instalment  of  the  Seed  Rate  for 
another  year  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Morlev)  :  I  am  at  present  unable 
to  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member.  I  have,  however,  to 
say  that  communications  are  now  in  pro- 
gress between  the  Irish  Government  ^nd 
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Major  Warburton  was  allowed  to  use  tlie 
gunboat  referred  to,  the  Britomart,  by 
special  permission  of  Dublin  Oastle.  It 
was  also  true  that  a  public  steamer  plied 
regularly  in  the  bay.  He  had  no  informa- 
tion that  Mr.  Payne  travelled  in  the  Bri- 
tomart  with  Major  Warburton ;  but,  if  he 
did  so,  it  was  as  a  guest  of  the  captain. 

CYPRUS  (FINANCE.  &c.). 

Colonel  BEIDQEMAN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  any  part  of  the  revenues 
of  Cyprus  is  used  to  pay  the  interest  of 
the  Ihirkish  Loan  of  1855,  guaranteed 
by  England  and  France ;  whether  France, 
who  divides  with  England  the  respon- 
sibility for  this  payment  bears  her 
share,  or  whether  the  whole  is  paid  by 
Cyprus  ;  and,  if  Cyprus  pays  the  whole, 
or  a  part,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  any  steps  to 
relieve  the  Cypriots  from  paying  the 
liabilities  of  England  and  France  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osboenb  Morgan)  :  Under 
Article  8  of  the  Anglo-Turkish  Conven- 
tion of  1878,  an  annual  sum,  now  ascer- 
tained to  be  £92,800,  was  agreed  to  be 
paid  to  Turkey  out  of  the  revenues  of 
Cyprus.  This  sum  when  paid  ceased  to 
be  part  of  the  revenues  of  Cyprus,  and 
became  part  of  the  revenues  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  Turkey  having,  since 
1 876,  ceased  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  interest  on  the  Turkish  Loan  of  1855, 
guaranteed  by  England  and  France 
(excepting  so  far  as  that  interest  is 
charged  on  the  Egyptian  Tribute),  this 
sum  of  £92,800  is  paid  over  to  a  special 
account  at  the  Bank  of  England,  and  is, 
with  the  acquiescence  of  Turkey,  ulti- 
mately applied  to  make  good  the  default 
of  Turkey  in  payment  of  that  interest. 
It  is  one  of  tlie  first  rules  of  equity 
that,  where  one  or  two  guarantors  gets 
hold  of  an  asset  belonging  to  the  de- 
faulting guaranteed  person,  he  must 
share  the  benefit  of  it  with  his  co- 
guarantor,  and  in  compliance  with  this 
well-known  rule  the  money  so  received 
is  applied  to  make  good  payments  which 
otherwise  would  have  to  be  met  by  the 
two  guaranteeing  Powers,  England  and 
France.  The  ultimate  application  of 
the  fund  can  make  no  possible  difference 
to  Cyprus ;  because,  under  the  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention,that  Island  is  bound 
in  anvoase  to  pay  the  £92,800  a-year, 
and  if  it  was  not  required  for  the  ser- 

Mr,  Eibheit 


vice  of  the  Quaranteed  Debt,  it  wtyold 
go  to  Turkey. 

EGYPT— MEDALS  AND  GRATUITIES- 
H.M.S.  "JUMNA." 

Mb.  YANDERBYL  asked  the  8ecf9- 
tary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  tlw 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  will  be  pleased 
to  reconsider  their  Letter,  A.  G.  N.  21, 
of  the  27th  November  1885,  by  which 
n.M.S.  Jumna  was  omitted  from  the  liat 
of  ships  entitled  to  participate  in  the 
award  of  medals  and  gratuities  for  th« 
late  Suakin  Campaign  by  Parliamentaiy 
grant,  that  ship  having  been  seTenteea 
days  alongside  the  camp  in  the  inaer 
harbour  of  Suakin  during  a  time  of 
actual  hostilities  in  the  neighbourhood 
(and  within  the  requisite  dates),  an'! 
employed  embarking  wounded*  &c. 
having  especial  regard  to  the  fact  tha: 
in  1884,  when  the  Jumna  was  similarly 
employed,  her  officers  and  men  wen 
granted  both ;  and,  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  Admiradty  will  b^ 
stow  the  said  medals  and  batta  <m  those 
officers  and  men  of  the  Jumna  present  ia 
her  at  Suakin  in  April  and  May  1886  not 
atready  in  possession  of  the  decoiratioa 
or  previously  granted  batta  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Hibbebt)  :  It  ia  not  eon- 
sidered  desirable  to  reverse  the  deciaioB 
arrived  at  by  the  previous  Board,  that 
the  award  of  the  medal  and  grmtnity 
should  be  limited  to  warships  engaged 
in  the  defence  of  Suakin  and  to 
ships  and  other  vessels  which  had 
employed  for  a  lengthened  period 
the  operations.  The  troopship  •/■ 
was  at  Suakin  on  two  different 
and  only  15  days  inclusive.  It  is  trae 
that  the  Jumna  received  the  gratuity  and 
decorations  for  the  previous  ^^mpaif 
in  1884  ;  but  the  period  of  her  service  at 
the  base  of  operations  extended  over 
nearly  the  whole  period  for  which  ths 
award  was  made.  I  may  also  add,  tluS 
it  would  be  altogether  a  new 
to  award  medals  or  gratuities  to 
only  of  the  orew,  merely  on  the  grooad 
that  they  did  not  get  them  for  the  fbnMr 
campaign. 

COMMUTATION   OP  PEN8I0N& 

Mb.  BRADLAXTGH  asked  the  Been- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  The  name  ctf  ^ 
trustee  now  acting  on  behalf  of  fhm 
Grown  in  the  matter  of  a  sun  ol 
£229,000  invested  to  secure  the 
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Setual  annual  payment  of  £6,870  to  the 
^uke  of  Grafton ;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  De- 
claration executed  by  the  present  trus- 

The  8E0EETAEY  to  the  TRBA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  The  Trus- 
tee on  behalf  of  the  Grown  is  the  First 
Xiord  of  the  Treasury  for  the  time  being. 
Q?he  present  Trustees  were  appointed  by 
<ieed,  and  there  was  no  express  declara- 
tion of  trust  executed  by  the  present 
Trastees.  They  were  appointed  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Acts  46  Geo,  III.  c.  79, 
and  55  Geo.  III.  c.  53.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  refer  to  those  Acts, 
they  would  put  him  in  possession  of  all 
the  circumstances. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  asked  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the 
Treasury  had  already  said  that  there 
-was  no  declaration  of  trust,  and  that  the 
reason  given  was  that  it  was  not  re- 
quired ?  

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  :  Yes ;  that  is 
exactly  the  purport  of  my  answer. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  The  respective 
dates  of  the  several  declarations  of  trust 
executed  in  reference  to  lands  purchased 
out  of  the  sum  invested  to  secure  the 
perpetual  annual  payment  of  £19,000 
to  the  Duke  of  Eichmond,  and  the 
names  of  the  trustees  in  each  case ;  and, 
if  he  will  allow  the  several  deeds  to  be 
inspected  by  honourable  Members  ? 

Ma.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  There  is  no 
information  at  the  Treasury  as  to  the 
dates  of  the  documents  referred  to,  or 
the  names  of  the  Trustees  in  each  case. 
I  understand  that  the  conveyance  of  the 
lands  is  made  for  the  same  uses  as  the 
annual  payment  of  £19,000,  and  the 
hon.  Member  will  find  considerable  in- 
formation in  the  Act  1  Vict,  c.  34,  and 
the  Duke  of  Eichmond's  Settled  Estates 
Act  of  1868.  The  Treasury  has  no  con- 
trol over  those  deeds,  which  are  in  the 
custody  of  the  noble  Duke,  either  at 
Goodwood  or  Gordon  Oastle. 

BURIALS— LEGISLATION— BURIAL 
GROUNDS  BILL. 

Me.  EICHAED  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  the  Government  will,  at  an 
early  period,  re-introduce  the  Buri§L 
Ghrounds  Bill  brought  in  last  S<**"^^^^^ 
some  other  measur^-»o-'  '  a 
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authorities  in  making  suitable  and  equit- 
able provision  for  interments  in  paro- 
chial burial  places  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohiu>ebs)  :  My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  will 
ask  leave  to  introduce,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  a  Bill  similar  to  the  one 
introduced  in  1885. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS—MR.  JOSEPH  D.  GRIER, 
CLERK  OF  THE  OAVAN  UNION. 

Ma.  MAUEIOE  HEALY  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Joseph 
D.  Grier,  clerk  of  the  Gavan  Poor  Law 
Board,  in  connection  with  the  coming 
election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  for  that 
Union;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Nationalist  ratepayers  of  the  Union, 
having  lodged  a  large  number  of  claims 
to  vote,  ]£r.  Grier  acting  as  returning 
officer,  has  issued  an  advertisement  in 
the  local  papers  (Anglo-Oelt  of  the  20th 
instant)  requiring  ''documentary  evi- 
dence in  support  of  all  claims  to  vote  " 
lodged  since  the  last  election;  what 
powers  a  returning  officer  has  to  require 
<*  documentary  "  evidence  in  support  of 
claims  to  vote,  such  claims  being  in 
many  oases,  from  their  nature,  incapable 
of  being  so  supported ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  medium  of  advertisement 
selected  as  a  substitute  for  direct  com- 
munication is  one  which  is  exceedingly 
unlikely  to  come  under  the  notice  of  a 
large  proportion  of  the  claimants ;  whe- 
ther the  proceeding  in  question  is  taken 
under  the  6  and  7  Yic.  c.  92,  s.  26  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  that  enactment,  being 
limited  to  particular  cases  in  which  a  re« 
turning  officer  ''  has  reasonable  cause  to 
doubt  the  correctness  of  any  claim  to 
vote,"  the  Local  Government  Board  will 
direct  Mr.  Grier  to  abandon  his  proposed 
general  court  of  inquiry,  and  to  issue 
voting  papers  to  all  claimants  except  in 
particular  cases  in  which  doubt  has  been 
thrown  on  the  correctness  of  any  claim, 
and  the  claimant,  after  notice  directly 
given,  has  failed  to  satisfy  him ;  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  a  large  number  of  the 
claimants  live  at  considerable  distances, 
in  some  cases  as  much  as  ten  miles,  from 
the  board  room  where  Mr.  Grier  pro- 
poses to  hold  his  court,  and  would  be 
put  to  great  inconvenience  by  being 
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compelled  needlessly  to  attend  there; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Grier's  action  is  entirely  without  prece- 
dent? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  The  Local  Government 
Board  assure  me  that  they  are  imable, 
at  this  moment,  to  give  any  informatian 
in  answer  to  this  Question,  it  not  having 
appeared  in  time.  I  shall  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  repeat  the  Question  in  two  or 
three  days. 

Mb.  MAUEIOE  HEALY:  I  shall  re- 
peat it  in  its  original  form. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Question  to  which 
he  refers  in  its  original  form  as  put  at 
the  Table  was  out  of  Order,  and  I  dis- 
allowed it. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  will 
have  the  Question  in  such  a  form  as  will 
conform  with  the  Rules  of  Order. 

METBOPOUS— SUNDAY  MEETINGS 
IN  THE  PARKS. 

Oaptaik  FELLOWES  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
permission  accorded  to  Socialist  and 
other  societies  to  hold  meetings  in  the 
public  parks  on  Sundays,  it  is  intended 
on  such  occasions  to  confine  the  Troops 
to  barracks ;  and,  if  so,  whether  notice 
to  that  effect  will  be  given  to  Command- 
ing Ofi&cers  of  regiments  in  London,  in 
order  that  they  may  be  able  to  grant  the 
usual  weekly  half-holiday  on  some  other 
day  of  the  week  to  men  who  are  not  on 
duty? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs):  In  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman,  1  have  to  say  that  the 
course  to  be  taken  in  each  particular 
case  must  necessarily  depend  on  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  If  those  cir- 
cumstances should  require  that  troops 
should  be  held  in  readiness,  the  earliest 
possible  notice  would  be  given  to  the 
commanding  officers.  I  hope  that  in  the 
future,  as  in  the  past,  this  necessity  may 
seldom  arise. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— FALSELY 
MARKED  GOODS. 

Mb.  HICKMAN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  will 
give  instructions  to  stop  at  the  port  of 
entry  all  goods  coming  from  abroad 
which  bear  marks  falsely  indicating  that 
they  are  manufactured  in  this  Country  ? 

Mr,  Maurice  Ifealy 


Thb  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Muhdblla): 
The  Customs  do  not  in  this  matter  act 
under  the  direction  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  of  the  Treasury.  Thej  in- 
form me  that  they  do  their  atmo«t  to 
stop  the  importation  of  goods  bearing 
the  name  of  a  place  in  this  ooimtiy 
which  would,  from  its  reputation  fo^ 
particular  manufactures,  impart  a  spe- 
cial character  or  reputation  to  the  goods 
bearing  such  name ;  and  they  have  re- 
cently seized  and  condemned  several 
cases  of  cutlery  imported  from  abroad, 
marked  with  the  brand  of  Shc^^, 
which  were  not  of  Sheffield  manufacture. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  A.  O'Connob, 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  he  was 
not  aware  of  foreign  goods  being  marked 
with  Sheffield  brands  by  Sheffield  men ; 
but  he  had  heard  that  such  was  the  case, 
and  he  would  be  very  glad  to  see  such 
fraudulent  practices  stopped. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  the 
only  case  of  false  marking  discovered  in 
Sheffield  was  not  in  the  case  of  a  charge 
brought  against  the  proprietor  of  a  local 
Radical  paper,  who  had  sold  very  cheap 
and  bad  spectacles  under  a  description 
which  did  not  belong  to  them  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  not  aware  of  anything  of  the 
kind  having  occurred.  If  the  proprietor 
of  the  Radical  paper  in  question  had  sold 
spectacles  of  foreign  make  marked  as 
English,  the  probability  was  that  he  had 
been  also  imposed  upon,  as  others  might 
be,  by  goods  so  imported  and  fairly 
marked.  He  thought  it  was  a  deplorable 
thing  that,  either  at  home  or  abroad,  the 
good  name  of  any  town  should  be  pirated 
by  a  false  mark. 

eqtpt—the  war  in  the  SOUDAK- 

ENGLISH    AND   AMERICAN 
PUMPS. 

Mb.  HICE^IAN  asked  the  Secretaxy 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  information  as  to  the  re^>ec* 
tive  behaviour  of  the  English  and 
American  pumps  that  were  sent  to 
Suakim ;  and,  if  he  has,  if  he  will  com- 
municate it  to  the  House  ? 

The  SURVEYOR  GENERAL  <* 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (who  i*- 
plied)  said:  The  advance  on  Berbor 
having  been  countermanded  before  ths 
landing  of  the  pumps  sent  to  Snakia, 
there  was  not  an  opportunity  for  testug 
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the  merits  of  the  respective  systems. 
Xiater  trials  made  in  England  have,  how- 
ever,  led  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
possible  to  obtain  the  results  produced 
ij  the  American  pumps,  with  English 
apparatus  which  requires  much  less  fuel. 

AEMY- PRINCE  HENRY  OF 
BATTENBERG. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  wil^ 
inform  himself  if  the  appointment  of 
Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg  to  a  Cap- 
taincy in  the  Eegiment  of  the  Ist  Life 
Guards  is  contemplated ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  Prince  Henry  will  be  called 
upon  to  pass  the  usual  examination ;  and, 
whether  the  rank  will  be  honorary,  or 
he  will  receive  the  pay  attached  to  a 
Kegimental  Captaincy  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannbrman)  :  It  will  be  time 
enough  to  consider  these  Questions  when 
any  proposal  on  the  subject  is  brought 
before  me.  I  informed  my  hon.  Friend 
on  Friday  last,  that  no  proposal  on  this 
subject  had  been  submitted  to  me.  No 
trace  of  any  such  proposal  exists  in  the 
records  of  the  War  Office ;  and  I  am 
afraid  I  can  hardly  undertake,  as  he  now 
suggests  that  I  should,  to  inquire  whe- 
ther this  non-existent  proposal  is,  or  may 
have  been,  contemplated.  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  know  how  I  should  proceed,  or  where 
I  should  stop,  if  I  commenced  such  in- 
quiries ;  and  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
will  agree  that  it  is  better  for  me  to  con- 
tent myself  with  the  consideration  of 
cases  when  they  actually  arise.  I  have, 
therefore,  not  considered  the  points  of 
detail  to  which  the  latter  part  of  his 
Question  refers. 

ARMY  —  EFFECTS    OF    A    DECEASED 

SOLDIER -CASE    OF    DENNIS 

MCDONNELL. 

Mb.  O'EELLY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  Dennis 
McDonnell,  of  the  37th  Foot,  died  19 
years  ago,  leaving  effects  valued  at 
£14  28.  l^d. ;  whether  application  was 
made  by  Michael  McDonnell,  of  Gur- 
gpowan,  Strokestown,  for  this  property 
as  next  heir ;  whether  he  received  the 
sum  of  &2  17#.  ^d.  sixteen  years  ago ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  other  claimant 
for  the  balance ;  and,  if  not,  why  the 
sum  still  in  the  hands  of  the  War  Office 
18  not  paid  over  to  Michael  McDonnell  ? 


Thb  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bavnerman)  :  The  facts  are 
as  stated  in  the  Question.  The  soldier's 
name  was,  however,  Ennis,  and  the 
relatives  who  have  applied  have  received 
their  share  as  such.  As  to  the  other  re- 
presentatives, none  others  have  made  any 
claim,  and  there  would  be  no  motive  for 
inquiry. 

Mb.  O'KELLT  :  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  long  it  was  since 
the  money  was  paid,  and  whether  there 
have  been  any  appeals  for  the  balance  ; 
and,  also,  whether  the  Statue  of  Limita- 
tions would  not  be  a  bar  ? 

Me.  OAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
It  is  not  a  bar. 

POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)— POST 
OFFICE  AT  CLASHAGANNY. 

Mb.  O'EELLY  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
true  that,  in  October  1884,  a  guarantee 
of  £5  was  paid  for  the  establishment  of 
a  post  office  at  the  Cross  Eoads  of 
Clashaganny  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  householders  of  about  twenty  town- 
lands  in  that  neighbourhood ;  whether, 
on  the  receipt  of  the  £5  so  paid,  the 
authorities  in  Dublin  established  an 
office  a  half  an  English  mile"  a  way  in  an 
inconvenient  and  unsuitable  spot,  on  the 
borders  of  the  waste  farms  of  Eoscom- 
mon ;  whether  seven-eighths  of  the  house- 
holders, including  the  original  guaran- 
tors, protested  by  petition  against  the 
establishment  of  the  office  at  any  other 
place  than  the  Cross  Eoads  of  Cletsha- 
ganny ;  and,  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  will  take  steps  to  remove  the 
post  office  to  the  Cross  Eoads  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee)  :  Under  a 
guarantee  of  £5  a-year  a  Post  Office 
was  opened  on  the  Ist  February,  1885, 
at  the  house  of  Mr.  James  Flanagan,  in 
thecentre  of  the  townlandof  Clashaganny, 
at  a  distance  of  between  300  and  400 
yards  from  the  Cross  Eoads.  No  pledge 
was  given  that  the  office  should  be  at  the 
Cross  Eoads.  On  the  contrary,  the 
guarantor  was  expressly  informed  that 
the  Department  could  not  undertake  to 
secure  the  appointment  for  his  nominee. 
After  the  establishment  of  the  office  a 
Memorial  was  received  praying  for  the 
removal  of  the  office  to  the  Cross  Eoads ; 
but  nothing  would  be  gained  in  point  of 
public  convenience  by  the  removal  of 
Uie  office,  and  the  application  was  not 
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complied  with.  I  understand  that  the 
guarantee  will  not  be  continued,  and  in 
that  case  I  fear  there  will  be  no  alter- 
native but  to  close  the  ofBloe  altogether. 

ADMINISTRATION   AND 
EXPENDITURE, 

Mr.  RYLANDS  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  at  an  earlj 
period  this  Session,  to  take  steps  for  the 
appointment  of  Select  Committees  to  in- 
quire into  the  Administration  and  Ex- 
penditure of  the  great  Spending  Depart- 
ments of  the  State  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  in  reply,  said,  he  had  not 
abandoned  the  idea  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  his  hon.  Friend;  but  he  must 
take  a  week  or  two  to  consider  whether 
they  could  carry  out  their  intention 
during  the  present  Session,  having  re- 
gard to  the  number  of  important  Select 
Committees  which  either  had  been  or 
were  about  to  be  appointed.  Such  a 
Oommittee,  whenever  it  was  appointed, 
should  be  of  the  strongest  character. 

PARIS  INDUSTRIAL  EXHIBITION. 

Mr.  SPENSLEY  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  take  part  in 
the  International  Exhibition  which  the 
French  Republic  has  announced  its 
intention  of  holding  in  Paris  during 
1889  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  in  reply,  said,  that  no  com- 
munication with  respect  to  the  Exhibi- 
tion had  as  yet  been  received  from  the 
French  Government ;  and,  therefore,  the 
time  had  not  yet  come  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  decide  whether  they 
would  take  part  in  it. 


IREIiAND— LORD  ILVNDOLPH 
CHURCHILL  AT  BELFAST. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH :  I 
wish  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  with  re- 
gard to  a  Notice  of  Motion  which  stands 
tenth  on  the  Paper  to-morrow,  and 
which  has  been  placed  there  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  It  re- 
lates to  certain  speeches  of  my  noble 
Friend  near  me  (Lord  Randolph 
Ohurohill).  I  was  unable  to  be  in  my 
place,  unfortunately,  when  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  on  Friday,  as  I  under- 


stand,  declined  to  afiEbrd  facilities  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  for  the  pnrpoM 
of  the  discussion  of  the  Motion.  Sir,  on 
behalf,  not  only  of  my  noble  Friend,  bo» 
of  his  Colleagues  in  the  late  Ooren- 
ment,  I  venture  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  reconsider  that  deoisioiL 
The  charge  made  against  my  noble 
Friend  is  a  very  grave  one — that  he  hai 
attempted  to  intimidate  this  House,  and 
been  inciting  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to 
civil  war.  The  circumstances  of  the 
c£tse  show  that  it  is  not  merely  a  charge 
made  by  one  private  Member  of  this 
House  against  another  private  Member ; 
and,  therefore,  what  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  is  this — to 
exercise  his  influence  with  those  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  who 
have  given  Notices  of  Motion  anterior 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo,  in  order  that  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  may  be  taken  aa 
the  first  Business  of  the  evening  to> 
morrow.  Of  course,  Sir,  I  may  say  we 
would  use  a  similar  influence  on  oor 
side.  I  think,  on  reconsideration»  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  is 
a  matter  which  ought  to  be  diacuaaed 
without  loss  of  time. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  This 
is  a 'matter  which  it  is  rather  difficult  to 
deal  with  in  a  way  of  Question  and  An- 
swer, because  it  is  almost  inevitable  that 
the  Question  and  the  Answer  should 
assume  more  or  less  of  an  argumenta- 
tive character ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that 
my  memory  serves  me  with  aufficient 
accuracy  to  enable  me  to  give  a  poeitiTs 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa. 
There  is  much  greater  difficulty  in  the 
case,  I  think,  than  he  appears  to  anp- 

?ose.  I  am  boimd  to  say  that,  so  ^aa 
am  aware,  Notices  of  the  kind  hare 
been  given  frequently  by  independent 
Members,  but  have  not  been  permitted 
to  cause  any  interference  with  the  ordi- 
nary Business  of  the  House,  in  order 
that  they  should  take  precedence.  A 
Notice  of  this  kind,  charging  my  ligbl 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ghambeilata) 
with  very  grave  ofTences  indeed,  was 
g^ven  by  the  noble  Lord  who  himself  is 
the  subject  of  this  present  Notice.  If 
I  remember  aright,  mv  right  hon.  FHead 
was  content  to  take  his  ohanee,  and  w» 
attempt  was  made  to  obtain  any  altar** 
tion  in  the  cooiae  of  BoaiBeaa  in  Ak 
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House.  I  may  say,  Sir,  that  in  the 
last  Parliament,  stretching  my  memory 
a  little  hit  further  hack^  I  was  myself 
the  ohject  of  a  Notice  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter, g^yen  hy  a  Member  sitting  upon 
the  then  Government  side  of  the  House. 
The  terms  of  that  Notice  of  Motion  I 
am  bound  to  say  I  have  totally  for- 
gotten ;  but  it  was  a  Notice  of  a  cha- 
racter which  would  have  expelled  me 
from  this  House  if  passed.  At  that 
time  I  had  been  a  Member  for  more 
than  40  years,  and  for  many  years  Prime 
Minister  of  this  country ;  but  I  do  not 
know  that  anyone  attempted  to  inter- 
fere with  the  course  of  Business  of  the 
House  in  reference  to  that  Notice.  I 
should  have  thought  it  a  great — well,  I 
will  not  say  what  I  should  have  thought 
it — ^because  it  would  seem  that  I  was 
finding  fault  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  those  who  have  pursued  a 
different  course.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther anything  else  is  to  be  said  of  this 
matter  which  would  throw  further  light 
upon  it.  I  admit  that  it  is  one  matter 
to  ask  that  a  Government  night  should 
be  g^ven  for  the  discussion  of  a  subject, 
and  another  to  ask  for  such  kindly  in- 
tervention as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  now  asked  for.  Out  of  respect  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  should  be 
willing  to  forward  the  matter  as  he  de- 
sires ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  to  do  a 
thing  of  that  sort  would  be  establishing 
precedents  which  might  be  the  means  of 
causing  inconvenience  to  the  House.  We 
will  take  two  or  three  hours  to  consider 
the  matter,  and  I  will  inform  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  soon  as  I  can.  It  is 
not,  however,  the  plain  and  straight- 
forward matter  that  it  seems  to  be ;  for, 
of  course,  new  cases  of  this  sort  may 
arise,  differing  from  some  that  have 
occurred,  and  one  must  be  cautious  in 
establishing  precedents. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  that  as 
one  of  those  who  had  Notices  on  the 
Paper  having  priority  over  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  he  would  be 
very  glad  to  waive  his  right,  in  order 
to  afford  the  noble  Lord  the  opportunity 
of  making  the  explanation  he  desired 
in  reply  to  these  charges,  which  he  felt 
to  be  affecting  his  character.  So  far  as 
he  was  personally  concerned,  he  should 
be  willing  to  waive  his  right  to  oblige 
the  noble  Lord^  feeling  sure  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  act  in  a  similar  way 
towards  him  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  if  he 


wished  to  hasten  on  the  discussion  of 
a  question  affecting  his  public  utter- 
ances. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  Y. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

CIn  the  Committee.) 

Class  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 
Sebyioes. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£25,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1886,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty*s  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad.*' 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  :  In  moving  to 
reduce  this  Supplementary  Vote  of 
£25,000  hy  the  sum  of  £12,500,  I  shall 
confine  myself  to  such  part  of  the  Mis- 
sion of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  as  re- 
lates to  Constantinople,  because  it  is 
only  on  that  part  that  Papers  are  in  the 
hands  of  Members.  It  is  possible  that, 
to  some  extent,  I  may  misrepresent  some 
of  the  facts,  because  I  see  that,  having 
regard  to  the  amounts  spent  in  tele- 
grams at  Constantinople,  it  is  quite 
evident  that  only  part  of  the  telegrams 
which  passed  between  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  and  the  late  Government  have 
been  communicated  to  the  House.  My 
first  point  is,  that  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  ought  not  to  have  been  appointed 
to  this  Mission  at  all,  and  that,  if  he 
was  appointed,  a  new  Writ  should  have 
been  at  once  issued  in  compliance  with 
the  VI.  JnnCf  c.  8,  s.  26,  which  provides 
that  in  the  case  of  any  person,  after 
having  been  chosen  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  accepting  any  office 
of  profit  under  the  Crown,  his  election 
shall  be  declared  void,  and  a  new  Writ 
issued  as  if  such  person  were  naturally 
dead.  I  contend  that,  in  this  case.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  been  guilty 
of  a  clear  breach  of  duty  in  not  having 
at  once  moved  for  a  new  Writ  directly 
they  appointed  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
to  this  Mission.  But  I  see,  from  the 
Convention  set  out  on  page  37  of  the 
Papers,  Egypt,  No.  I.,  that  as  late  as 
the  month  of  Oclober  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  continued  to  describe  himself  as 
<'  Membre  du  Parlement."    I  maintain 
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that  he  ceased  to  be  a  Member  in  the 
month  of  August,  and  I  submit  to  the 
Oommittee  that  the  Gbyemment  ought 
not  to  have  allowed  the  law  to  be  vio- 
lated. I  further  maintain  that  if  it  was 
intended  that  this  Mission  should  have 
a  good  effect  at  Constantinople  and 
Cairo,  the  choice  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  was  a  most  unhappy  one,  unless 
the  happiness  of  the  choice  may  be 
illustrated  by  the  need  that  was  found 
to  appoint  to  some  places  of  profit  the 
whole  of  the  Members  of  the  Fourth 
Party,  which  determined  the  policy  of 
the  Conservative  Party.  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff,  while  in  this  House,  sup- 
ported the  express  declarations  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill).^ That  noble 
Lord  declared  that  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment— I  am  now  quoting  the  lan- 
guage of  the  noble  Lord,  endorsed  as 
late  as  October,  1885,  from  an  autho- 
rized version  of  his  speeches — was  a 
bad  G-ovemment;  that  no  worse  Qo- 
vernment  existed  on  the  face  of  the 
earth;  and  that  Tewfik  and  the  Turk 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  take  their  de- 
parture bag  and  baggage  out  of  Egypt. 
It  is  right  to  add  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
since  changed  his  views  on  these  points, 
and  the  same  authorized  expression  of 
his  opinion  explains  why  he  has  changed 
them.  He  says  that  since  1880  there 
have  been  many  sudden  political  changes 
in  this  country,  and  that  no  fair-minded 
person  would  expect  any  politician  to 
maintain  anything  like  an  approach  to 
rigid  consistency  in  political  utterances. 
It  may  be  thought  that  views  so  vigor- 
ously expressed,  and  still  entertained, 
would  not  be  calculated  to  aid  any  Mis- 
sion from  that  quarter,  and  I  think  the 
Committee  will  see  from  the  Blue  Book 
that  on  every  single  point  on  which  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  received  instruc- 
tions he  failed.  Every  point  in  turn 
was  insisted  upon  and  abandoned,  and 
the  total  result  of  the  Mission  may  be 
summed  up  in  the  word  nil,  except 
BO  far  as  it  was  a  visit  of  pleasure, 
which  we  may  all  hope  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  enjoyed,  but  for  which 
a  sum  of  £25,000  is  a  little  too  much  to 
ask  this  country  to  pay.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  reject  the  whole  of  the  £25,000. 
My  Motion  is  only  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £12,500.  There  seems  to  be 
a  wide  margin  in  the  charge  for  tele- 
grams to  cover  many  contingencies.    If 

Mr,  Bradhugh 


the  Committee  wiU  refer  to  the  h 
tions  contained  in  the  Papers,  £g7pt 
No.  I.,  page  1,  they  will  find  that  Sk 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  was  speoificaflj 
charged  to  obtain  a  military  oo-opeca- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Sultan  in  aeadiBg 
out  troops  to  the  Soudan.      But  the 
Sultan  would  not  give  a   single  nun. 
The  demand  was  insisted   upon,   and 
again  refused,    and    ultimately    aban- 
doned.   In  the  next  place,  the  Saltan, 
after  having  refused  to  send  troops,  was 
asked  to  allow  recruiting.   That  was  in- 
sisted upon ;  but  the  Saltan's  Advisers 
would  do  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  that 
demand;  too,  was  abandoned   in  tazn. 
At  last  words  were  introduced  into  the 
Convention  which  were  known  to  mean 
nothing,  but  which  enabled  the  late  Go- 
vernment, in  a  critical  time,  to  annovnce 
to  the  country  the  great  success  of  Sir 
n.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission,  when 
they  knew,  and  had  the  means  of  know- 
ing,  that  not  only  had  that  Miasioa 
been  attended  with  no  success,  but  that 
there  was  no  shadow  of  justification  for 
sending  it  out.    In  the  next  place.  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  was  told  to  ask 
that  some  stipulation  in  reference  to  the 
Slave  Trade  should  be  made.    It  is  wdi 
known  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
there  are  kind-hearted  and  philanthropic 
Gentlemen  who  would  be  induced  to 
vote  a  good  deal  of  money  if  they 
told  something  about  its  being 
sary  for  the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
But  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  yielded 
even  upon  that  point.    It  did  not  meaa 
much ;  but  the  Sultan  refused  to  comp^ 
with  the  wishes  of  the  late  Gevemmeat 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  telegraphed 
that  it  must  be  insisted  upon ;  but  the 
Sultan  still  remained  obdurate  and  fina, 
and  said — '*  I  have  kept  all  your  Oonvea* 
tions.    If  anyone  has  broken  the  Con- 
vention by  dealing  with  slaves,  it  is  you; 
and  you  did  it  by  the  hands  of  Oenenl 
Gordon."    Finally,  this  point,   having 
been  strenuously  insisted  upon  at  first, 
was  also  abandoned.     It  would  not  be 
fair  if  I  did  not  deal  with  the  one  point  of 
success,  and  that  one  point  of  suocesa  I 
would  commend  to  the  attention  of  hoa. 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
in  view  of  many  of  the  Election  speeches 
which  they  have  recently  made.    The 
one  success  is  that  the  Sidtan  is  recog- 
nized as   Caliph  of    his  religion  and 
as  spiritual  Chief.    [An  hon.  Myvmi : 
No.]    I  am  sorry  to  disagree  with  the 
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hon.  Member  who  interrupts  me ;  but  if 
he  will  refer  to  No.  66  on  page  39  of  the 
Papers  relating  to  this  matter,  he  will 
see  that  I  am  guilty  of  no  misrepresenta- 
tion. It  will  be  found  that  if  there  is 
any  misrepresentation,  it  rests  with  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  and  not  with  me, 
because  in  this  Paper,  carefully  pre- 
pared and  intended  to  be  pressed  upon 
the  notice  of  the  English  public,  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  says  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's G-overnment  recognizes  that  the 
Sultan  is  Sovereign  of  Egypt  and  Caliph 
of  his  religion.  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  is  very  likely  wrong — for  he  is 
wrong  in  so  many  things,  and  it  is  just 
possible  that  he  may  be  wrong  in  this — 
but,  at  any  rate,  that  is  what  he  says. 
Now,  I  submit  that  it  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  this  country  to  pay  £12,500 
for  the  services  of  a  Gentleman,  how- 
ever able — and  in  this  case  I  admit  the 
ability — to  go  to  Constantinople  in  order 
that  the  Sultan  should  be  recognized  as 
Caliph  of  his  religion.  It  is  true  that 
a  Special  Commissioner  was  sent  by 
Turkey  to  Egypt,  and  the  circumstances 
attending  that  appointment  deserve  no- 
tice when  you  consider  the  bold  way  in 
which  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite,  in  their 
election  speeches,  asserted  the  supremacy 
of  England  abroad.  In  the  Convention 
it  was  agreed  that  the  Turkish  Commis- 
sioner and  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Viceroy  of  Egypt  were  to  settle  every- 
thing by  themselves,  and  then  to  com- 
municate the  result  to  the  High  Com- 
missioner of  England  after  an  agreement 
had  been  come  to,  but  not  before.  Thus, 
for  £12,500,  all  you  get  is  the  right  to 
be  told  what  has  been  arranged,  and  of 
assenting  to  it  if  you  like ;  but  you  have 
no  power  of  dissenting  from  it  if  you  do 
not  like  it.  I  submit  to  the  Committee 
that  the  Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  has  been  a  lamentable  failure, 
and  that  this  Vote  is  one  which  the 
Committee  ought  not  not  to  pay.  I  beg, 
therefore,  to  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  the  sum  of  £12,500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£12,600,  he  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t 
day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her 
Majesty *s  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad." — 
iMr,  Bradlaugh,) 

Sib  JULIAN  QOLDSMID:  In  1879 
I  yentured  to  call  the  attention  of  the 


House  to  the  policy  adopted  by  the 
then  Oonseryatiye  G-oyernment  in  re- 
gard to  Egypty  when  the  late  Ehediye  of 
Egypt  was  deposed.  I  pointed  out  that 
that  policy  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
policy  which  had  always  been  followed 
by  Lord  Palmerston  and  the  Earl  of 
Clarendon.  Lord  Palmerston  always 
tried  to  limit,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
power  exercised  by  Turkey  oyer  Egypt. 
There  are  nxuuerous  despatches  of 
Lord  Palmerston  in  existence  which 
proye  that  abundantly;  but  the  then 
Conseryatiye  Goyernment,  instead  of 
following  that  example,  increased  the 
power  of  Turkey  by  going  with  France 
to  demand  of  the  Porte  the  deposition 
of  Ismail  Pasha  the  late  Viceroy  of 
Egypt.  That  question  is  a  large  one, 
and  I  will  not  go  into  it  now ;  but  here, 
again,  we  haye  been  endeayouring  to 
enlarge  the  power  of  the  Sultsn  by 
asking  the  Porte  to  send  Turkish  troops 
to  the  Soudan,  and  to  interfere  in  the 
internal  affairs  of  Egypt.  Now,  inter- 
ference such  as  that  contemplated  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  Egypt  is  specially 
objectionable.  Look  at  tne  despatches 
of  1869,  when  the  Earl  of  Clarendon 
pointed  out  that  the  Egypt  of  that 
day  was  not  the  Egypt  of  1841,  and 
that  since  that  date  the  Porte  had  made 
concessions  to  the  Khediye,  among 
which  the  one  relating  to  hereditary 
succession  must  be  considered  the  most 
effeotiye.  The  Earl  of  Clarendon  added 
that  Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment  would 
deeply  regret  if  the  Porte  were  to 
oyerstrain  its  legitimate  prerogatiye  and 
rights  in  regard  to  Egypt.  Now,  what 
I  say  is  this,  that  in  the  present  in- 
stance the  late  Goyernment,  through  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff's  action,  has  again 
induced  the  Porte  to  oyerstrain  its 
powers.  It  was  expressly  laid  down 
that  the  Porte  should  not  interfere  with 
the  internal  affairs  of  Egypt;  but  the 
yery  object  with  which  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  went  to  Constantinople  was 
to  induce  the  Porte  to  interfere  not  only 
with  the  internal  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  Egypt,  but  by  sending  Turkish 
troops  to  the  Soudan,  and  possibly  to 
Egypt,  a  thing  which  had  not  been 
done  for  many  years — since  the  time 
of  Mehemet  Ali.  Why  was  this  course 
taken  ?  I  think  the  reason  is  per- 
fectly clear.  It  is  not  desirable  for  us 
to-day  to  go  into  all  questions  con- 
nected with  Egypt.    I  shall  only  go  into 
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them  as  far  as  Sir  H.  Drummond 
WolflPs  Mission  applies  to  them  ;  but  I 
think  it  is  clear  that,  as  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  there  was  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  provide  for  Gentlemen  of  the  Fourth 
Party,  who  had  been  extremely  useful 
to  them  in  this  House.  Therefore  it  was 
necessary  to  find  places  for  them.  First 
of  all,  there  was  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill),  who  led  the  Party 
with  g^eat  ability.  He  was  made  a 
Cabinet  Minister.  Next,  there  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Manchester  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 
He  was  made  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  And  my  pugnacious 
Friend  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Sir  John  Gorst)  was  made 
Solicitor  General.  But  for  the  life  of 
them  they  did  not  know  what  to  do  with 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  until  a  bril- 
liant idea  suggested  itself  to  someone. 
There  had  been  several  Special  Missions 
to  Egypt — Sir  Stephen  Cave  and  Mr. 
Goschen  and  Lord  Northbrook  had  been 
there — why  not,  then,  have  a  fourth  or 
fifth  Mission,  and  send  out  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  to  complete  the  work  ?  That 
was  seized  upon  as  a  splendid  idea,  and 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was  sent  to  Con- 
stantinople, first  to  negotiate  affairs  there, 
and  then  to  go  on  to  Egypt,  in  order  to 
do  what  he  could  there  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  country.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  desirable  to  go  into  the  whole 
question  of  the  condition  of  Egypt ;  but 
I  think  it  is  desirable  to  see  exactly  why 
we  are  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  money 
for  the  salary  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  and  the  heavy  expense  of  his 
Mission.  No  doubt,  there  has  been  ex- 
travagance in  the  expenditure  upon  tele- 
grams ;  but  that  is  a  very  small  matter 
in  comparison  with  the  great  principle 
which  is  here  at  stake.  In  regard  to 
one  point  which  has  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  it  seems 
that  when  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
accepted  his  appointment  to  this  Mis- 
sion, he  ought  to  have  vacated  his  seat, 
and  a  new  Writ  ought  to  have  been 
issued.  But  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  sitting  at  the  time,  nor  did 
the  same  Parliament  re-assemble,  and 
practically  no  serious  damage  was  done, 
and  the  principle  of  vacating  a  seat  on 
appointment  to  Office  under  the  Crown 
was  not  infringed.    But  it  is  a  far  more 
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serious  thing   that   a  Special   Mi 


should  be  created  in  order  to  find  a  poit 
for  a  Gentleman,  whose  aervices  wore 
not  required  in  England,  to  eatisfy  tbe 
desires  of  his  Friends,  when  the  MiinoA 
itself  was  not  likely  to  accomplish  aaj 
useful  results.  So  far  as  Sir  H.  Dnim- 
mond  Wolff  is  concerned,  he  must  haw 
known  that  he  was  despatched  upon  a 
Mission  which  was  empty  and  xUaaorj, 
and  doomed  to  be  a  faUure  d&rom.  the 
first.  I  have  looked  back  to  some  ob- 
servations made  by  Sir  H.  Dnmunond 
Wolff  in  this  House  in  1879.  The  hon. 
Member  who  was  then  Member  for 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Hanbnry)  made  a 
Motion  in  reference  to  Egypt,  which  wm 
seconded  by  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wdfl^ 
who  stated  on  that  occasion — 

*'  For  his  own  part — speaking  with  a  strocg 
sense  of  responsibility,  and  being  demrouia 
maintaining  the  Turkish  Empire — he  felt  eoi- 
vinced  that  that  Empire  could  only  be  mein- 
tained  by  a  complete  system  of  decentnlizataoa. 
The  state  of  Constantinople  was  eometliing 
perfectly  appalling,  and  ihe  scarcely  liked  lo 
tell  of  all  the  instances  of  corruption  thai  had 
come  under  his  notice. " — (3  Uaiumrd^  {t^^ 
1059.) 

In  the    year   1879,   therefore,   Sir   H. 
Drummond  Wolff  thonght  the  state  of 
Constantinople  and  of  the  Tarkish  Go- 
vernment not  only  bad,  but  full  of  cor- 
ruption.   In  1886,  I  suppose,  he  thinks 
that    such   a    great  improvement   has 
taken  place  that  he  was  justified  in  going 
out  on  behalf  of  his  GK)vernment  in  order 
to  induce  the  Turks  to  send  troope  to 
Egypt,  .and   to   appoint  a  Minister  to 
interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  th^ 
country.     Now,  the  Convention  jidds 
Very  little.     Only  one    thing — niunely, 
that  two  Commissioners — the  To^isk 
Commissioner  and  a  Commissioiier  ap- 
pointed by  the  English  Gbvemment^ 
wore  to  discuss  the  various  qaestioiM, 
and   lay   their  condusions    before  the 
Qovemment  of  the  Khedive.     And  when 
they  agreed,  the  matter  was  to  be  brovght 
before  the  English  GK)vemment.     Bat 
surely  that  could  have  been  done  without 
the  assistance  of  a  Turkish  or  Knglwh 
Special  Minister.     I  do  not  see  that  any* 
thing  was  gained  at  all  by  the  MiasioB 
of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  beyond  the 
fact  that    that    Gentleman  had    thiM 
months'  employment  at  a  very  satic&ie- 
tory  salary.    I  believe  it  is  a  fact  that  o«r 
public  men  are  far  too  badly  paid.  Thus, 
for  example,  I  do  not  think  that  the  men 
salary  alone  would  ever  have  iadoe^  the 


1567 


Supply — CiVil 


(Maboh  1,  1886}  8erTi€0  Estimates,        1558 


Prime  Minister  to  go  through  the  work 
which  naturally  falls  to  him ;  but  in  this 
case  I  must  confess  that  I  fail  to  see 
what  good  work  was  done  for  the  salary ; 
in  fact,  the  total  result  of  what  was  done 
has    been  the  making  of  an  illusory 
Ck>nyention  with  the  Forte,    by  which 
they  have  agreed   to  send  a  Oommis- 
sioner  to  Cairo,  which  admits  a  prin- 
ciple to  which  I,  for  one,  am  entirely 
opposed.      If  you  will  look  to   every 
Paper    written   by    every   Minister   of 
either  political  Party  during  the  last  20, 
80,  or  40  years,  you  will  find  that  every 
one  of  them  strongly  insists  on  the  view 
of  the  Earl  of  Clarendon — that  the  Egypt 
of  to-day  is  not  the  Egypt  of  30  or  40 
years  aeo,  and  that  although  the  Sultan 
of   Turkey  is    the    nominal    Suzerain, 
nevertheless  the  power  and  authority  of 
the  -Sovereign  of  Turkey  can  never  be 
exercised  in  that  country.     In  this  case 
we  see  the  late  Government  departing 
ftom  that  ancient  principle,  proposing 
that  Turkish  troops  should  be  employed 
in  Egypt,  and  proposing,  further,  that  a 
Turkish   Commissioner   should  be  ap- 
pointed to  interfere  in  the  internal  ad- 
ministration of  Egyptian  affairs.      Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff,  in  adopting  that 
principle,  rendered  bad  service  to  the 
country.    I  do  not,  however,  find  fault 
with  him,  but  with  the  late  Government, 
which  wanted  to  make  a  new  departure, 
and  did  not  care  what  it  was  so  long  as 
it  was  a  policy  which  differed  from  that 
of  their  Liberal  Predecessors.    I  do  not 
say  that  the  Liberal  Government  made 
no  mistakes  with  regard  to  Egypt ;  but, 
while  I  admit  that  they  did,  I  maintain 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Conserva- 
tive Gt>vemment  commenced  on  this  oc- 
casion by  committing  a  great  blunder.  If 
you  will  look  at  Lord  Palmerston's  de- 
spatches in  regard  to  Egypt,  you  will  see 
how  he  always  vindicated  the  right  of 
according  to  Egypt  sole  control  over  its 
internal  administration.    Therefore,  the 
departure  of  the  late  Government  was 
one  of  a  very  serious  nature,  and  they 
ought  to  give  some  reason  for  having 
departed  from  the  traditional  policy  of 
the  country.     I  suppose  that  they  had 
some    reason,    and  probably  a  strong 
reason.      Did   they   imagine  that  this 
Special  Mission  was  so  likely  to  prove 
successful   that  they  were  justified  in 
entering  upon  a  new  path  ?    Were  their 
experiences    of   the  Conventions   with 
Constantinople  so  favourable  that  they 


thought  the  same  principle  ought  to 
be  encouraged  and  further  extended? 
Had  they  forgotten  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
to  which  they  themselves  were  parties, 
and  in  which  they  had  insisted  upon  the 
separation  of  the  two  Boumelias  r  Were 
they  not  aware  of  what  the  result  of  that 
separation  had  been ;  that  it  had  only 
lasted  for  a  period  of  seven  years,  and 
that  they  themselves  had  been  the  very 
persons  who  had  been  obliged  to  admit 
that  the  Treaty  of  1879  had  entirely 
failed  ?  Were  they  encouraged  by  the 
result  of  that  Treaty  to  believe  that  they 
would  be  more  successful  in  entering 
into  any  Convention  with  Turkey?  I 
set  out  with  a  passage  in  a  speech  de- 
livered by  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  in 
this  House  in  1879,  in  which  he  stated 
that  so  much  corruption  existed  in  Tur- 
key that  he  did  not  believe  in  the  possi- 
bility of  forming  a  good  Government 
there.  If  there  was  no  possibility  of  our 
securing  good  government  in  Turkey, 
did  ho  imagine  that  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment were  likely  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  affairs  in  Egypt  ?  I  remember, 
in  1879,  pointing  out,  when  it  was  pro- 
posed that  the  Turkish  authorities  should 
call  Egypt  to  account  for  its  Debt,  that 
the  person  who  was  to  call  her  to  ac- 
count was  a  person  who  had  got  into 
debt  himself.  Probably  it  was  on  the 
principle  of  setting  a  thief  to  catch  a 
thief.  Turkey  had  never  shown  by  its 
own  work  in  the  past  any  capacity  for 
performing  the  task  she  had  undertaken. 
I  submit  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  employ 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  in  the  first  in- 
stance, and  that  it  was  a  still  greater 
mistake  to  give  him  the  instructions 
which  are  to  be  found  in  these  Papers; 
and  I  contend  that  Her  Majesty's  late 
Government  are  responsible  for  depart- 
ing from  that  policy  which  had  for  a 
long  series  of  years  been  successfully 
pursued  by  successive  Ministers — Vis- 
count Palmerston,  the  Earl  of  Claren- 
don, the  Earl  of  Derby,  the  Earl  of 
Malmesbury,  and  others.  I  trust  that 
the  Committee  will  have  a  complete  ex- 
planation in  justification  of  this  Vote 
from  some  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
late  Government. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  can- 
not  altogether  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  spoken.  I  do  not  think 
that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission 
may  not  be  productive  of  some  useful 
result.     I  confess  that  I  was  myself 
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somewhat  alarmed  at  expressions  which 
fell  from  Her  Majesty's  late  Goyemment 
in  regard  to  that  Mission.     I  certainly 
supposed  from  what  they  stated  that 
they  had  in  their  minds  some  idea  of 
making  over  Egypt  to  the  rule  of  Tur- 
key ;  but  when  I  came  to  look  at  the 
Papers,  I  found  that  that  was  not  so. 
I  find  that  the  object  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff's  Mission  was  not  to  make 
oyer  Egypt  to  the  Turks,  but  to  get  the 
Turks  to  assist  us  by  taking  over  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Soudan.    Now,  what  is 
present  to  my  mind  is  this — that  whe- 
ther we  deal  with  Turkish  or  any  other 
Oriental  Government,  we  seem  to  treat 
them  in  a  very  foolish  way,  as  if  they 
were  mere  children  who  might  be  easily 
bamboozled.  Now,  why  on  earth  should 
the  Turks  be  such  fools  as  to  leave  us  in 
the  possession  of  Egypt  while  they  take 
up  a  position  in  the  Soudan  ?    Egypt  is 
certainly  the  oyster,  while  the  Soudan 
is  only  the  shell.     Therefore,  the  send- 
ing out  of  a  man  of  high  experience  and 
knowledge  to  endeavour  to  induce  the 
Turks  to  undertake  this  task  was  one 
which  was  not  likely  to  be  successful, 
and,  therefore,  so  far  as  that  part  of  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission  to  Con- 
stantinople is  concerned,  I  am  not  sur- 
prised at  its  failure.    But  when  we  come 
to   the  question    of  Egypt,   our  posi- 
tion there  seems  to  me  to  have  been  so 
bad  that  it  was  not  possible  for  a  Gen- 
tleman of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
experience — although    he    was    acting 
under  what  I  admit  to  be  vague,  al- 
though reasonable,  instructions  on  the 
part  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury — it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  make  things 
worse,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was 
the  possibility  of  making  them  better. 
So  far  as  financial  matters  are  concerned, 
the  only  result  that  I  can  see  of  recent 
transactions  has  been  to  add  £9,000,000 
to  the  Egyptian  Debt,  and  to  induce  us 
to  undertake  a  military  occupation  at  an 
enormous  expense  to  this  country.     I 
have  tried  to  extract  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell'Bannerman)  some  figures 
which  might   give  us  an  approximate 
estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  people  of  this 
country  of  that  military  occupation.   My 
right  hon.  Friend  very  cautiously  told 
us    that   he    could    not    undertake   to 
estimate  the  total  cost,  and  he  could  not 
even  tell  us  what  Egypt  would  repay. 
Now,  what  is  the  cost  of  the  military 
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defence  of  Egypt  to  this  ootmtiy  ?    It 
seems  to  me  that   this  expense  Ia  so 
enormous    that    the    cost    of    Sir    H. 
Drummond  Wolff's  Mission,  large  as  it 
is,  is  a  mere  bagatelle  if  tiiere  is  th« 
least  hope  that,  by  any  arrangement  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  may  make,   this 
country  will  be  able  to  get  rid  of  ihaX 
expense,  and  come  away  from  Cgypt 
altogether.    I  believe  I  am  not  gidity 
of  exaggeration  when  I   say  that  the 
arrangements  for  the  military  defeoee 
of  Egypt  are  costing  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  at  this  moment  something 
over  £4,000,000  per  annum.   Mr.  Giffen, 
in  an  article  which    he  published  the 
the  other  day,  calculated  that  the  coal 
of  a  British  soldier,  combatant  and  non- 
combatant,  effective  and  non-effectire, 
is  about  £150  per  annum.     Now,  I  did 
succeed  in  extracting  one  piece  of  infor- 
mation from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  it  was 
that,  all  told,  there  are  at  this  moment 
in  Egypt,  employed  in  the  defence  of 
that  country,  17,600  British  troops,  2,90e 
Indian  troops— and  we  have  the  antho- 
rity  of   the    late  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Mr.  Cross)  for  saying 
that  the  Indian  troops  cost  jnst  as  much 
as  British  troops — and  4,000  others  em- 
ployed in  transport  and  such  work.  Add- 
ing   those  together,   we  have  a  total 
number  of  24,500.    We  are  told  that 
the  average  cost  of  a  British   soldier, 
including    non-combatants,    comes   to 
something  like  £150  per  annum.    Bat 
we  must  add  to  that  the  extraordinary 
expenditure  occurring  in  Egjrpt — the 
transport  expense,  and  the  large  addi- 
tional expense    for  the    non  •  effective 
force;  and  I  believe  it  will  be  fouad, 
after  making  allowance  for  these  addi- 
tional expenses,  that  the  minimum  cost 
of  every   man   now   employed  in  the 
defence  of  Egypt  is  at  least  £200  per 
annum.     Then,  if  you  multiply  £200  bj 
24,500,  you  will  find  that  the  defeoM 
of  Egypt  is  costing  this  country  at  the 
present  moment  upwards  of  £4,500,000 
per  annum,  of  which  but  a  small  som 
wiU  be   repaid    by  Egypt.      I   knov 
that  I  may  be  told  that,  if  the  troops 
are  not  employed  in  Egypt,  they  viU 
be  employed  somewhere    else^     Nov, 
I  deny  that  altogether,  notwithstandiif 
the  increase    in  the    strength   of  the 
British  Army.    I  take  it,  from  a  speech 
delivered  not  long  ago  by  Lord  Wobe- 
ley,  that  we  are  lU  tms  moment  abort  of 
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soldiers  for  our  own  Imperial  purposes. 
"We  have,  therefore,  no  troops  to  spare 
for   other  purposes,  and  eyeiy  soldier 
employed  in  Egypt  is  a  deduction  from 
the  proper  strength  of  our  Army,  in  ad- 
dition to  whioh  he  remains  as  a  burden, 
and  a  heavy  burden,  too,  upon  the  tax- 
I>ayer8.     Sir,  if  there  is  the  least  chance 
of  Sir  n.  Drummond  Wolff  doing  any- 
thing to  relieve  us  from  that  burden,  I 
think  his  Mission  will  have  been  a  very 
cheap  one.     I  must  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  instructions  of  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  although  vague  and  in- 
definite, are  in  the  main  good  as  re- 
gards Egypt,  and  we  may  hope  that 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  may  do  some- 
thing of  advantage,  both    to   the  in- 
terests of  this  country  and  of  Egypt, 
before  he  leaves  Cairo.    I  confess  that 
I  was  somewhat  disappointed  that  in 
proposing   this  Vote   the    Under    Se- 
cretary  of    State  for  Foreign   Affairs 
did  not  make  some  statement  as  to  the 
instructionswhich  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  give  to  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff.    Be  that  as  it  may,  I  sup- 
pose they  will  not  materially  differ  from 
those  which  the  Marquess  of  SaHsbury 
gave,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  con- 
sidering the  state  in  which  Egypt  is 
now  placed,  I  am  not  able  to  oppose  the 
Vote.     I  think  it  is  yet  possible  for 
competent  men  to  do  something  towards 
putting  the  internal  affairs  of  Egypt 
in  a  more  satisfactory  condition  than 
they  have  occupied  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  to  rid  us  of  the  enormous  ex- 
penditure   of   upwards   of   £4,000,000 
per  annum,   in  retaining  in  Egypt  a 
British  Army  of  Occupation.    I  hope 
that  the  Committee  is  ahve  to  what 
has  been  going  on  in  Egypt,  and  that 
it  will  realize  what  all  this  expenditure 
means.     For  this  sum  of  £4,000,000 
what  might  we  not  be  able  to  do  in 
regard  to  our  own  country  ?    For  a  sum 
of  £4,000,000  expended  in  this  country, 
we  might  have  free  education,  or  we 
might  be  able  to  free  Ireland  from  the 
domination  of  the  landlords.    There  are 
many  other  things  which  are  most  desir- 
able, which    a    sum    like    that   would 
enable  us  to  carry  out.    I  do  trust  that, 
if  Sir  H.  Drummond   Wolff  is  to  re- 
main in  Egypt,  he  will  make  his  Mission 
as  effective  as  possible,  and  that  he  will 
prepare  the  way,  at  any  rate,  for  reliev- 
ing this  country  of  the  burden  which  it 
is  now  called  upon  to  bear.    I  am  very 


much  afraid  that  things  are  still  in  such 
a  state  that  although  many  Missions 
have  been  sent  to  Egypt,  altogether 
there  is  ample  room  for  another,  if  it  is 
to  be  a  real  and  effective  Mission.  I 
am  certainly  unable  to  see  what  steps 
we  are  taking  in  the  direction  of  secur- 
ing a  settlement  of  the  financial  di£S.- 
culty  in  the  interests  not  only  of  this 
country,  but  of  Egypt  itself.  Our  Re- 
presentatives hare  hitherto  tried  to  show 
the  necessity  for  the  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion ;  but  now  they  are  afraid  that  this 
and  other  matters  must  bring  about  an 
European  inquiry  in  the  course  of 
next  year.  We  Know  that  the  finances 
of  Egypt  are  incapable  of  making  both 
ends  meet;  but  those  who  are  respon- 
sible for  the  finances  of  Egypt,  en- 
deavour to  get  rid  of  the  difficulty  by 
throwing  on  the  taxpayers  of  this  coun- 
try the  burden  of  the  military  defence  of 
Egypt.  That  is  a  question  which  re- 
quires a  great  deal  more  attention  than 
it  has  yet  received.  I  hope,  that  when 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  rises,  he  will  be  able  to  tell  us 
something  with  regard  to  the  proposals 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to 
this  Mission.  What  were  the  end  of 
the  instructions  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  ?  They  aim  at  the  establish- 
ment of  that  Millennium  which  succes- 
sive Governments  hare  been  anxious  to 
bring  about — namely,  the  securing  of 
that  good  and  stable  and  debt-paying 
Government  in  Egypt,  which  has  often 
been  stated  in  this  House;  and  I  say 
again,  that  if  we  have  to  stay  in  Egypt 
untn  we  have  established  all  tnese 
things,  we  shall  have  to  stay  there  until 
the  end  of  time.  There  must  be  found 
a  way  of  dealing  with  Egypt  much 
shorter  than  that,  and  I  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  will  tell  us  what 
the  lines  are  of  the  policy  they  intend 

to  pursue.        

Mb.  HANBUEY  :  Allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  fact  that  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  was  a  Member  of  the  House  at 
the  time  he  accepted  this  appointment. 
But,  within  my  own  experience  of  the 
House,  I  can  remember  at  least  three 
similar  cases  in  which  Missions  of  the 
same  character  as  this  have  been  under- 
taken by  Members  of  the  House.  In 
the  first  instance,  there  was  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Stephen  Gave;  and  then  there 
was  the  Mission  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
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(Mr.  Qoso^en) ;  and  the  case  of  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  himself,  when  he  was 
sent  out  as  a  Member  of  the  Boumelian 
Mission.  [An  hon.  Mehbbb  :  He  had 
no  salary.J  I  have  jet  to  learn  that 
this  salary  commenced  before  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  ceased  to  be  a  Mem- 
ber, and  that  is  animportant  point  upon 
which  I  should  like  to  have  information. 
There  is  another  point  which  I  ought 
to  mention — Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
acted  on  this  Mission  with  very  peculiar 
adyantages.  He  was  well  acquainted 
with  the  East  and  with  Egypt  before 
he  went  on  this  Mission.  He  nad  acted 
with  men  like  Hussei  Pasha  as  a  per- 
sonal friendi  and,  therefore,  was  likely 
to  conduct  a  Mission  of  this  kind  with 
amicable  and  friendly  relations.  I  re- 
gret to  see  that  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  is  no  longer  a  Member  of  this 
House,  and  I  attribute  that  fact  to  a 
great  extent  to  the  circumstance  that 
he  was  not  able  to  be  present  at  Ports- 
mouth during  his  candidature.  Then, 
again,  we  are  told  that  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  must  be  a  bad  Commissioner 
to  have  sent  out,  because  he  had  made 
certain  remarks  of  a  somewhat  strong 
character  in  regard  to  the  Khedive. 
But  anyone  who  has  studied  these 
Papers  must  see  that,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Sultan,  that  was  a  recommendation 
rather  than  the  reverse.  In  reading 
these  despatches,  it  is  most  remarkable 
to  notice  the  extreme  jealousy  with 
which  the  Sultan  regards  everything 
the  Khedive  may  do  in  Egypt.  There- 
fore, so  far  from  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff's  remarks  having  been  of  dis- 
advantage to  his  Mission,  they  seem  to 
me  to  have  had  the  opposite  effect.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  makes  a  charge,  which  is  a 
curious  one,  coming  from  that  side  of 
the  House.  He  charges  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  with  having  used  words  in 
the  Convention  which  mean  nothing. 
Now,  if  there  is  one  charge  which  is 
made  at  the  present  day,  it  is  that,  in 
regard  to  our  foreign  relations,  there 
has  been  too  great  a  habit  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  of  using  words  that  mean 
nothing.  One  of  die  most  serious 
charges  which  the  Conservative  Party 
have  made  against  the  Leader  of  the 
House  is,  that  they  never  know  exactly 
what  he  means.  Then,  again,  with 
regard  to  the  Slave  Trade,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  points  to  the 
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fact  that  any  provisions  in  regard  to  &• 
Slave  Trade  are  left  out  of  the  OoaTe»- 
tion.     If  the  hon.  Member  knew  ^ 
facts  as  well  as  I  do,  he  would  know 
that  the  Sultan  was  perfectly  jnatified 
in  the  course  he   took.      There  haw 
been  Conventions  and  Treaties  one  npoa 
the  top  of  another,  and  it  has  been  by 
no  means  the  fault  of  the  Sultan  that 
they  have  not  been  carried  into  effect. 
The  fault  has  to  a  considerable  extent 
rested  with  our  own  Government.     We 
have  never  sent  out  a  sufficient  number 
of   ships  to  see  that  the  Slave  Trade 
was  suppressed,  and  the  failure  of  our 
efforts  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade  are 
due,  not  to  the  Porte,  but  to  the  false 
economy  of  our  own  Qovemment.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  com- 
plains that  the   late    Government  re- 
established the  authority  of  the  Sultan 
as  Caliph  in  Egypt.    If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber knows  anything,  he  must  know  that 
it    was    to    our    interest,   as    a    great 
Mahommedan  Power,  to  recognize  that, 
and  to  be  on  amicable  terms  with  the 
Sultan.     It  is  a  matter  of  the  greater 
importance,   and  one  which  has  to  be 
carefully  guarded  by  our   Foreign  Mi- 
nister,   that   the  interests    of  India — 
the  greatest  Mahommedan  country  in  ^e 
world — are  dealt  with  in  concert  with  the 
Sultan  of  Turkey.  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  to  a  oertaia 
extent,  in  the  remarks  he  has  made  a^ 
to  the  employment  of  Turkish  troope  in 
Egypt,  or  in  any  other  part  of  Arabia, 
because  the  Arabs  have  very  little  lore 
for  them  ;  and  even  grater  danger  mast 
arise  from  employing  them  am<mg  aa 
Arab  population  than  among  ChriatiaBt, 
for  this  reason — that  when  they  are  on- 
ployed  among  a  Christian  populatioB, 
there  are  European  Ambassadors  and  Con- 
suls, who  keep  a  careful  watoh  orer  thnr 
proceedings,  and  see  that  no  ill-treat- 
ment of  the  population  on  their  part  takes 
place.    But  when  they  are  sent  among 
Mahommedan  races,  they  act  withovt 
the  slightest  restraint,  and  their  erodty 
and    arbitrary    conduct    beoomee    in- 
tolerable.    We  are  told  that   no  re- 
suit  followed  from  the   Mission  of  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff.    Now,  it  seesM 
to  me  that  very  great  results  have  kA- 
lowed,  because  what  was  wanted  was 
to  get  from  Egypt  something  like  gua- 
rantees for  the  future,  which  wonht  be 
wiser    and    better    than    bombardiBg 
Alexandria  and  shooting  down  the  8o«- 
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daneee  by  tens  of  thoiuands.    A  ques- 
tion has  been  raised  in  regard  to  the 
legality  of  our  presence  in  Egypt.    No 
doubt,  our  presence   there  before  the 
Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was 
entirely  illegal ;  but  by  the  Mission  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  we  made  a 
great  step  in  advance,  and  secured  le- 
gality for  that  which  was  before  abso- 
lutely illegal ;  and  we  are  now  remain- 
ing in  Egypt  in  order  to  re-establish 
that  order  which  we  so  miserably  upset. 
We  remain  there,  not  only  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  Europe,  but  of  the  Sultan,  who  is 
the  Sovereign  of  the  country.     Another 
result  has  been  achieved  which  is  of  the 
greatest  importance.    There  was  always 
a  fear  that  when  we  left  Egypt,  sooner 
or  later,  France  might  go  there  for  pur- 
poses of  her  own.     It  is  satisfactory  to 
find,  from  the  declaration  of  M.  Wad- 
dington,  that  when  the  English  troops 
leave  Egypt  there  is  no  fear  of  French 
troops  tfi&ng  their  place.     I  remt,  Sir, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
has  made  a  personal  attack  upon  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff,  and  that  he  has  im- 
ported a  Vaxty  character  into  the  debate. 
We  are  all,  I  think,  of  one  mind  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  in  this  Egyptian 
Question,  as  well  as  in  some   others, 
there  is  a  great  deal  on  which  moderate 
men  on  both  sides  of  the   House  are 
agreed.      This    Egyptian    Question  is 
really  such  a  national  matter  that  I  do 
hope  we  shall  try  to  work  together  in 
order  to  secure  some  good  result  for  that 
unfortunate  country,  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  old  Party  lines.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  policy  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, as  is  always  the  case   in  a 
change  of  Ministry,  has  been  thrown 
overboard,  as  it  were,  by  the  appoint- 
ment   of    a   new    Foreign    Secretary. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  a 
little  fair  play  ought  to  be  shown.    I 
entertain  some  hope  that  this  Egyptian 
Question  will  be  treated  without  refer- 
ence to  Fartv  lines,  and  that  this  conn* 
try  will  recollect,  apart  from  mere  Party 
considerations,  that  we  have  many  duties 
to  perform  in  Egypt,  and  that  we  can- 
not scuttle  out  of  them  without  dis- 
honour to  ourselves. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  I  shall  cer- 
tainly support  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  and  OoUeague  (Mr.  Bradlaugh); 
but  not,  as  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  spoken  seems  to  think,  from  any 
personal  feeling  against  Sir  H.  Drum- 


mond Wolff.  Undoubtedly,  the  expen- 
diture upon  these  Special  Missions  is 
very  large  ;  and  I  think  upon  all  of 
them  the  expenditure  is  much  too  large. 
At  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  that 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  is  to  blame 
for  that.  He  was  to  receive  a  salary, 
and  to  include  certain  expenditure 
which  in  the  case  of  our  Ambassadors 
is  always  very  high.  In  this  case  the 
sum  of  money  for  which  we  are  asked  is 
very  considerable,  amounting  to  £12,500, 
inclusive  of  the  pay  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff.  But  if  we  take  other  Special 
Missions,  and  reckon  up  the  items  which 
generally  accrue  from  Special  Missions 
abroad,  it  will  certainly  amount  to  some-, 
thing  enormous.  I  regard  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  entirely  re- 
sponsible for  the  expenditure  incurred  in 
connection  with  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
and  I  hope  we  shall  have  as  few  of  these 
costly  Missions  as  possible.  At  the 
same  time,  I  am  not  desirous  of  throw- 
ing a  stone  against  any  Gentleman  in 
accepting  a  Special  ^ssion  as  it  is 
generally  understood.  I  not  only  say 
this  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
but  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now 
sit  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  does 
not  seem  to  me  to  have  defended  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff's  Mission  wisely.  He 
says  that  we  ought  to  be  exceedingly 
thankful  to  him  for  going  out,  and  be 
ready  to  pay  any  amount  of  money  that 
is  asked  for,  because,  if  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  had  not  gone  out,  he  would  have 
been  Member  for  Portsmouth  at  this 
moment.  But  we  ought  to  recollect 
that  there  was  another  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Mr.  Bruce)  who,  on  per- 
sonal grounds,  was  as  good  a  candidate 
for  the  borough  of  Portsmouth  as  could 
have  been  found.  But  Mr.  Bruce  was 
defeated,  as  well  as  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff.  He  was  not  absent;  and  if  it 
is  supposed  that  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  if  he  could  have  been  there, 
would  have  been  returned,  how  was  it 
that  Mr.  Bruce  was  defeated  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us  that  a  special  recom- 
mendation in  sending  out  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  was  that  he  was  a  Gentle- 
man who  had  condemned  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Khedive,  and  suggested 
that  it  should  be  put  an  end  4o.  This 
was  done  to  please  the  Sultan.  But 
where  is  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  now? 
He  is  with  the  Khedive,  and  not  with 
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the  Siiltan.  He  took  Constantinople  on 
his  way;  but  his  Mission  was  to  the 
Khedive.  In  my  opinion,  the  Khedive 
is  an  unfit  person  to  reign  in  Egypt. 
We  have  really  had  too  many  Missions 
to  Egypt.  We  have  had  the  Mission  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen), 
of  Sir  Stephen  Cave,  of  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin,  and  of  the  Earl  of  Northbrook. 
We  have  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gosohen)  did  not  go  out  in  a  publio 
capacity ;  but  I  think  that  he  assumed 
a  public  capacity.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  out  because  the  house 
with  which  he  is  connected  was  inte- 
rested in  some  Egyptian  Loans;  and 
when  he  was  out  there  he  wrote  de- 
spatches to  the  then  Government,  which 
despatches  have  been  frequently  alluded 
to  since.  But,  putting  aside  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen),  I  think 
we  have  had  a  great  deal  too  many  Mis- 
sions to  Egypt,  each  proposing  different 
plans  for  reforming  Egypt.  We  have 
not  adopted  any  of  those  plans.  We  re- 
ceived the  Eeport  of  Sir  Stephen  Cave's 
Mission,  and  we  set  it  aside.  The  Earl 
of  Dufferin  has  since  been  sent  out,  and 
his  recommendations  have  been  set 
aside.  I  remember  that  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook  sent  in  a  Beport;  but  al- 
though there  has  been  a  good  deal  of 
conversation  about  it,  we  have  never 
seen  it — at  any  rate,  no  Report  from 
him  has  ever  been  published.  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  has  sept  many  de- 
spatches, but  he  has  not  yet  sent  a  Be- 
port ;  and  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
when  he  does  it  will  not  be  adopted. 
Before  the  commencement  of  the  last 
Parliament,  the  Prime  Minister  wrote 
an  excellent  essay  in  which  he  stated  his 
views  in  regard  to  Egypt.  He  said  that 
the  less  we  meddled  with  Egypt  the 
better,  and  that  we  should  not  remain 
there.  In  his  address  to  his  constituents 
in  Mid  Lothian,  I  think  he  said  that  he 
regretted  not  having  acted  upon  the 
lines  of  the  essay.  [Mr.  Gladstonb  : 
No,  no !  J  Well,  I  am  doubtles  express- 
ing the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  a  rude  fashion ;  but  the  convic- 
tion on  my  mind  is  that  that  was 
the  effect  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's action.  I  have  protested  over 
and  over  again  against  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  Egypt,  and  I 
have  seized  every  opportunity  to  vote 
against  the  cost  which  our   Egyptian 
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policy  has  entailed  upon  the  peo^«  oi 
this  country.     I  very  much  r^pret  to 
see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  recurred  to  the  original  Tiewa  oa 
which  he  based  his  action  in  the  last 
Parliament.    We  are  still  there.     Al- 
though everybody  regrets  that  we  are 
there,   still  there  we  are ;  and,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  says,   we  are  spending  the 
money  of  the  English  people  at  the  rate 
of  something  like  £4,000,000  per  an- 
num, in  order  to  remain  there.     It  is  not 
suggested  that  a  Turkish  Army  shoaM 
be  sent,  and  that  we  should  come  away. 
What  I  want  to  see  is,  not  that  this  ot 
any  other  man  should  be  sent  out  upon 
a  Mission   to   report  upon  the  condi- 
tion of  Egypt;  but  I  want    no    more 
troops  to  be  sent  there,  and  to  secure 
that  the  troops  which  are  there  shall  be 
sent  back.    As  a  humanitarian  matter 
it  is  of  the  utmost  indifference  whether 
the  Elhedive  or  the  Sultan  is  master  ia 
that  country.    That  is  a  matter  which 
concerns  the  Egyptians  alone.     What  I 
object  to,  and  what  I  have  always  al- 
ways objected  to,  is  that  under  anj  pre- 
text whatever  we  should  remain  ihere» 
expending  English  blood  and  English 
treasure  in  a  matter  which  does  not  con- 
cern us.  I  hope  the  present  opportonity 
will  be  taken  advantage  of  by  the  Unda 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
or  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  to  USl  as 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
are  in  regard  to  the  f  utore.     Let  as 
begin  well ;  let  us  have  a  statement  that 
we  are  not  only  going  to  withdraw  at 
some  future  day,  but  that  steps  have 
been  taken  to  enable  us  entirely  to  with- 
draw from  Egypt,  and  to  pat  an  end  to 
this    wasteftu    expenditure    of   public 
money. 

Colonel  DUNCAN :  As  a  new  Men- 
ber  I  must  ask  the  pardon  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  intruding  myself  in  the  de- 
bate ;  but  an  official  despatch  of  my  own 
has  just  been  laid  on  the  Table,  aod 
my  experience  of  Egypt  leads  me  to 
differ  very  much  from  what  has  fsDea 
from  some  hon.  Members.  I  would  tike 
the  Committee  to  understand  that  my  ex- 
perience has  not  been  gained  from  goenpe 
or  quaei'diplomaia  in  Cairo  or  iUexaa- 
dria,  but  from  having  lived  much  in  the 
towns  and  villages  of  the  country — from 
having  mixed  with  the  people  and  com* 
manded  them,  and  £rom  having  h^pei 
in  carrying  on  their  civil  admimstraHoo 
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in  Upper  Egypt.    I  have  mixed  with  all 
classes — moD,  women,  and  children,  from 
[Khartoum  and  Dongola ;  and  having  ac- 
quired a  little  knowledge  of  Arabic  I  have 
been  able  to  form  my  own  opinion  of  the 
people  themselves.    From  all  the  con- 
versations one  hears  in  this  country,  and 
in  much  that  one  reads,  it  would  be  sup- 
posed that  the  last  people  to  be  thought 
about  were  the  Egyptians  themselves. 
Practically,  we  have  ruled  Egypt  for  the 
last    three  years  as  a  Crown  Colony. 
'Et^j^t  has   no  Eepr^sentative  in  this 
House,  and  that  is  all  the  more  reason 
why  we  should  manifest  great  justice 
and    generosity  towards  that  unhappy 
people.    I  have  no  wish  to  speak  with 
any  Party  spirit  on  this  subject.    I  have 
recognized,  from  the  first,  the  generous 
views    of    Her   Majesty's  Government 
when  they  went  to  Egypt  first  of  all, 
and  I  entered  heart  and  soul  iuto  the 
noble  reforms  which  they  initiated  after 
tbe   battle    of   Tel-el-Kebir.     But    the 
reason  why  I  would  urge  the  Commit- 
tee  to  support    the    Vote  for    Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff's  Mission  is  that  I 
consider  that  that  Mission  is  taking  up 
the  threads  of  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  when  at  their  very 
best — namely,  at  the  time  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin  left  Egypt.     The  Mission  of 
Bir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  seems  to  be  a 
distinct  continuance  of  the  Earl  of  Duf- 
ferin's  policy.     All  the    nightmare   of 
suffering,  blunders,  and  bloodshed  has 
taken  place  since  the  Earl  of  Dufferin 
left ;  and  there  is  a  great  similarity  be- 
tween   the    two    Missions.     The    hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugb)  may  sneer  at  the  Sultan  being  re- 
cognized as  a  Caliph  of  his  religion ;  but, 
from  what  I  have  myself  seen,  I  affirm 
that  never,  even  among  the  Hebrews  in 
the  days  of  King  David,  has  religion 
entered   more   into   the    national    and 
political  life  of  the  people  than  in  the 
present  history  of  Egypt.     What    we 
want  is  some  assurance  that  the    re- 
forms which  have  been  commenced  with 
the  approval  of  the  Earl  of  Dufferin 
will  be  carried  out.     Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  coming  from  Constantinople,  as 
the  Earl  of    Dufferin  aleo  did,   makes 
his  Mission  doubly  strong  ;  and  it  does 
not  follow  that  because  he  came  with 
the  patronage  of  the  Sultan  of  Turkey, 
it  is  therefore  necessary  to  indict  upon 
the  people  of  Egypt  the  rule  of  the 
Turks.    I  cannot  say  that  I  like  the 
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Turks;  I  think  that  Egypt  is  infi- 
nitely a  better  nation ;  ana  I  think  that 
among  the  Egyptian  people  may  be 
found  many  who  are  perfectly  capable 
of  governing  themselves.  We  may  ad- 
mire the  Turk  for  his  patience  and 
courage.  It  is  the  ruling  Turks  who, 
though  brave,  and  emphatically  rulers, 
are  often  cruel  and  corrupt,  and  the  less 
we  have  of  them  among  the  Arab  people 
the  better.  What  I  ask  is  that  we 
should  do  justice  to  Egypt  through  the 
Egyptians  themselves.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell), 
who  spoke  on  the  other  side,  made  an 
allusion  which  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
pass  by — namely,  that  it  is  not  at  all 
likely  the  Egyptians  will  ever  be  able  to 
build  up  an  army  in  Egypt  sufficient  for 
its  own  wants.  Now,  I  take  issue  at 
once  with  the  hon.  Member  there.  I 
have  lived  in  Egypt ;  I  have  commanded 
thousands  of  Egyptian  soldiers ;  and  I 
can  speak  with  perfect  confidence  of  the 
ability  and  courage  of  those  men  when 
properly  treated.  At  the  beginning  of 
the  reforms  which  were  instituted  some 
time  ago,  there  were  many  who  liked 
to  decry  the  fellaheen  soldiers;  but 
these  were  the  people  who  were  in- 
terested in  maintaining  an  English  occu- 
pation. Those  who,  like  myself,  had 
to  work  with  them  gradually  realized 
their  good  qualities.  I  do  not  believe 
in  nations  of  slaves.  I  certainly  be- 
lieve that  ill-treatment  will  weaken  the 
manhood  of  any  men ;  but  there  is  no- 
thing so  elastic  as  courage  and  manhood, 
and  under  kindly  treatment  they  will 
revive  as  surely  as  the  sunflower  turns  to 
the  sun.  I  see  that  steps  have  been 
taken  to  evacuate  Suakin  by  our  troops, 
and  their  place  is  to  be  supplied  by 
Egyptian  soldiers.  During  many  weary 
days  and  nights  at  Suakin  no  troops  were 
steadier  than  the  Egyptian,  and  they 
will  be  quite  fit  to  hold  their  own  there. 
There  may  be  a  talk  of  our  co-operating 
permanently  with  the  Egyptians ;  but  I 
maintain  that  there  is  no  necessity  for 
such  co-operation.  The  time  was  when 
the  annexation  or  permanent  protec- 
torate of  Egypt  might  be  discussed ; 
but  it  has  passed  away.  Let  the  dead 
past  bury  its  dead.  We  have  pledged 
our  honour  to  leave  the  Egyptians 
to  themselves  as  soon  as  possible ;  and 
we  should  meanwhile  do  all  we  can  to 
encourage  by  this  Mission  the  carry- 
ing out  of  reforms  which  will  free  the 
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Egyptians  from  our  presence,  and  make 
them  a  nation  again.  If  we  can  get  rid 
of  them  in  that  way,  parting  on  fnendly 
terms  with  them,  we  shall  do  them  a 
greater  kindness  than  if  we  remain 
there.  Let  our  policy  be—"  Egypt  for 
the  Egyptians."  The  religious  question 
has  been  much  misunderstood  at  home, 
and  most  of  our  blunders  between  the 
time  of  the  Earl  of  Dufferin  leaving 
Egypt  and  the  time  of  the  Expedition 
up  the  Nile  can  be  traced  to  it.  The 
question  of  the  Mahdi  has  been  tho- 
roughly misunderstood  in  this  country. 
This  was  not  the  first  Mahdi  that  Mus- 
sulman nations  had  known ;  nor  is  it 
only  in  Mussulman  nations  that  a 
Mahdi,  under  some  other  name,  is  known. 
It  seems  to  be  thought  that  the  Mahdi 
creates  a  crisis  in  the  national  history, 
whereas  it  is  a  crisis  in  the  national 
history  that  produces  the  Mahdi.  The 
Mahdi,  as  such,  never  lives  longer  than 
is  necessary;  sometimes,  intoxicated  with 
power,  he  becomes  a  despot ;  sometimes 
he  is  thrown  aside  by  an  ungrateful 
people ;  and  sometimes — ^like  Mohamed 
Achmet — he  is  so  happy  as  to  die  in  the 
zenith  of  his  success,  and  to  live  conse- 
crated in  the  hearts  of  the  people  ever 
after.  The  whole  of  the  Soudan,  after 
General  Gordon  ceased  to  be  Governor 
General,  was  tyrannized  over  by  men  of 
the  most  cruel  and  despotic  disposition. 
They  did  all  they  could  to  rob  and  mur- 
der ;  and  in  this  state  of  things  the  bitter 
discontent  and  irritation  of  the  people 
offered  a  platform  from  which  the 
slave- owners  and  slave-hunters  were 
able  to  work,  and  which  they  manipu- 
lated for  their  own  ends.  They  called 
upon  the  Mahdi  to  place  himself  at  their 
head,  when,  but  for  the  crisis  which  ex- 
isted, he  would  have  been  leading  a 
simple  life  and  studying  his  Koran.  The 
position  was  forced  upon  him ;  and  if, 
instead  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  announcing, 
in  the  rude  way  he  did,  that  we  were 

foing  to  compel  Egyptians  to  with- 
raw  from  the  Soudan,  and  to  send 
General  Gordon  to  assist  in  withdraw- 
ing them,  the  Government  had  sent 
General  Gordon  to  introduce  justice 
to  the  Soudanese — where  his  name  was 
associated  with  justice — and  if  it  had 
been  made  known  that  behind  him 
stood  the  power  of  England,  I  believe 
that  Gordon  and  Stewart  alone  could 
have  taken  the  Soudan  in  hand,  and 
turned  it  into  a  contented  population. 

Colonel  Duncan 


I  will  not  quote  the  words  pwftfw 
nulia  relrorsum,  for  these  are  more  h^ 
quently  the  words  of  the  bigot  tiiaii  of 
the  reformer ;  but  I  do  not  etiggeet  the 
reconquest  of  the  Soudan.  A  fmlftier 
mistake  we  made  was  in  the  evacnatiaa 
of  Dongola.  I  would  not  send  a  stngfo 
English  soldier^there ;  but  I  think,  witk 
the  assistance  of  an  Egyptian  f<»«e 
alone,  Dongola  may  be  occupied  agais. 
I  would  not  ask  for  one  man  from  H«r 
Majesty's  Government,  nor  would  I  sead 
a  single  regiment  of  British  soldiers  back: 
but  let  us  put  into  Dongola,  asissuggvsted 
by  one  of  the  telegrams  to-day,  such  i 
man  as  the  Mudir  of  Dongola — a  men 
of  whom  nothing  has  been  heard  exeept 
holiness,  courage,  and  ability.  Let  tb 
advise  Egypt  to  subsidize  him  as  loti^ 
as  he  keeps  peace  on  the  ironda. 
Looking  to  the  future  I  would  say— 
'^Let  us  withdraw  to  Assouan,  ani 
garrison  that  place  with  Egyptias 
troops."  I  think  that,  by  degrees,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  spirit  of 
nationality  which  had  been  stamped 
out  in  E^pt  would  again  appear,  asd 
such  a  course  would  give  them  muck 
greater  encouragement  than  the  prc^ 
senoe  of  our  bayonets.  We  might  tbea 
gradually  retire  to  Cairo,  and  then  to 
Alexandria.  Thus  we  might  leare  tks 
country  with  honour  to  ourselves,  sad 
with  the  friendship  of  the  Egyptiax 
people,  instead  of  producing  a  sense  id 
irritation.  I  have  spoken  at  some  leogtk 
and  with  some  warmth  on  this  subject : 
but,  Sir,  I  have  lived  among  these  peopb 
till  I  have  learnt  to  love  them ;  ami  I 
have  desired  that  the  first  words  I  should 
offer  in  this  House  should  be  offered  oa 
behalf  of  the  Egyptians,  who  poasea 
many  unsuspected  virtues,  who  art 
entitled  to  our  respect,  and  who,  at  all 
events,  have  a  right  to  be  constitutod 
into  a  nation. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  :  I  do  boS 
propose  to  follow  the  hon.  and  gallaat 
Member  who  has  just  addressed  tht 
Committee.  I  would  rather  reeali  th' 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Noftb- 
ampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  which  is  to  r»> 
duce  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £12,600. 
Now,  I  find  that  that  sum  is  predsriy 
the  sum  which  is  put  down  for  the  tele^ 
grams.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AIBurs»  im 
reply  to  a  Question  addressed  to  kira  oa 
Friday  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Novtk- 
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impton,  Baid  that  £3,964  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  telegrams ;  and  before  the 
Jomxnittee  agrees  to  this  Vote  I  should 
ike  to  have  some  explanation  of  the 
lifference  between  the  sum  of  £3,964 
md  the  £12,500  the  Committee  are  now 
asked  to  vote.  Of  course,  it  was  in- 
evitable that  whenever  this  Vote  was 
brought  forward  there  would  be  a  dis- 
cussion upon  it;  but  I  trust  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  will  not  be  drawn  into  an 
ioi  mature  declaration  of  Egyptian  policy, 
unless  he  can  do  eo  in  perfect  con- 
sistency with  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service.  I  certainly  hope  that  before 
we  agree  to  the  Vote  we  may  have  some 
further  items,  and  some  further  reasons 
for  expending  what  I  am  bound  to  say 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  large  and 
extravagant  sum. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  :  I  quite  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend  that  it  is  impossible  to 
keep  our  minds  directed  to  the  Vote  now 
before  the  Committee  if  we  are  to  be 
drawn  into  a  discussion  as  to  our  general 
policy  in  Egypt.  The  able  speech  which 
has  been  delivered  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  opposite  (Colonel  Duncan), 
and  which  has  excited  the  interest  of 
the  Committee,  is  certainly  calculated  to 
draw  the  minds  of  Members  from  the 
particular  points  they  have  to  discuss 
under  this  Vote.    When  I  asked  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Under   Secretary    of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  the  other  day 
a  Question  in  connection  with  this  Vote 
and  the  Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  my  hon.  Friend  said  I  should 
find  full  information  in  the  Estimates. 
Now,  I  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  was 
laboaring  under  some  mistake,  because 
if  he  will  look  at  the  Estimates  he  will 
find  that  there  is  nothing  whatever  in 
reference  to    the  salary,   &c.   attached 
to    Sir   H.    Drummond    Wolff's    Mis- 
sioD.    The  only  detail  included  in  the 
Vote  is  ''Sir  H.   Drummond  Wolff's 
Special  Mission  to  Constantinople  and 
Egypt."    Of  course,  this  Estimate  was 
laid  on  the  Table  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  the  present  Government  are 
in  no  way  responsible  for  its  prepara- 
tion.   I  find  that  in  the  Estimate  itself 
no  sum  is  put  down  in  the  shape  of 
salary,  and  I  would  ask  the  Government 
at  what  time  it  was  decided  that  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  should  have  a  salary  ? 
It  was  generally    understood    in  this 
House  that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 


was  to  have  no  salary.    It  was  under- 
stood that  he  was  simply  to  go  out  as 
Special  Ambassador,  with  certain  allow- 
ances which,  no  doubt,  would  cover  all 
his  expenses  upon  a    very   handsome 
scale;  but  he  was  to  have  no  salary. 
The  probability  that  that  was  the  case 
is,  I  think,  shown  by  the  fact  that  if  he 
had  had  a  salary  it  would  have  been 
necessary  for  him  at  once  to  vacate  his 
seat.     My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  has  suggested 
that  Sir  H.   Drummond  Wolff  with  a 
salary  occupied  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion as  if  he  had  gone  out  on  this  Mis- 
sion without  a  salary.     But  the  circum- 
stances of  the  two  cases  are  entirely 
different.     No  doubt,   it  may  be  said 
that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  only  re- 
ceived this  appointment  towards  the  close 
of  the  last  Parliament,  when  it  might  be 
supposed  unnecessary  that  he  should  be 
re-elected,  or  requirrd  to  vacate  his  seat; 
but  if  he  had  a  salary  I  may  mention 
that  he  was  actually  brought  forward  as 
a  candidate  for  the  borough  of  Ports- 
mouth at  the  very  time  he  was  enjoying 
the  appointment  of  a  new  Office  under 
the  Crown.    Now,  it  is  very  clear  that 
any  Gentleman  being  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament is  absolutely  disqualified  from 
taking  a  place  of  profit  under  the  Crown 
without  vacating  his  seat;  and,  there- 
fore, I  presume  that  while  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  was  sitting  for  Portsmouth 
it  was  not  understood  that  he  should 
have  a  salary.    I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  will  tell  us 
something  about  that  matter.    I  want 
to  know  if  it  was  arranged  from  the 
first  that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was 
to  have  a  salary  of  £5,000  a-year  ?  With 
regard  to  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  him- 
self, I  have  no  complaint  to  make  against 
the  late  Government  for  having  sought 
to  give  him  employment.  I  should  have 
been  glad  indeed  if  the    Government 
could  have  seen  their  way  to  placing 
him  in  some  Office  of  responsibility,  and 
of  a  permanent  character.  No  one  would 
have  blamed  them  for  placing  him  in  a 
high  position ;  and,  on  personal  grounds, 
I  have  no  complaint  to  make  of  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff.    I  fully  appreciate 
his  great  abilities ;  but  I  object  to  the 
course  taken  by  the  late  Government, 
which  appears  to  have  arisen  from  the 
fact  that  they  had  no  suitable  perma- 
nent office  in  which  to  place  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff ;  and,  therefore,  they 
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BODt  him  out  to  ConBtantinople.  I  think 
that  the  appointment  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  to  Constantinople  was  espe- 
oially  un justifiable.  Already  our  expen- 
diture in  connection  with  the  Embassy  at 
Constantinople  is  of  the  most  scandalous 
character ;  and  I  use  the  word  advisedly. 
Our  expenditure  in  Constantinople  is 
far  in  excess  of  that  for  any  other  Em- 
bassy in  the  world.  At  the  moment  the 
late  Qovernment  oonsidored  the  pro- 
priety of  sending  out  Sir  II.  Drummond 
Wolff  to  Constantinople  we  had  a  large 
staff  there.  We  have  an  Ambassador  at 
a  salary  of  £8,000  a-year,  supported  by 
a  largo  number  of  officials,  eo  that  the 
entire  salaries  paid  for  the  Embassy 
amounted  to  more  than  £14,000  a-year. 
In  addition  to  that,  we  have  to  defray 
the  expense  of  keeping  the  Embassy 
houses  in  repair,  and  that  cost  more 
than  £2,000.  Further,  our  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople  has  authority  to  ex- 
pend money  in  what  are  called  extraor- 
dinary expenses ;  and  the  sum  of  money 
so  expended  last  year  at  Constantinople 
was  far  in  excess  of  any  similar  expendi- 
ture in  the  world.  It  amounted  to  no  less 
than  £5,446,  and  the  total  sum  of  money 
up  to  the  end  of  the  last  Estimate  charged 
for  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople  for 
the  year  amounted  to  £20,724,  in  addi- 
tion to  which  we  paid  £5,800  for  a  Con- 
sular Establishment.  I  have  stated  that 
there  was  an  item  of  £2,000  for  the  re- 
pairs of  the  Embassy  buildings.  Now, 
the  Embassy  hoiue  is  a  building  which 
orginally  cost  between  £100,000  and 
£200,000.  It  was,  however,  burnt 
down  and  rebuilt  at  a  further  expendi- 
ture of  between  £100,000  and  £200,000. 
All  these  expenses,  in  addition  to  the 
sum  of  £25,000  now  asked  for,  have  to 
be  defrayed  in  connection  with  our  Em- 
bassy at  Constantinople;  and  I  would 
Sut  it  to  the  Committee  whether  it  is 
ecent  or  justifiable  in  any  way  that 
when  we  have  an  establishment  of  this 
kind,  consisting  of  highly-paid  officials 
— men  well  versed  and  experienced  in 
diplomacy,  and  enjoying  the  highest 
character  in  connection  with  diplomatic 
negotiations — is  it  decent  or  justifiable 
that  we  should  send  out  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  at  an  additional  expense  of 
£5,000  a-year,  with  a  large  further  ex- 
penditure for  his  maintenance,  and  that 
of  his  retinue  ?  I  am  of  opinion  that, 
on  that  ground  alone,  considering  the 
enormous  sum  expended  upon  our  Em- 

Mr.  Bykmdi 


bassy  at  Constantinople,  the  late  Go- 

yemment  were  not  justified  in  sending 

out  another  highly-paid  officer  in  order 

that  he  might  do  the  work  which  our 

Ambassador  at  Constantinople  was  quite 

competent  to  perform.    In  point  of  fact, 

if  hon.  Members  will  look  at  the  Bluo 

Book,  they  will  see  that  in  one  of  tho 

last  despatches  of  Sir  H.   Drummond 

Wolff  he  very  properly  acknowledges 

that  he  received  from  Sir  William  Whito 

the  very  greatest    possible  assistance. 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  says — 

'*  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  leave  Constaati- 
nople  without  placing  on  record  the  deep  sense 
of  gratitude  I  leel  towards  Sir  William  White 
for  his  personal  kindness  during  my  stay  here, 
and  the  cordial  manner  in  which  he  has  giyen 
me  every  assistance  in  his  power  to  fnrther  my 
Mission,  llis  advice,  experience,  and  practical 
knowledge  are  of  very  great  value,  and  of  thee*: 
ho  has  constantly  and  ungrudgingly  given  mc 
the  full  benefit  in  the  course  of  my  negotiations. 
My  task  would  have  been  far  more  difficult, 
and  at  times  almost  impossible,  without  his 
kind  encouragement  and  counsel.** 

Here  we  have  a  Diplomatic  Representa- 
tive, with  all  this  amount  of  ability, 
experience,  and  knowledge  already  at 
Oonstantinople ;  but,  nevertheless,  the 
late  Government  decide  upon  sending 
out  another  important  official,  to  add 
very  largely  to  the  already  enonnoua  ex- 
penditure upon  the  Emlassy  at  Con- 
stantinople. But  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  remarks  which  have  been  made — 
that,  as  far  as  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff*a 
Mission  to  Constantinople  is  concerned, 
its  success  has  been  of  a  very  alight  cha- 
racter. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Duncan),  who  spoke  so  well 
from  the  opposite  side,  seems  to  think 
that  the  great  advantage  that  would  bo 
derived  from  the  Mission  of  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  is  that  it  may  lead  to 
the  establishment  of  Egyptian  National 
existenoe;  and  he  said  that  he  altogether 
objected  to  the  rule  of  the  Turks.  I  ob* 
ject  also  to  the  rule  of  the  Turks  in 
Egypt.  I  have  always  thought  that  the 
sending  out  of  a  number  of  Turkish 
troops  to  Egypt  would  lead  to  disturb- 
ances of  a  most  serious  character ;  and 
if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonol 
Duncan)  is  of  the  same  opinion,  why 
does  he  give  his  support  to  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff*s  Mission,  which  was  in- 
tended to  bring  the  Turkish  influence  to 
bear  upon  Egypt  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  GamD* 
bell)  seems  to  fancy  that  it  ia  posaibie 
for  Sir  H.  Drununond  Wolff  to  bring 
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about  an  improyed  stato  of  affairs  in 
Egypt ;  and,  therefore,  he  is  disposed 
to  let  him  stay  there  a  little  longer.    Bat 
surely  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  suppose 
that  any  satisfactory  reforms  are  likely 
to  be  carried  out  by  sending  Turkish 
soldiers  ?    He  must  know  perfectly  well 
that  any  attempt  to  reform  Egypt  by 
the   employment    of   Turkish    soldiers 
would   add  ten-fold  to   the   horrors  of 
the  situation.     Therefore,  when  I  see 
that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  on  en- 
tering upon  his  Mission,  was  first  of  all 
to  go  to  the  Sultan,  and   to  lead  the 
Saltan  to  believe  that  England  had  re- 
pudiated all  her  old  ideas,  I  fail  to  see 
how  it  could  be  expected  that  any  con- 
siderable amount  of  success  would  at- 
tend his  negotiations.     Having  satisfied 
tho  Sultan  on  that  head,  he  was  then  to 
obtain  the  services  of  a  large  body  of 
Turkish  soldiers  in  order  to  reconquer 
the    Soudan— [**  No!  *']  — or,     at   all 
events,  to  protect  Egypt  Proper  from 
any  incursions  which  might  be  made  by 
the  Soudanese.     The  Sultan  would  not, 
and  did  not,  adopt  that  suggestion,  and 
the  negotiations  entered  into  appear  to 
have  been  of   the  most  unsatisfactory 
character.     For  my  part,  I  desire  to  see 
no  efficient  aid  from  the  Sultan  which 
involves    an  interference  with   the  in- 
ternal affairs  of  Egypt.      I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  see  the  Soudan  overrun 
with  Turkish  soldiers,  and  I  hope  that 
this  country  will  not  bo   carried  away 
by  any  such  proposal,  so  as  to  be  induced 
to  enter  into   any  obligations   and  re- 
sponsibilities.    I  certainly  thought  tbat 
we  had  determined  to  avoid   all   such 
obligations  and  responsibilities  in  future; 
and  I  hope,  before  the  debate  closes,  to 
hoar  from  the  Government  how  far  they 
are  prepared  to  accept  the  conditions  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission,  and 
Low  far  they  consider  it  prudent  to  con- 
tinue the  Mission  of  that   Gentleman. 
Have  they  made  any  alterations,  or  are 
they  going  to  act  on  tlio  same  lines  as 
the  late  Government,  which  was,  I  be- 
lieve, to  suggest  a  policy,  involving  this 
country  in  further  responsibilities  ?    At 
all  events,  I  shall  vote  against  this  large 
expenditure  on  two  grounds.  In  the  first 
place,    that  it  is    unnecessary,    seeing 
that  we  are  already  spending  large  sums 
of  money  both  in  Constantinople  and 
Egypt,  and  that  we  are  well  represented 
in  both  those  diplomatic  centres  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  I  object  to  this 


large  expenditure,  because  I  entertain 
grave  doubts  whether  the  policy  of  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  is  one  which,  if 
carried  out,  would  promote  the  interests 
of  Egypt. 

Lord  CHAELES  BERESFORD  :   I 
understood  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
who  sits  below  the   Gangway  (Colonel 
Duncan)  to   say  that  this  was   a  wise 
Mission,  because  it  would  lead  to  the 
English   getting  out  of  Egypt  quicker 
than  they  otherwise  would.     Now,   I 
have  strong  reasons  for  wishing  to  see 
the  English  out  of  Egypt.     I  think  that 
the  issue  which  is  raised  and  the  reason 
which  is  put  forward  for  the  presence 
of  English  troops  in   Egypt  are  alto- 
gether insufficient.     It  is  said  that  we 
went  to  Egypt  to  insure  the  safety  of  tho 
Suez  Canal,  which  many  people  thought 
would  be  essential  to  this  country  in  the 
event  of  our  going  to  war.     Now,  as  a 
seaman,  I  say  that  it  would  in  reality  be 
impossible  to  guard  the  Canal  in  such  a 
contingency,  and  that  it  would  require 
at  least  50,000  men   to  guard  it  in  a 
time  of  war.     The  Canal  could  easily  be 
blocked  by  ourselves  or  an  enemy  in  an 
afternoon  watch.     There  are  two  places 
in  the  Canal  in  which  a  ship  could  be 
sunk,  so  as  to  render  the  Canal  useless 
to  you  in  tho  event  of  your  being  en- 
gaged in  hostilities  with  another  coun- 
try.    Tho  other  day  a  ship  was  sunk  in 
the  Canal,  and  it  will  be  recollected  by 
hon.  Members  that  it  was  blocked  for 
about  four  days  ;  but  tbat  ship  was  sunk 
in  a  sandy  part  of  tho  Canal,  and  not  in 
a  rocky  part.     There  are  two  parts  of 
the  Canal  which  consist  of  excavations 
out  of  the  rock,  and  if  any  ships  were 
sunk  there  it  would  take  six  weeks  or 
three  months  before  the  Canal  could  be 
cleared.    It  is  a  popular  error  to  imagine 
that  a  ship  in  such  a  position  could  be 
easily  blown  up.     You  could  blow  the 
ship  to  pieces ;  but  it  would  be  necessary 
to  employ  divers  to  remove  the  various 
parts  of  it  which  had  been  dispersed. 
My  particular  reason  for  wishing  to  see 
the  English  out  of  Egypt  is,   because 
Egypt  would  be  another  vast  place  to 
defend,   and  so   create    another    weak 
place  in  the  large  area  of  weak  places 
to  defend ;  and  I  really  believe  that  tbat 
is  the  most  humanitarian  course  which 
could  be  pursued.    I  agree  with  many  of 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallantMem- 
ber  for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan)  in  re- 
gard to  the  Egyptians,  although  I  do  not 
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sont  him  out  to  Constantinople.  I  think 
that  the  appointment  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  to  Constantinople  was  espe- 
cially unjustifiable.  Already  our  expen- 
diture in  connection  with  the  Embassy  at 
Constantinople  is  of  the  most  scandalous 
character ;  and  I  use  the  word  advisedly. 
Our  expenditure  in  Constantinople  is 
far  in  excess  of  that  for  any  other  Em- 
bassy in  the  world.  At  the  moment  the 
late  Government  considered  the  pro- 
priety of  sending  out  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  to  Constantinople  we  had  a  large 
staff  there.  We  have  an  Ambassador  at 
a  salary  of  £8,000  a-year,  supported  by 
a  large  number  of  officials,  eo  that  the 
entire  salaries  paid  for  the  Embassy 
amounted  to  more  than  £14,000  a-year. 
In  addition  to  that,  we  have  to  defray 
the  expense  of  keeping  the  Embassy 
houses  in  repair,  and  that  cost  more 
than  £2,000.  Further,  our  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople  has  authority  to  ex- 
pend money  in  what  are  called  extraor- 
dinary expenses ;  and  the  sum  of  money 
80  expended  last  year  at  Constantinople 
was  far  in  excess  of  any  similar  expendi- 
ture in  the  world.  It  amounted  to  no  less 
than  £5,446,  and  the  total  sum  of  money 
up  to  the  end  of  the  last  Estimate  charged 
for  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople  for 
the  year  amounted  to  £20,724,  in  addi- 
tion to  which  we  paid  £5,800  for  a  Con- 
sular Establishment.  I  have  stated  that 
there  was  an  item  of  £2,000  for  the  re- 
pairs of  the  Embassy  buildings.  Now, 
the  Embassy  house  is  a  building  which 
orginally  cost  between  £100,000  and 
£200,000.  It  was,  however,  burnt 
down  and  rebuilt  at  a  further  expendi- 
ture of  between  £100,000  and  £200,000. 
All  these  expenses,  in  addition  to  the 
sum  of  £25,000  now  asked  for,  have  to 
be  defrayed  in  connection  with  our  Em- 
bassy at  Constantinople;  and  I  would 
put  it  to  the  Committee  whether  it  is 
decent  or  justifiable  in  any  way  that 
when  we  have  an  establishment  of  this 
kind,  consisting  of  highly-paid  officials 
— men  well  versed  and  experienced  in 
diplomacy,  and  enjoying  the  highest 
character  in  connection  with  diplomatic 
negotiations — is  it  decent  or  justifiable 
that  we  should  send  out  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  at  an  additional  expense  of 
£5,000  a-year,  with  a  large  further  ex- 
penditure for  bis  maintenance,  and  that 
of  his  retinue  ?  I  am  of  opinion  that, 
on  that  ground  alone,  considering  the 
enormous  sum  expended  upon  our  Em- 
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bassy  at  Constantinople,   the  late  Go- 

yemment  were  not  justified  in  sesdiBi: 

out  another  highly-paid  officer  in  order 

that  he  might  do  the  work  which  our 

Ambassador  at  Constantinople  was  qnite 

competent  to  perform.    In  point  of  fact, 

if  hon.  Members  will  look  at  the  Bloe 

Book,  they  will  see  that  in  one  of  tb« 

last  despatches  of  Sir  H.  Drammood 

Wolff  he  very  properly  acknowledges 

that  he  received  from  Sir  William  White 

the  very  greatest    possible   assistance. 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  aays — 

<'  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  leave  Cooataati- 
nople  without  placing  on  record  the  deep  maM 
of  gratitude  I  feel  towards  Sir  William  WhxU 
for  his  personal  kindness  during  my  stay  here, 
and  the  cordial  manner  in  which  he  has  gim 
me  every  assistance  in  his  power  to  further  bt 
Mission.  His  advice,  experience,  and  practical 
knowledge  are  of  very  great  value,  and  of  these 
ho  has  constantly  and  ungrudgingly  giv«n  ct 
the  full  henefit  in  the  course  of  my  negotiatkoL 
My  task  would  have  heen  far  more  dilBffift.. 
and  at  times  almost  impoasihle,  without  hit 
kind  encouragement  and  counsel.'* 

Here  we  have  a  Diplomatic  Bepreeeata- 
tive,  with  all  this  amount  of  ability, 
experience,  and  knowledge  already  at 
Constantinople;  but,  nevertheleasi,  the 
late  Government  decide  upon  sending 
out  another  important  official,  to  add 
very  largely  to  the  already  enormous  ex- 
penditure upon  the  Embassy  at  Ooa- 
stantinople.  But  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  remcurks  which  haye  been  made — 
that,  as  far  as  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
Mission  to  Constantinople  is  concemed, 
its  success  has  been  of  a  very  alight  cha- 
racter. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Duncan),  who  spoke  so  well 
from  the  opposite  side,  seems  to  think 
that  the  great  advantage  that  would  be 
derived  from  the  Mission  of  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  is  that  it  may  lead  to 
the  establishment  of  Egyptian  NatioiiAl 
existence;  and  he  said  that  he  altogetlMr 
objected  to  the  rule  of  the  Turks.  I  ob- 
ject also  to  the  rule  of  the  Turks  in 
Egypt.  I  have  always  thought  that  th« 
sending  out  of  a  number  of  Torkisk 
troops  to  Egypt  would  lead  to  distmlh 
ances  of  a  most  serious  character ;  and 
if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel 
Duncan)  is  of  the  same  opinion,  why 
does  he  give  his  support  to  Sir  H.  Dra»- 
mond  Wolff's  Mission,  which  was  in- 
tended to  bring  the  Turkish  influence  is 
bear  upon  Egypt  ?  My  hon.  Friesd  tks 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy(Sir6eorge  OuBf- 
bell)  seems  to  fancy  that  it  is  posaioW 
for  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  to  bxspf 
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about  an  improved  state  of  affairs  in 
Egypt;  and,  therefore,  he  is  disposed 
to  let  him  stay  there  a  little  longer.    But 
surely  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  suppose 
that  any  satisfactory  reforms  are  likely 
to  be  carried  out  by  sending  Turkish 
soldiers  ?    He  must  know  perfectly  well 
that   any  attempt  to  reform  Egypt  by 
the   employment    of   Turkish    soldiers 
would   add  ten-fold  to   the  horrors  of 
the  situation.     Therefore,  when  I  see 
that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  on  en- 
tering upon  his  Mission,  was  first  of  all 
to  go  to  the  Sultan,  and   to  lead  the 
Sultan  to  believe  that  England  had  re- 
pudiated all  her  old  ideas,  I  fail  to  see 
now  it  could  be  expected  that  any  con- 
siderable amount  of  success  would  at- 
tend his  negotiations.     Having  satisfied 
the  Sultan  on  that  head,  he  was  then  to 
obtain  the  services  of  a  large  body  of 
Turkish  soldiers  in  order  to  reconquer 
the    Soudan— ['* No!"]  — or,     at   all 
events,  to  protect  Egypt  Proper  from 
any  incursions  which  might  be  made  by 
the  Soudanese.     The  Sultan  would  not, 
and  did  not,  adopt  that  suggestion,  and 
the  negotiations  entered  into  appear  to 
have  been  of   the  most  unsatisfactory 
character.     For  my  part,  I  desire  to  see 
no  efficient  aid  from  the  Sultan  which 
involves   an  interference  with   the  in- 
ternal affairs  of  Egypt.      I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  see  the  Soudan  overrun 
with  Turkish  soldiers,  and  I  hope  that 
this  country  will  not  be  carried  away 
by  any  such  proposal,  so  as  to  be  induced 
to  enter  into   any  obligations  and  re- 
sponsibilities.    I  certainly  thought  tbat 
we  had  determined   to  avoid  all   such 
obligations  and  responsibilities  in  future; 
and  I  hope,  before  the  debate  closes,  to 
hear  from  the  Government  how  far  they 
are  prepared  to  accept  the  conditions  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission,  and 
bow  far  they  consider  it  prudent  to  con- 
tinue the  Mission  of  that  Gentleman. 
Have  they  made  any  alterations,  or  are 
they  going  to  act  on  the  same  lines  as 
the  late  Government,  which  was,  I  be- 
lieve, to  suggest  a  policy,  involving  this 
country  in  further  responsibilities  ?    At 
all  events,  I  shall  vote  against  this  large 
expenditure  on  two  grounds.  In  the  first 
place,   that  it  is    unnecessary,    seeing 
that  we  are  already  spending  large  sums 
of  money  both  in  Constantinople  and 
Egypt,  and  that  we  are  well  represented 
in  both  those  diplomatic  centres  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  I  object  to  this 


large  expenditure,  because  I  entertain 
grave  doubts  whether  the  policy  of  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  is  one  which,  if 
carried  out,  would  promote  the  interests 
of  Egypt. 

Lord  CHAELES  BEEESFOED  :   I 
understood  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
who  sits  below  the  Gangway  (Colonel 
Duncan)  to   say  that  this  was   a  wise 
Mission,  because  it  would  lead  to  the 
English  getting  out  of  Egypt   quicker 
than  they  otherwise  would.      Now,   I 
have  strong  reasons  for  wishing  to  see 
the  English  out  of  Egypt.     I  think  that 
the  issue  which  is  raised  and  the  reason 
which  is  put  forward  for  the  presence 
of  English  troops  in   Egypt  are  alto- 
gether insufficient.     It  is  said  that  we 
went  to  Egypt  to  insure  the  safety  of  tho 
Suez  Canal,  which  many  people  thought 
would  be  essential  to  this  country  in  the 
event  of  our  going  to  war.    Now,  as  a 
seaman,  I  say  that  it  would  in  reality  be 
impossible  to  guard  the  Canal  in  such  a 
contingency,  and  that  it  would  require 
at  least  50,000  men  to  guard  it  in  a 
time  of  war.     The  Canal  could  easily  be 
blocked  by  ourselves  or  an  enemy  in  an 
afternoon  watch.     There  are  two  places 
in  the  Canal  in  which  a  ship  could  be 
sunk,  so  as  to  render  the  Canal  useless 
to  you  in  the  event  of  your  being  en- 
gaged in  hostilities  with  another  coun- 
try.    The  other  day  a  ship  was  sunk  in 
the  Canal,  and  it  will  be  recollected  by 
hon.  Members  that  it  was  blocked  for 
about  four  days  ;  but  tbat  ship  was  sunk 
in  a  sandy  part  of  the  Canal,  and  not  in 
a  rocky  part.     There  are  two  parts  of 
the  Canal  which  consist  of  excavations 
out  of  the  rock,  and  if  any  ships  were 
sunk  there  it  would  take  six  weeks  or 
three  months  before  the  Canal  could  be 
cleared.    It  is  a  popular  error  to  imagine 
that  a  ship  in  sucn  a  position  could  be 
easily  blown  up.    You  could  blow  the 
ship  to  pieces ;  but  it  would  be  necessary 
to  employ  divers  to  remove  the  various 
parts  of  it  which  had  been  dispersed. 
My  particular  reason  for  wishing  to  see 
the  English  out  of  Egypt  is,  because 
Egypt  would  be  another  vast  place  to 
defend,    and  so   create    another    weak 
place  in  the  large  area  of  weak  places 
to  defend;  and  I  really  believe  that  that 
is  the  most  humanitarian  course  which 
could  be  pursued.    I  agree  with  many  of 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan)  in  re- 
I  gard  to  the  Egyptians,  although  I  do  not 
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agree  with  him  as  to  the  zeal  they  are 
likely  to  display  in  instituting  reforms. 
To  a  more  or  less  extent  they  will  always 
be  slaves  under  the  domination  of  some 
strong  will;  and  what  they  really  re- 
quire is  some  strong  and  powerful  leader 
to  direct  them  in  managing  their  own 
affairs.  Referring  back  to  the  question 
of  the  Suez  Oanal,  if  ever  we  go  to  war 
I  have  no  doubt  that  it  will  inevitably 
be  blocked.  Indeed,  I  will  go  so  far  as 
to  say  that  if  I  were  the  Admiral  out 
there  I  should  block  it  myself,  and  re- 
port what  I  had  done  to  the  Government. 
I  might  be  tried  by  court  martial ;  but  I 
should  have  saved  the  country  an  enor- 
mous expense  and  the  employment  of 
50,000  men  in  guarding  the  Canal.  I 
am  in  favour  of  using  England's  old 
highway  round  the  Cape.  That  is  a 
safe  route  which  can  never  be  blocked ; 
and  as  long  as  we  hold  command  of 
the  sea  we  shall  be  able  to  fight  the 
world.  As  to  the  question  of  giving  up 
Egypt,  some  hon.  Members  say  that  if 
we  withdraw  our  occupation  the  French 
will  go  there.  I  do  not  see  why  that 
should  be  so.  At  this  moment  the  Debt 
of  Egypt  is  guaranteed  by  six  Powers ; 
and  why  cannot  those  Powers  guarantee 
that  not  one  of  them  shall  enter  Egypt 
after  our  evacuation  of  that  country  ?  I 
imagine  that  an  international  guaran- 
tee of  that  description  is  all  that  is  re- 
quired. I  feel  very  strongly  upon  this 
point.  I  should  be  very  glad  indeed  to 
see  the  English  leave  Egypt  as  soon  as 
possible,  it  being  understood,  of  course, 
that  the  country  must  be  left  in  such  a 
state  as  England  can  leave  her  in  with 
pride  and  satisfaction. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  It  has 
been  a  great  advantage  and  a  ereat 
pleasure  to  listen  to  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  and 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Holborn  Division  of  Finsbury  (Colonel 
Duncan),  who  has  now  left  his  place. 
They  have  made  us  aware  of  opinions 
entitled  to  the  greatest  respect  and 
weight  in  consequence  of  the  abilities 
that  the  respective  speakers  have  de- 
veloped in  a  practical  form  in  the  service 
of  their  Queen  and  country  in  Egypt 
itself.  I  have  listened  with  particular 
satisfaction  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  who  said  much  that  we  should  do 
well  to  take  to  heart.  His  speech,  like 
that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  | 
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who  spoke  near  the  Bar,  has  tended  in 
elevate  the  Egyptian  Question  oat  of 
the  region  of  the  controversies  of  Partj. 
and  to  enable  all  sides  of  the  Committee 
to  direct  their  mind  to  it  with  somethiog . 
as  I  hope,  of  a  common  object.      The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  and  odi«T 
speakers  are  very  anxious  that  something 
like  a  continuous  policy  should  be  maia- 
tained  in  Egypt,  and  they   antidpate 
great  advantage  from  the  adherence  to 
a  principle  of  that  kind.   Well,  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  Ministers 
may  have  very  good  intentions,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  may  fail  in  giving  ^ecs 
to  them  ;    and  that,  in  the   opinion  of 
some  hon.  Members  opposite,  was  oar 
case,  because  it  was  our  extreme  desire 
to  support  a  continuous  poliqy.     I  my 
this  in  the  presence  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  senior  Member  for    Northamptoa 
(Mr.  Labouchere) ;  and  it  was  oar  aenee 
of  the  force  of  binding  engagements  thit 
led  us  to  do  in  Egypt  what  we  should 
not  have  done  in  other  circamstances. 
because  it  was  opposed  to  our  views  and 
the  opinions  and  convictions  which  some 
of  us  had  given  expression  to  in  the 
oountiy.     Many  hon.  Members  who  look 
back  find  it  quite  easy  to  point  oat  hov 
all  the  evils  we  have  incurred  migbt 
have  been  avoided.    And  here  I  would 
make  one  criticism  upon  the  speedi  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel 
Duncan).     The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber thinks  that  all  the  miscarriages  and 
all  the  errors  connected  with  the  Soudan 
would  have  been  avoided — ^in  fact,  he  » 
certain  about  it— and  dismisses  the  sub- 
ject by  saying  that  it  is  of  no  use  to  cty 
over  spilt  milk.     He  says  there  would 
have  been  no  difficulty  if  General  Gordon 
had    been    sent   to    the  Soudan^    and 
if  it  had  been  made    known    at   tlie 
same    time  that  he    had    the    Britich 
Army    at    his    back.      There    would 
then,  he  says,  have  been  no  difficultj. 
But,  Sir,  is  that  clear  ?    The  first  thin^r 
which  naturally  occurs  to  the  mind  is 
that  when  General  Gordon  went  to  Um 
Soudan  it  was  his  most  distinct  and 
strong  conviction,  as  it  was  the  oonrie- 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  thsi 
the  thing  essential  to  be  known  was  Hut 
the  British  Army  was  not  at  his  back, 
and  that  he    should   have  no   British 
troops  sent  to   him,   and   no    Toi^isb 
soldiers.  After  ascribing  as  maoh  as  jtm 
please    to    gratuitous  and  unneoesssiy 
error,  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  as  to 
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most  of  the  difficulties  whicli  we  have 
Lad  to  encounter,  they  were  inseparable 
from  the  nature  of  the  operations  we 
undertook,  and  the  ODgagements  we  had 
entered  into ;  and  that  the  attempt  to 
govern  a  country  so  different  in  religion 
and  race,  so  remote,  and  subject  to  such 
jealousies  and  such  inti'igues  as  a  bye 
portion  of  a  great  Empire  like  this  is  will, 
and  must,  always  lead  to  a  great  amount 
of  miscarriage.     There  is,  I  am  boimd 
to  say,  one  solitary  topic  which  I  cannot 
avoid  to  mention.     It  has  been  spoken 
of  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell),  who 
said  that  the  state  of  Egypt  was  so  bad 
that  it  could    not    possibly  be  worse. 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  that  when 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  reports  upon 
the  state  of  Egypt,  as,  I  believe,  he  will  I 
in  a  few  days,  he  will  say  that  which 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  has  already  rei)orted 
—about  which  I  do  not  believe  there 
has  been  the  smallest  doubt,  and  in  re- 
gard to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan),  who 
has  now  returned  to  his  place,  has  sup- 
plied to-night  ono  important  item  of  evi- 
dence— namely,  that  immense  practical 
improvements  have  been  made  in  Egypt, 
whatever  the  burdens  and  suffering  of 
the  people  have  been,  which  improve- 
ments are  intimately  associated  with  the 
happiness  and  well-being  of  the  people. 
About  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever, and  I  will  just  give  the    heads 
under  which  I  will  state  those  improve- 
ments.    In  the   first  place,    then,   the 
horrible  condition  of   the  prisons  has 
undergone  effectual  and    stringent  re- 
form— whether  it  is  perfect  now  I  will 
not  undertake  to  say;  but  I  will   un- 
dertake to  say   that  a   vast  improve- 
ment has   been  made.      With  respect 
to   forced    labour  —  one  of  the    most 
cruel  inflictions  under  which  a  people 
can  suffer — an  itnmense  reform  hastakjBn 
place.    With  reference  to  taxation,  and 
the  enormous  abuses  which    prevailed 
formerly  in  that  country  from  the  time 
of  Mehemet  Ali,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that,  for  many  past  years,  the  suffer- 
ings of   the  people  in  regard  to  the 
collection  of  the  taxes  were  as  great  or 
greater  than  in  any  other  portion  of  the 
Tiu'kish  Empire.     These  abuses  have 
undergone  the  most  effectual  retrench- 
ment, at  least,  if  not  extirpation.    With 
regard  to  public    works,   no    one    ac- 
quainted with  the^  state  of  Egypt  can 


fail  to  be  aware  that,  under  the  able 
superintendence  of  Colonel  Moncrieff, 
changes  of  the  greatest  importance  and 
developments  for  good  which  had  been 
previously  initiated  have  taken  place, 
and  constitute  an  immense  amelioration 
of  the  condition  of  the  coimtry.  Well, 
Sir,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
speaking  with  undeniable  authority,  has 
told  us  that  there  has  also  been  an  im- 
provement in  that  which  at  one  timo  it 
was  supposed  was  the  greatest  difficulty 
there  was  to  contend  with — namely,  the 
Egyptian  Army.  We  need  not  depend 
entirely  upon  the  authority  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  great  as  it  is, 
as,  after  all,  his  acknowledgments  only 
brings  us  back  to  what  was  before  the 
last  few  years  well  understood,  and 
almost  universally  known.  From  the 
time  of  the  Greek  War  of  Independence 
it  was  well  known  how  powerful  was  the 
assistance  which  the  Ottoman  Empire 
derived  from  its  Egyptian  troops.  In 
the  crisis  of'  1840  it  was  the  formidable 
character  of  the  Egyptian  troops  which 
constituted  the  great  danger  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  which  required  the 
European  intervention  which  it  was 
believed  at  the  time  was  necessary  to 
save  it.  Again,  at  the  time  of  the  re- 
bellion in  Crete,  about  the  year  1858,  I 
think,  it  was  the  Egyptian  troops  mainly 
which  enabled  the  Sultan  to  put  it  down, 
Turkish  troops  having  long  struggled 
against  it  in  vain.  AH  these,  Sir,  are 
points  of  the  very  greatest  importance 
with  regard  to  the  future  of  Egypt;  and 
although  I  do  not  say  they  can  in  all 
respects  console  us  for  what  has  taken 
place,  yet  they  form  something  like  a 
set  off  which  ought  not  to  be  omitted 
from  our  calculations  when  we  are 
speaking  of  the  future  of  that  country, 
and  endeavouring  to  form  an  estimate 
of  the  condition  of  its  inhabitants.  Now, 
Sir,  with  respect  to  the  Vote  before  us 
and  the  Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  it  is  very  natural,  when  a  sum  of 
this  kind  is  proposed  to  be  taken  for 
that  Mission,  that  the  Committee  should 
look,  in  the  first  place,  for  some  fulness 
of  financial  details ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  it  is  natural  that  they  should  be 
anxious  for  an  exposition  of  Egyptian 
policy.  Unfortunately,  so  far  as  the 
nature  of  this  Vote  is  concerned,  we  are 
to  a  great  extent  in  the  hands  of  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and  are  unable  to  say 
anything  with  regard  to  it  either  one 
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Diplomatic  Sorvice,  and  also  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Sheil.  The  case  of  Mr.  Sheil  was 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  cases  which 
may  be  named,  because  with  regard  to 
it  the  point  was  raised  in  this  House. 
Mr.  Sheil  was  Member  for  Dungarvan 
when  he  was  appointed  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary to  the  Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany, 
and  an  hon.  Member  moved  for  a  now 
Writ  under  tho  impression  that  the  seat 
was  vacated  ;  but  next  day,  or  a  day  or 
two  afterwards  the  Mover  of  the  Writ 
came  down  to  the  House  and  stated  that 
he  had  moved  the  Writ  under  an  erro- 
neous impression,  and  that  he  found  that 
the  seat  was  not  vacated;  and  in  that 
case  the  House  granted  a  supersedsas  to 
the  Writ  for  the  election  of  a  new  Mem- 
ber. Thus  it  was  decided  that  not  only 
the  acceptance  of  the  Office  of  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  or  Special  Envoy  does 
not  vacate  the  seat,  but  that  all  pro- 
ceedings taken  upon  such  acceptance  of 
Office  fall  to  the  ground.  With  regard 
to  another  observation  which  fell  &om 
the  hon.  Member,  I  should  like  the  Com- 
mittee to  recollect  what  was  the  position 
of  affairs  with  regard  to  Egypt  when  the 
Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was 
proposed.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
by  all  that  Egyptian  affairs  were  in  a 
veiy  abnormal  condition  at  that  time. 
The  finances  were  in  a  very  critical 
state ;  and,  although  I  quite  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  that  a  great  deal  of 
amelioration  has  taken  place  in  many 
branches  of  the  Administration,  at  the 
same  time  many  branches  of  the  Ad- 
ministration in  Egypt  were  then  in  a 
state  of  veiy  great  disorder.  The  Daira 
and  the  Domain  Administrations  were 
and  are,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in  a  state  of 
chronic  deficit;  the  arrangements  for 
thepermanentestablishmentof  the  Egyp- 
tian Army  are  incomplete,  and  I  may  say 
inchoate;  the  ooncution  of  the  Sou- 
dan, in  a  word,  was  a  condition  of 
armed  hostility,  and  the  armed  hostility 
was  rendered  more  formidable  by  the 
fact  that  after  the  capture  of  Khartoum 
there  was  an  immense  amount  of  guns 
and  material  in  the  hands  of  the  rebels, 
and  which  I  believe  are  in  the  hands  of 
the  rebels  still.  Then,  the  Province  of 
Dongola  was  in  a  state  of  armed  hos- 
tility also ;  and  not  only  so,  but  all  the 
inhabitants  in  that  Province  had  joined 
the  Mahdi's  Force  and  were  threatening 
Upper  Egypt.    Again,  the  Muaaulman 
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population  of  the  whole  Empire  of  Egypt 
was  in  a  state  of  ferment ;  and  the  ra- 
tions, moreover,  between  England  and 
the  Great  Powers  were  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory state — in  fact,  I  may  say. 
Sir,  that  both  internally  and  externally 
the  condition  of  Egypt  was  one  which 
gave  Her  Majesty 'slate  Government  very 
great  anxiety;  and  they  considered  it 
incumbent  upon  them  on  entering  Office 
to  take  some  step  which  they  thought 
might,  at  any  rate,  produce  a  better 
state  of  things  in  that  country.  Well, 
Sir,  the  first  duty  which  they  considered 
was  incumbent  upon  them  was  to  make 
an  honest  attempt  to  restore  confidence 
to  the  Sultan,  and  to  the  other  Powers 
in  that  respect;  and  there  wore  two 
points  on  which  it  was  thought  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
— one  was  the  restoration  of  order  in 
Egypt,  and  the  other  was  an  arrange- 
ment for  the  ultimate  withdrawal  of  the 
British  Forces  from  that  country.  Those, 
after  all,  were  the  two  great  points  on 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  de- 
cided to  send  this  Special  Mission  to 
Egypt.  They  thought  that  if  they  could 
establish  a  cordial  understanding  with 
the  Saltan  which  would  in  no  way  excite, 
nor,  at  the  same  time,  ruffle  the  senai* 
bilities  of  other  Powers,  it  ought  to  l>e 
done ;  and,  Sir,  with  that  object  in  view, 
they  determined  to  send  a  Special  Envoy 
to  Egypt,  with  the  power,  with  the  au- 
thority, and  with  tho  dignity  of  Minister 
Plenipotentiary,  to  carry  out  their  views. 
Everything  which  has  taken  place  since 
then,  every  telegram  that  has  passed,  not 
only  from  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  him- 
self, but  from  Foreign  Powers  and  from 
ourown  Ministers  abroad,  have  convinced 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government  that  the 
selection  which  they  made  was  a  wise 
one,  for  no  person  coidd  have  performed 
the  duty  of  his  office  with  greater  ability, 
dignity,  tact,  discretion,  and  patienco 
than  has  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff.  Sir. 
some  observatioDS  have  been  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion upon  the  question  as  to  whether 
any  alteration  has  taken  place  in  tho  re* 
lations  between  the  Sultan  and  the  Khe- 
dive, and  that  point  has  been  alluded  to 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  All  I  oaa  say. 
Sir,  is  that  the  instructions  to  Sir  II  • 
Drummond  Wolff  were  definite  on  that 
subjecty  and  to  the  effect  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Sultan  as  Sovereign  of  E^ypt 
was  to  be  reoogniaed  in  its  full  si( 
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Drammond  Wolff  with  rospect  to  his 
Mission  as  will  enable  us  fully  to  appre- 
ciate his  position  under  the  circum- 
stances ;  and  we  could  not  possibly  make 
any  change  on  the  suggestion  that  has 
been  made  as  to  introducing  eo)nomy 
into  the  working  of  the  Mission.  We 
cannot  possibly  make  any  serious  change, 
or  do  anything  which  will  tend  to  un- 
settle the  position  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  or  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  this  matter. 
This  is  our  position,  and  this  is  my 
excuse  for  making  a  claim  on  the 
patience  of  the  Committee ;  and  trusting 
that  hon.  Members  will  wait  until  we 
are  ourselves  able  fully  to  command  a 
view  of  the  situation  in  Egypt,  which 
has  certainly  become  less  complicated 
since  the  appointment  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff;  seeing  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  is  in  need  of  information 
which  at  present  it  does  not  possess,  and 
without  passing  any  judgment  on  any 
part  of  the  transaction,  it  is  our  opinion, 
having  regard  to  the  interests  of  this 
country  and  of  Egypt,  that  the  Commit- 
tee should  at  once  proceed  to  pass  this 
Vote. 

Mr.  BOUEKE  :  Sir,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Committee  will  permit  me 
to  eay  very  much  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter; at  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Committee  will  be  satisfied  if 
I  were  to  allow  this  opportunity  to  pass 
by  without  saying  something  in  connec- 
tion with  this  subject.  And  it  is  also  be- 
cause I  can  assure  the  Committee  and 
the  nght  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  that 
nothing  is  farther  from  the  intentions  of 
the  Members  of  the  late  Government 
than  to  shirk  in  any  way  the  responsi- 
bility justly  attaching  to  us  respecting 
the  policy  concerned  in  the  Mission  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  and  the  ex- 
penditure incurred  in  connection  with  it. 
We  accept  all  the  responsibility  of  the 
expenditure  incurred.  Now,  Sir,  one 
or  two  observations  with  reference  to 
the  remarks  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister.  I 
am  very  glad  to  hear  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  that  there  should  be 
a  continuity  of  policy ;  because  as  we 
prepared  that  policy  it  is,  of  course,  very 
satisfactory  to  find  that  there  is  to  be  no 
break  in  the  chain.  One  of  the  prin- 
ciples involved  in  this  Mission,  and  in 
the  instmctionB  given  to  Sir  H.  Drum- 


mond Wolff  by  the  Marquess  of  Balis 
bury,  was  that  the  co-operation  of  the 
Sultan  was  desirable;  and  although  I 
am  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  does  not  consider 
that  question  at  all  important,  yet  he 
does  not  give  any  distinct  opinion  as  to 
whether  that  co-operation  is  desirable 
or  not — ^he  wishes  to  see,  before  that 
admission  is  made,  whether  the  co- 
operation of  the  Sultan  is  desirable 
or  not  for  England.  Well,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  one 
observation  at  the  conmiencement  of  his 
remarks  with  regard  to  the  policy  of  the 
late  Government  with  respect  to  Egypt. 
He  said  that  the  last  Liberal  Govern- 
ment took  the  course  they  did  in  conse- 
quence of  a  desire  to  continue  the  policy 
of  their  Predecessors.  I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  upon  any  controversial  matter ;  but 
I  think  I  should  not  be  doing  my  duty 
if  I  were  not  to  protest  against  the  view 
that  the  policy  of  the  last  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  policy  of  their  Prede- 
cessors, because  nothing  could  be  more 
different  than  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
Administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man four  or  five  years  ago  than  the 
policy  of  the  Government  which  they 
succeeded.  Sir,  there  was  an  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  which  I  will 
take  notice  of.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  think  that,  according  to  pre- 
cedent, Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  ought 
to  have  vacated  his  seat  for  the  accept- 
ance of  Office.  I  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised, having  regard  to  the  industry 
and  ability  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  he 
had  not  made  himself  acquainted  with 
the  law  on  this  subject,  because  it  has 
been  well  ascertained.  It  has  been  laid 
down  over  and  over  again  by  the  highest 
authorities,  and  in  a  paragraph  of  Sir 
Erskine  May's  work  on  Parliamentary 
Practice f  that— 

<*  Tho  acceptance  of  the  Office  of  Ambassador 
or  other  Foreign  Minister  does  not  disqualify, 
nor  does  its  acceptance  vacate  the  seat  of  a 
Member." 

Now,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was  ap- 
pointed Minister  Plenipotentiary  aud 
Special  Envoy.  It  has  been  held  in 
many  cases — in  the  case  of  Lord  Strat- 
ford de  Bedcliffe,  of  Mr.  Canning,  and 
in  the  case  of  Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  who 
sat  three  or  four  years  in  this  House 
while  a  salaried  and  paid  officer  in  the 
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Diplomatic  Service,  and  also  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  SheiL  The  case  of  Mr.  Sheil  was 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  cases  which 
may  be  named,  because  with  regard  to 
it  the  point  was  raised  in  this  House. 
Mr.  Sheil  was  Member  for  Dungarvan 
when  he  was  appointed  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary to  the  Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany, 
and  an  hon.  Member  moved  for  a  new 
Writ  under  the  impression  that  the  seat 
was  vacated  ;  but  next  day,  or  a  day  or 
two  afterwards  the  Mover  of  the  Writ 
came  down  to  the  House  and  stated  that 
he  had  moved  the  Writ  under  an  erro- 
neous impression,  and  that  he  found  that 
the  seat  was  not  vacated;  and  in  that 
case  the  House  granted  a  supersedeas  to 
the  Writ  for  the  election  of  a  new  Mem- 
ber. Thus  it  was  decided  that  not  only 
the  acceptance  of  the  Office  of  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  or  Special  Envoy  does 
not  vacate  the  seat,  but  that  all  pro- 
ceedings taken  upon  such  acceptance  of 
Office  Ml  to  the  ground.  With  regard 
to  another  observation  which  fell  from 
the  hon.  Member,  I  should  like  the  Com- 
mittee to  recollect  what  was  the  position 
of  affairs  with  regard  to  Egypt  when  the 
Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was 
proposed.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
by  all  that  Egyptian  affairs  were  in  a 
very  abnormal  condition  at  that  time. 
The  finances  were  in  a  very  critical 
state ;  and,  although  I  quite  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  that  a  great  deal  of 
amelioration  has  taken  place  in  many 
branches  of  the  Administration,  at  the 
same  time  many  branches  of  the  Ad- 
ministration in  Egypt  were  then  in  a 
state  of  very  great  disorder.  The  Daira 
and  the  Domain  Administrations  were 
and  are,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in  a  state  of 
chronic  deficit ;  the  arrangements  for 
the  permanent  establishment  of  theEgyp- 
tian  Army  are  incomplete,  and  I  may  say 
inchoate;  the  condition  of  the  Sou- 
dan, in  a  word,  was  a  condition  of 
armed  hostility,  and  the  armed  hostility 
was  rendered  more  formidable  by  the 
fact  that  after  the  capture  of  Khartoum 
there  was  an  immense  amount  of  guns 
and  material  in  the  hands  of  the  rebels, 
and  which  I  believe  are  in  the  hands  of 
the  rebels  still.  Then,  the  Province  of 
Dongola  was  in  a  state  of  armed  hos- 
tility also ;  and  not  only  so,  but  all  the 
inhabitants  in  that  Province  had  joined 
the  Mahdi's  Force  and  were  threatening 
Upper  Egypt.    Again,  the  Mussulman 
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population  of  the  whole  Empire  of  Egypi 
was  in  a  state  of  ferment ;  and  the  rela- 
tions, moreover,  between  England  and 
the  Great  Powers  were  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory state — in  fact,  I  may  say, 
Sir,  that  both  internally  and  externally 
the  condition  of  Egypt  was  one  which 
gave  Her  Majesty 'slate  Govenimeatvery 
great  anxiety;    and  they  considered  it 
incumbent  upon  them  on  entering  Office 
to  take  some  step  which  they  thought 
might,  at  any  rate,   produce   a   better 
state  of  things  in  that  country.     Well, 
Sir,  the  first  duty  which  they  considered 
was  incumbent  upon  them  was  to  make 
an  honest  attempt  to  restore  confidence 
to  the  Sultan,  and  to  the  other  Powen 
in  that  respect;   and  there    were  tvo 
points  on  which  it  was  thought  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  arrive  at  a  oonduaioii 
— one  was  the  restoration  of  order  in 
Egypt,  and  the  other  was  an  arrange- 
ment for  the  ultimate  withdrawal  of  the 
British  Forces  from  that  country.  Those, 
after  all,  were  the  two  great  points  on 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  de- 
cided to  send  this  Special  Mission  to 
Egypt.     They  thought  that  if  they  could 
establish  a  cordial  understanding  with 
the  Sultan  which  would  in  no  way  excite, 
nor,  at  the  same  time,  rufQ.e  the  send- 
bilities  of  other  Powers,  it  ought  to  be 
done ;  and.  Sir,  with  that  object  in  view, 
they  determined  to  send  a  Special  Envoy 
to  Egypt,  with  the  power,  with  the  au- 
thority, and  with  the  dignity  of  Minister 
Plenipotentiary,  to  carry  out  their  views. 
Everything  which  has  taken  pleu»  aioea 
then,  every  telegram  that  has  passed,  not 
only  from  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  him- 
self, but  from  Foreign  Powers  and  from 
our  own  Ministers  abroad,  have  convinced 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government  that  th» 
selection  which  they  made  was  a  vise 
one,  for  no  person  coidd  have  performed 
the  duty  of  his  office  with  greater  abili^, 
dignity,  tact,   discretion,   and   patienM 
than  has  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff.   Cmt, 
some  observatioDS  have  been  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  course  of  thisdis* 
cussion  upon  the  question  as  to  whether 
any  alteration  has  taken  place  in  the  i** 
lations  between  the  Sultan  and  the  Khe- 
dive, and  that  point  has  been  alluded  to 
by  the  Prime  Minister.    All  I  can  say, 
Sir,  is  that  the  instructions  to  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  were  definite  on  that 
subject,  and  to  the  effect  that  the  poti- 
tion  of  the  Sultan  as  Sovereign  of  £sJF^ 
was  to  be  recognized  in  its  full  iignia* 
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canoe.  And,  so  far  as  anything  which 
has  taken  place  under  those  instructions, 
and  so  far  as  relations  are  concerned, 
there  can  be  no  intention  whaterer  to 
alter  in  any  way  the  relations  which 
exist  at  the  present  time  between  the 
Sultan  and  the  Khedive.  Sir  H.  Druni- 
mond  Wolff  proceeded,  in  accordance 
with  his  instructions,  to  Constantinople, 
and  he  had  not  been  there  very  long 
when  he  established  the  most  cordial  re- 
lations, not  only  with  the  Sultan  and  the 
Porte,  but  also  with  the  whole  Diplo- 
matic Body  in  that  Capital;  and,  Sir, 
anyone  who  is  acquainted  with  the  con- 
duct of  Eastern  negotiations  at  Constan- 
tinople must  know  very  well  that  it  is 
not  easy  for  any  one  Power  to  establish 
cordial  relations  with  the  Hepresenta- 
tives  of  other  Powers  on  any  subject ; 
and  when  we  consider  that  in  this  case 
it  was  the  burning  question  of  Egypt,  I 
think  that  so  much  the  greater  creait  is 
due  to  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  for  the 
cordial  co-operation  which  he  was  able 
to  obtain  from  all  Foreign  Ambassadors 
to  the  Court  of  the  Sultan.  He  was 
able  to  point  out,  both  to  the  Sultan  and 
the  Representatives  of  the  Powers,  that 
the  objects  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— namely,  the  restoration  of  order 
in  Egypt  and  the  making  of  arrange- 
ments for  the  withdrawal  of  our  forces 
in  that  country,  were  in  consonance  with 
the  views  of  the  Porte  and  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe — whose  confidence,  I 
must  say,  for  the  past  five  years  has 
been  rudely  shocked.  Unless  some  ar- 
rangement had  been  come  to  for  the 
bringing  about  of  harmony  with  the 
Sultan  and  the  other  Powers,  I  very 
much  doubt  whether  it  would  have  been 
possible  to  have  brought  about  a  satis- 
factory state  of  things  in  Egypt.  After 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  arrived  in  Con- 
stantinople a  considerable  amount  of  de- 
lay took  place,  and  a  great  deal  of  the 
expense  of  the  Mission  was  in  conse- 
quence of  that  delay.  Hon.  Oentlemen 
who  have  watched  the  course  of  events 
in  the  East  during  the  past  five  or  six 
months  will  know  that  circumstances 
occurred  to  produce  delay  which  were 
not  SirH.  Drummond  Wolff's  fault.  He 
had  not  been  long  in  Constantinople 
when  the  revolution  in  Eastern  Bou- 
melia  broke  out,  Servia  and  Bulgaria 
went  to  war,  Ghreece  began  to  arm,  and 
Turkey  prepared  for  war.  All  these 
oircuQistances  prevented  the  Sultan  giv- 


ing that  attention  which  he  wished  to 
give  to  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mis- 
sion when  Sir  Henry  first  arrived  there. 
Notwithstanding  these  drawbacks,  with 
a  good  deal  of  patience,  tact,  and  good 
humour  he  went  on  pegging  away — not- 
withstanding the  great  amount  of  busi- 
ness of  an  absorbing  character  that  the 
Sultan  had  to  do  in  connection  with  this 
and  other  subjects,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  was  able  at  last  to  get  this  Con- 
vention signed.  Whether  or  not  the 
Convention  will  be  an  ultimate  success 
depends  upon  Her  Majesty's  present 
Advisers ;  but,  so  far  as  it  has  gone  up 
to  the  present,  I  think  I  may  claim  for 
it  that  it  has  been  an  absolute  and  en- 
tire success.  Let  us  see  what  are  the  ob- 
jects to  be  gained  by  the  Mission.  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  has  himself  do- 
scribed  them,  and  described  them  in 
language  which  I  think  I  cannot  im- 
prove upon.    He  says — 

*'  Perhaps  your  Lordship  will  allow  me  to  re- 
capitulate the  various  points  on  which,  as  far  as 
I  can  judge,  this  Instrument  may  prove  of  ad- 
vantage. 

*'  In  the  first  place,  the  conclusion  of  an  ar- 
rangement of  any  kind  has  done  much  to  allay 
the  irritation  that  has  existed  for  some  time  in 
the  minds  of  the  Turks  towards  England. 

«  In  saying  this,  I  do  not  wish  in  any  way  to 
criticise  the  past ;  hut  it  is  hcyond  a  douht  that 
the  irritation  has  eiisted,  and  has  done  much  to 
diminish  the  influence  which  Her  ftfajesty's 
Grovemment  ought  to  exercise  in  the  Dominions 
of  the  Sultan. 

*'  Secondly,  the  appointment  of  English  and 
Turkish  Commissioners  in  Egypt  for  the  oh- 
jects  proposed  estahlishes  in  the  most  formal 
manner  the  existence  of  a  good  understanding 
hetween  the  two  countries." 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  that  a  position 
of  legality  should  be  established  in 
Egypt,  a  position  which  had  been  sadly 
broken  during  the  last  five  years.  I  re- 
collect that  one  of  the  charges  brought 
against  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield's  Ad- 
ministration was  that  he  had  broken  tho 
law  of  Europe.  Why,  the  whole  of  our 
proceedings  in  Egypt  during  the  past 
Hve  years  have  been  a  flagrant  breach 
of  the  law  of  Europe,  and  it  has  been  to 
remedy  that  breadi  that  this  arrange- 
ment with  the  Sultan  has  been  entered 
into.  I  will  not  weary  the  Committee 
by  going  at  great  length  into  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  I  think,  before  I  sit  down,  the 
Committee  will  expect  me  to  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  question  of  ex- 
pense. It  was  never  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  late  Qovemment  that  Sir 
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H.  Drummond  Wolffs  Mission  should 
be  equipped   ia  total  disregard  of   all 
those  accessories  which  give   effect  to 
these  Mission s>  and  which  make  them, 
particularly  in  Eastern  countries,  much 
more  effective  than  they  would  other- 
wise be  without  them.     It  is  impossible 
to   suppose  that  very  large  entertain- 
ments would  not  take  place ;  and  I  must 
say  that  I  do   not  think,  considering 
everything  that  has  been  done  by  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  in  the  way  of  enter- 
tainment and  other  necessary  expenses, 
that  the  sum  can  be  thought  at  all  ex- 
travagant.    Her  Majesty's  Government 
took  very  good  care  that  they  would 
appear  before  this  House,  at  any  rate, 
in  a  good  position,  for  they  attached  an 
experienced  public  servant  to  the  Mis- 
sion,  whose   duty  it  is  to  prepare  for 
transmission  full  accounts  of  every  item 
of  expenditure  incurred  in   the  usual 
manner.     They  did  that  in  conformity 
with  the  Report  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee ;    and  in  doing  so  I  think 
they  took  every  precaution   that    this 
House  could  have  expected  them  to  take. 
I  must  say  that  those  who  know  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  will  not  accuse  him  of 
folly ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  a  gen- 
tleman with  his  knowledge  of  the  House 
of  Commons  would  have  shown  an  ex- 
traordinary amount  of  folly  if  he  had 
incurred  such  a  large  amount  of  expen- 
diture, which  could  not  be  justified  by 
the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Service.     I 
have  no  doubt  that  every  particle  of  the 
expenditure    incurred  in  this    Mission 
has  been  incurred  in  consequence  of  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff's  devotion  to  the 
Public  Service.     As  to  telegrams,  the 
point  is  one  to  which  a  great  deal  of 
attention  has  been  paid.     It  is  necessary 
to  mention  these   subjects,  as  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  is  not  here  to  defend 
himself  with  regard  to  them;    and  I 
think  that  as  allegations  against  him 
have  been  made  I  should  not  be  doing 
my  duty  if  I  were  not  to  answer  them. 
In  the  first  place,  I  should  like  to  men- 
tion, in  justice  to  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  that  some  people  have,  been  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  possible  to  put 
down  the  expense  of  the  telegrams  from 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  under  the  head 
of  *'  telegrams."     Now,  such  a  course  as 
that  would  not  only  be  improper,  but  it 
would  be  against  the  rule  of  the  Foreign 
Office  to  do  so ;  because  it  is  a  rule  there 
— and  I  think  it  is  a  very  good  rule  too 
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— that  all  the  expenses,  including  tele- 
grams, of  Special  Missions,  should  be 
put  under  the  head  of  "Foreign  Mis- 
sions," and  not  **  telegrams.*'  There- 
fore, we  do  not,  under  the  head  "tele- 
grams," include  telegraphic  communica- 
tions from  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  but 
telegrams  from  all  parts  of  the  world, 
particularly  from  the  East;  because  in 
consequence  of  the  disturbed  state  of  the 
East  very  long  telegrams  were  sent  to 
the  Foreign  Office  from  Yienna,  B^- 
grade,  Bucharest,  Greece,  Sofia,  Monte- 
negro, and  other  places,  all  of  which  are 
charged  for  under  the  head  I  mention. 
There  are  two  remarks  I  would  wish  to 
make  in  reply  to  what  has  been  said  oa 
this  matter;  and  I  would  commend 
them  to  the  equitable  consideration  of 
the  Committee.  When  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  arrived  at  Cairo,  it 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
Committee  that  a  rebellion  broke 
out  at  Dongola.  The  consequence  of 
that  was  that  everyone  in  Egypt  was 
thrown  into  a  state  almost  of  panic,  be- 
cause the  people  thought  that  the 
Mahdi's  Forces  were  going  to  invade 
Upper  Egypt ;  and  no  doubt  they  would 
have  done  so  had  it  not  been  for  the 
gallantry  of  the  British  and  Egyptian 
Forces.  That  state  of  things  produced 
great  ferment  in  Egypt ;  and,  as  a  con- 
sequence, Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolfl^ 
though  a  Special  Envoy  sent  there  for 
another  purpose,  found  that  the  bulk  of 
his  telegrams  had  to  be  devoted  to  the 
general  condition  of  Egypt,  and  they 
were  all  charged  for  under  the  head  of 
his  Special  Mission.  There  is  another 
fact  I  should  like  to  mention  in  justice 
to  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff.  If  the 
Committee  will  compare  the  expense  d 
telegrams  from  Cairo  for  the  quarter 
ending  the  25th  of  March,  1885,  and  the 
quarter  ending  the  25th  of  June,  1885^ 
with  which  Her  Majesty's  late  Govern- 
ment had  nothing  to  do— with  the  ex- 
pense of  telegrams  from  Cairo  for  tht 
quarter  ending  the  25th  of  December. 
for  which  the  late  Government  was  re- 
sponsible, they  will  find  that  the  tele- 
grams for  those  two  previous  quarter* 
exceed  by  far  the  expense  for  the  td^ 
grams  for  the  quarter  ending  the  25th  of 
December,  for  which  the  late  Qovera- 
ment  were  responsible.  These  are  tvo 
facts  which,  I  think,  ought  to  comntead 
themselves  to  the  considcrmtioa  of  tlk* 
Committee.     Well,  Sir,  I  cmdcm  that 
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when  I  saw  the  expenses  that  were  being 
inourred  in  connection  with  this  Mission 
I  thought  it  very  likely  that  some  inquiry 
would  be  made  in  this  House  on  the 
subject.  I  compared  the  expenses  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission  with 
those  of  many  other  Missions  which  pre- 
ceded it.  I  will  not  weary  the  Commit- 
tee by  going  through  a  list  of  these ;  but 
I  will  mention  one,  because  it  has  been 
alluded  to  already — namely,  that  of  thd 
Earl  of  Dufferin,  which  is  the  nearest 
parallel  to  that  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff.  I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
there  is  no  more  careful  or  conscientious 
public  servant  in  the  world  than  the 
Earl  of  Dufferin ;  and  I  can  say  this  with 
regard  to  his  salary  and  expenses  during 
his  Mission  to  Cairo — that  if  you  com- 
pare them,  month  by  month,  with  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff's,  I  have  reason  to 
doubt  whether  those  of  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin  will  be  exceeded  by  those  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff.  I  do  not 
mean  for  one  moment  to  suggest  that 
the  Earl  of  Dufferin  spent  one  farthing 
more  than  he  ought  to  have  done.  I  am 
certain,  indeed,  that  he  did  not ;  but  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  take  this  into 
consideration  when  sweeping  charges 
of  profuse  expenditure  are  made  against 
a  public  servant — ^I  hope  they  will  see 
that  these  charges  cannot  be  justified  by 
comparison  with  the  expenditure  of 
others  in  the  same  position.  In  justice 
to  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  there  is  a  very  great  dif- 
ference between  his  Mission  and  that  of 
the  Earl  of  Dufferin.  His  Mission  was, 
in  fact,  two  Missions — to  Constantinople 
and  to  Cairo — and  he  was  brought  into 
contact  with  two  different  Governments, 
and  two  different  sets  of  officials  and 
Corps  Diplomatiques,  thereby  calling 
for  a  much  larger  amount  of  entertain- 
ment  than  if  he  had  been  brought  into 
communication  with  one  set  of  officials 
only.  Then,  there  is  another  item  which, 
for  the  purpose  of  comparison,  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  and  that  is  that  the  Earl 
of  Dufferin  was  provided  at  Cairo  with 
a  Palace  by  the  Khedive ;  whereas  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff,  both  at  Constanti- 
nople and  at  Cairo,  has  had  to  find  hotel 
accommodation  for  himself,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  that  is  included  here.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  has 
reason  to  believe  that  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff's  expenses  during  January 
will  be  less  than  in  the  months  pre. 


ceding.  Of  course,  they  will.  All  the 
great  expenses  of  the  Mission  have  now 
been  inourred — I  will  not  say  all  the 
great  expenses;  but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  right 
in  saying  l£at  the  expenses  during  the 
next  weeks  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
Mission  to  Cairo  will  not  be  as  gpreat  as 
they  have  been.  I  have  no  doubt  of 
that ;  but  it  does  not  follow  in  the  least 
from  it  that  the  expenses  of  the  pre* 
ceding  weeks  and  months  have  been  too 
great.  I  say,  therefore,  upon  the 
ground  of  precedent  there  is  nothing  to 
complain  of  with  respect  to  the  expenses 
of  this  Mission.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  assist  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  in  reducing  the 
expenses  of  the  Missions  to  Constanti- 
nople and  to  other  places  ;  but  it  is  not 
so  easy  to  do,  and  I  do  not  at  present 
see  any  way  in  which  these  expenses  can 
be  curtailed.  Now,  I  must  say  that, 
considering  this  was  a  peaceful  Mission, 
that  its  object  was  a  beneficent  one,  it  is 
rather  inconsistent  in  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  taunt  the  late  Government 
with  either  the  policy  or  the  expenses  of 
the  Mission.  Considering  the  way  in 
which  they,  for  four  or  five  years,  voted 
millions  and  millions  of  money  without 
any  good  object,  and  without  a  murmur, 
I  must  say  I  think  it  is  a  little  inconsis- 
tent to  cavil  at  these  expenses.  If  they 
were  10,  15,  20,  or  100  times  greater 
than  they  are  likely  to  be,  they  would 
only  be  a  drop  in  the  ocean  compared 
with  the  millions  of  monev  that  had  been 
squandered  in  Egypt  of  late.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  trust  the  Commit- 
tee will  assent  to  this  Yote,  not  only  on 
the  ground  that  it  is  an  economical  Vote, 
but  on  the  ground  that  it  is  an  honest 
attempt  to  bring  about  a  peaceful  solu- 
tion of  a  question  which  has  been  for 
many  years  a  cause  of  the  deepest 
anxiety  to  every  Government. 

Mb.  DILLON :  For  my  part,  there  is 
an  item  I  object  to  much  more  than  that 
for  the  expenses  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff's  Mission,  and  that  is  the  item 
for  telegrams,  which,  I  presume,  we  may 
take  as  covering  the  telegrams  in  this 
Book  on  the  Affairs  of  Egypt — which, 
by  the  way,  is  not  a  Blue  Book,  but  a 
White  Book.  If  we  may  take  this — as 
I  presume  we  may — as  a  fair  specimen 
of  the  value  we  get  for  this  enormous 
outlay,  I  do  think  the  Committee  ought 
to  administer  a  lesson  to  the  Gk>vem- 
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xnent  in  the  only  way  that  it  is  possible 
to  do  it  for  squandering  money  on  such  a 
monstrous  monument  of  folly.  If  this 
debate  had  not  already  continued  for  a 
long  time,  I  should  have  attempted  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  at 
length.  If  I  did  so  now,  I  am  afraid  I 
should  weary  the  patience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  insure  myself  a  bad  hearing. 
But  I  do  think  I  am  justified  in  asking 
the  Committee  to  listen  to  me  for  a  short 
time,  whilst  I  make  a  protest  against 
this  system  of  governing  foreign  coun- 
tries by  telegram.  This  question,  it 
seems  to  me,  has  been  debated  too 
much  on  the  personal  merits  of  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff.  The  question  whe- 
ther or  not  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
gave  too  many  expensive  dinners  is  not 
the  question  raised  by  this  Vote.  The 
question  raised  is  infinitely  wider.  We 
hear,  for  the  first  time  since  this  miser- 
able Egyptian  business  commenced,  the 
doctrine  of  evacuation  preached.  The 
two  Front  Benches  used  to  agree  in  the 
doctrine  of  putting  off  indefinitely  the 
question  of  evacuation ;  but  now  we  hear 
them  saying  that  the  sooner  the  British 
troops  leave  Egypt  the  better.  We 
have  learnt  to  be  very  sceptical  about 
such  statements,  and  we  shall  be  so  until 
we  are  informed  that  steps  are  being 
taken  to  put  an  end  to  this  enormous 
expense  and  this  monstrous  system  of 
governing  Egypt  by  telegram.  This 
House,  I  think,  has  a  right  to  demand 
that  the  Government  shall  lay  on  the 
Table  a  full  statement  on  the  subject  of 
their  occupation  of  Egypt,  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  country,  and  of  how 
and  by  whom  the  expenses  are  paid. 
But,  lest  I  should  be  out  of  Order  if  I 
pressed  on  that  subject,  I  will  for  a  few 
moments  direct  attention  to  some  of  the 
documents  in  this  book  of  telegrams,  the 
cost  of  which  we  are  now  asked  to  vote 
out  of  the  National  Exchequer.  First 
of  all,  I  would  draw  attention  to  certain 
telegrams  dealing  with  an  illustrious 
individual  called  the  Sheikh  el  Mor- 
ghani.  He  was  sent,  at  the  suggestion 
of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  from  Cairo  to 
Suakin,  in  the  expectation  that  he  would 
use  his  great  influence  with  the  Mahom- 
medan  tribes  to  induce  them  to  abstain 
from  attacks  on  Suakin.  From  certain 
telegrams  sent  home  by  Donald  A. 
Cameron  and  Colonel  Herbert  Cherm- 
side,  who  represent  the  English  Oovern- 
ment  at  Suakin,  it  appears  that  they  had 
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the  highest  expectations  of  the  resiilt  of 
the  influence  of  this  Sheikhel  MorgliaaL 
One  telegram  says — 

*'  Morghani  in  Cairo  is  reiy  sangaine  abovi 
being  able  to  reconcile  the  tribes,  bat  mafa  lior 
time  to  effect  it.  The  Sheikh  went  down  to 
Suakin,  and  has,  I  am  informed,  remained 
there  for  a  couple  of  months.*' 

It  is  stated,  though  I  do  not  find  it 
in  these  valuable  telegrams,  that  the 
Sheikh  was  convinced  that  he  could  dis- 
arm the  hostility  of  the  tribes,  bat 
only  on  condition  of  the  withdrawal  of 
the  British  troops.  I  suppose  these 
Blue  Books  are  always  edited ;  but  after 
careful  study  of  it  I  am  not  able  to  find 
out  any  reference  to  this  opinion  of  th« 
Sheikh  el  Morghani.  On  the  contrary, 
Mr.  Cameron,  speaking  of  this  Sheikh, 
who,  in  a  previous  telegram,  was  men- 
tioned as  a  man  of  great  influence  with 
the  Mahommedans  in  Egvpt,  but  who,  I 
am  informed,  subsequently  declared  that 
the  Soudan  could  only  be  pacified  on  th« 
withdrawal  of  the  British  troops,  says — 

''  The  Cairo  Sheikh  is  revered  hy  the  KaavM 
of  Suakin  ;  but  his  knowledge  of  local  tribal 
politics  is  yer>'  limited. 

<*  He  does  not  appear  to  hare  made  any  pro- 
gress in  grasping  the  situation  ainee  \m^ 
year.*' 

I  have  received  private  informatioa 
which  makes  me  think  I  can  read  be- 
tween the  lines,  and  makes  it  clear  that 
this  statement  of  Mr.  Cameron  as  to  the 
Sheikh  Morghani  failing  to  grasp  the 
situation  was  prompted  by  Morghani^s 
expression  of  opinion  that  the  only  way 
to  get  peace  in  the  Soudan  was  to  with- 
draw the  British  troops.  Mr.  Cameron 
goes  on  to  say — 

"I  met  the  other  Morghani  a  few  dayf 
ago." 

And  this  man,  it  seems,  from  oth^  tale- 
grams,  must  have  been  larg^y  bribed 
or  paid  by  the  Government  to  undertake 
certain  negotiations  with  Bas  Aiola,  the 
General  of  the  Abyssinian  Forces.  Mr. 
Cameron  says,  speaking  of  the  other 
Morghani — 

**  A  serious,  quiet  man,  who  realwet  the  dsK* 
culties  of  the  whole  problem  of  the 


Soudan,  the  Sheikh  of  Daggah  looks  apoo  tlb* 
Hadendowas  as  quite  irreconcilable.  Xotluaf 
but  starvation  here,  and  total  defeat  at  tbi 
hands  of  the  Abyssinians  at  Sanheit  and  Ka»-> 
sala  will,  he  thmks,  reduce  them  to 


Bion. 


From  that  date  the  Sheikh  Moi^faani  of 
Cairo  disappears  from  the  despatefaesL 
and  the  Sh^kh  of  Daggah — 
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of  Oairo ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  I  should 
be  under  the  mark  if  I  said  that  the 
loss  on  the  part  of  the  Arabs  in  dead 
alone,  since  the  British  troops  first  set 
foot  on  Egyptian  soil,  has  been  nearer 
150,000  than  100,000  men.  How  long 
is  this  to  go  on?  Throughout  these 
debates  appeals  have  been  made  to  the 
Ooyernment  to  say  that  pending  the 
completion  of  their  plans  and  until  they 
are  in  a  position  to  declare  a  rational  and 
intelligible  policy  of  eracuation  in  Egypt 
they  shall  put  a  stop  to  this  slaughter. 
Will  they  consider  the  desirability  of 
withdrawing  their  soldiers  from  Sua- 
kin,  the  climate  of  which  place  has 
the  deadliest  effect  upon  British  troops  ? 
Our  own  men  are  experiencing  the 
greatest  torture  in  this  unhealthy  place; 
they  are  being  decimated  by  sickness, 
and  all  for  no  earthly  reason.  Well, 
now,  I  want  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
another  question  which  is  raised  by 
these  telegrams,  and  that  is  the  question 
of  the  so-called  attempt  to  relieve  the 
garrison  of  Kassala.  The  relief  of  Kas- 
sala  is  a  question  of  some  importance, 
and  it  bears  closely  upon  the  question 
whether  we  have  got  value  for  the 
£12,000  spent  upon  these  telegrams. 
Many  of  the  telegrams  have  reference 
to  the  arrangements  which  were  being 
made,  and  the  measures  which  were 
being  taken  by  Oolonel  Ohermside  for 
the  relief  of  Kassala.  We  have  in  the 
first  part  of  the  Blue  Book  the  most 
confident  telegrams  from  Colonel  Oherm- 
side. He  describes  at  great  length  the 
measures  taken  for  the  relief  of  the  gar- 
rison, informs  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  Osman  Digna  is  dead,  and 
that  the  army  of  Bas  Alula  is  advancing 
on  Kassala,  and  also  states  the  large 
sums  paid  to  Bas  Alula — I  suppose  out 
of  the  English  Treasury — for  the  most 
scandalous  enterprize  of  relieving  Kas- 
sala. Then,  after  some  time,  spies  began 
to  come  in,  and  the  truth  began  to 
leak  out  about  the  relief  of  Kassala. 
We  find  that,  instead  of  Kassala  being 
in  a  position  to  be  relieved  on  the  very 
date  in  July,  1885,  when  all  these  mea- 
sures were  being  taken  and  large  sums 
of  money  were  being  paid  to  Has  Alula, 
Osman  Digna  entered  Kassala,  and  he 
and  his  friends  were  drinking  and 
shaking  hands  with  the  Governor ;  that 
at  the  very  hour  Has  Alula  was  leaving 
Abyssinia  Osman  Digna  was  engaged 
in  carrying  from  Kassala  all  the  muni- 


"  His  oouain,  a  yooDger  man,  who  has  passed 
all  Mb  life  in  the  Soudan,  and  who  has  had  a 
large  personal  experience  of  the  Hadendowas," 

appears  as  the  trusted  adviser  of  the 
British  Forces.  The  Sheikh  el  Mor- 
ghani  was  sent  to  Oairo,  and  the  change 
of  air  seems  to  have  injured  his  health, 
for  the  poor  man  died  at  the  end  of  a 
month.  As  I  have  read,  it  is  stated  in 
this  somewhat  long  telegram  of  Mr. 
Donald  A.  Cameron  that  nothing  but 
starvation  and  the  Abyssinians  will 
reduce  the  Hadendowas  to  submission. 
Two  English  cruisers  are  then  sent  down 
to  intercept  the  supply  of  grain  and 
other  provisions  received  by  these  un- 
happy Natives  from  the  Bed  Sea — to 
carry  out  this  policy  of  starvation  and 
extermination  here  set  forth.  So  far 
as  I  can  gather,  this  policy  is  in  force  at 
the  present  moment,  and  the  Committee 
will  be  asked  to  vote  a  further  large  sum 
of  money  for  Abyssinia,  to  pay  for  the 
services  of  Bas  Alula  and  his  Forces, 
who  are  Christians,  and  therefore  hateful 
to  the  Soudanese,  who  have  been  asked 
to  come  and  destroy  the  Hadendowa 
Tribe.  Is  this  diabolical  system  to  be 
continued,  when  there  is  no  object  to  be 
gained  by  it?  Are  these  horrible  as- 
saults that  have  been  going  on  against 
the  Arabs  round  Suakm  for  so  long  to 
be  continued  in  the  face  of  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Qt)vemment  that  they  desire 
to  withdraw  Her  Majesty's  troops  from 
the  Soudan  ?  Is  this  system  of  starva- 
tion versut  concession  to  be  continued  ? 
Is  every  method  that  the  ingenuity  of 
man  can  devise  to  be  resorted  to  for  the 
purpose  of  starving  out  these  Haden- 
dowas, who  have  already  suffered  so 
much  at  the  hands  of  the  British  ?  I 
think  this  opportunity  should  not  be  lost 
of  asking  the  Government  to  give  us  a 
straightforward  statement  to  tho  effect 
that  pending  the  settlement  of  the 
Egyptian  Question  this  wretched  Arab 
Tribe  shall  not  be  pursued  with  a  merci- 
less fury  for  which  no  reason  can  be  ad- 
duced. I  had  an  opportunity  recently  of 
talking  to  a  British  officer  who  had  had 
a  conversation  with  this  Sheikh  Mor- 
ghani,  who  was  shipped  off  to  Suakin 
by  the  British  Government.  This  officer 
tells  me  that  the  Sheikh  declares  the 
Arabs  put  down  their  losses  during  the 
famous  passage  of  the  Egyptian  troops 
round  the  wells  and  elsewhere  at  not 
less  than  30,000  killed.  These  words 
are  the  words  of  the  Sheikh  Morghani 
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ttons  of  war  that  were  there.  While 
these  events  were  transpiring  the  Gk>- 
yemment  were  receiving  long  telegrams 
from  Colonel  Chermside,  informing  them 
that  he  had  the  utmost  confidence  that 
the  garrison  would  he  relieved.  Am  I 
not  justified  in  saying  that  a  more  scan- 
dalous waste  of  money  was  never  sanc- 
tioned by  this  Parliament?  Besides, 
these  telegrams  only  hold  out  the  Bri- 
tish Government  to  ridicule  over  the 
whole  world;  and  they  do  something 
worse  than  that — they  show  that  we 
gave  our  sanction  to  the  most  horrible 
operations.  What  was  the  result  ?  Kas 
Alula  marched  to  the  relief  of  Kassala ; 
but  before  he  got  there  he  was  met  by 
an  army  which  came  out  of  Kassala 
to  fight  him.  There  was  a  bloody  battle, 
of  which  various  accounts  were  tele- 
graphed, after  which  battle,  both  sides 
having  lost  very  many  men,  Has  Alula 
marched  back  to  Abyssinia  with  the 
English  money  in  his  pocket.  Then  the 
latest  news  we  have  reads  like  some  ex- 
traordinary story  out  of  The  Arabian 
Nights,  After  all  the  long  telegrams  of 
the  various  arrangements  made,  and  all 
the  trouble  that  had  been  gone  to  to 
relieve  this  desperate  garrison,  I  will 
read  in  a  few  moments  the  last  news  we 
were  given  of  the  garrison  of  Kassala. 
But,  first  of  all,  I  must  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  this  one  fact 
which  is  mentioned  in  a  Report,  for- 
warded by  telegraph,  of  several  eye- 
witnesses of  the  surrender  of  Kassala, 
related  by  Selim  Agha.  The  Eeport 
was  forwarded  from  Cairo  to  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  by  Mr.  Egerton,  and 
I  think  it  is  such  as  to  make  every 
Englishman  thoroughly  ashamed.  These 
eye-witnesses  say  that — 

''When  plunder  was  going  on  in  Kassala 
Osman  Di^a  entered  the  town,  before  the  re- 
laters  left  it,  and  he  did  put  a  stop  to  misdeeds 
and  plunder,  for  his  wora  was  law.'' 

This  is  the  man  on  whose  head  an  Eng- 
lish General  set  a  high  price  some  time 
ago,  and  yet  we  find  from  the  statement 
of  eye-witnesses  that — 

'*  He  put  a  stop  to  misdeeds  and  plunder,  be- 
oause  his  word  was  law.'' 

Now,  the  last  news  we  have  of  Kassala 
is  dated  Cairo,  December  21,  1885,  and 
it  is  to  this  effect — 

"  An  officer  who  has  just  arrived  in  Cairo 
with  his  company  from  Massowah  brings  the 
news  that  Osman  Dig^a  had  ordered  the  assas- 
sination of  the  Mudir  of  Kassala  and  his  ser- 
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yant  and  two  other  Eurr^eans.  OoDun  Mar 
ghani,  at  Suakin,  confirms  tliia  inteUigiBn 
about  the  Mudir' s  death .  The  latest  news  fna 
Kassala,  brought  by  one  Farag  Agha  Kini,  wfe 
escaped  with  69  men  and  three  women,  u  to 
the  effect  that  Osman  Digna  is  still  at 
where  he  had  established  a  reign  of 


I  have  just  read  a  telegram  which  ^u>vi 
that  the  moment  Osman  Dig^a  ent^ed 
the  town  he  put  an  end  to  the  reig^  of 
terror.  Anyone  who  studies  these  docu- 
ments will  find  considerable  difficulty  in 
reconciling  them,  or  in  conceiving  what 
earthly  object  can  be  gained  by  forward- 
ing them  by  telegraph  instead  of  sending 
them  by  the  penny  post,  which,  I  think, 
is  a  means  of  transit  quite  rapid  enough 
for  such  documents.  There  is  joat  one 
other  point  to  which  I  wish  to  dlirect  tb« 
attention  of  the  Government.  In  a  tele- 
gram from  Lieutenant  Stuart- Wortlej 
to  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  dated  Wadj 
Haifa,  December  12,  1885,  it  is  said— 

*' Obstacles  hare  been  fonnd  on  the  xmilvsr 
between  Haifa  and  Gemai,  placed  there,  n- 
doubtedly»  by  the  villagers.  General  GrenlAl 
having  issued  a  Proclamation  wftming  the 
Sheikhs  of  all  villages  that  they  were  reapoa- 
Bible  for  the  railway  in  their  neigbboarhoodii,  tW 
Sheikh  of  Gemai  was  accordingly  pxiniahed.*" 

I  want  to  know  what  punishment  ww 
inflicted  ?  There  is  not  a  single  word  it 
the  telegram  to  indicate  whether  then 
was  any  eyidenoe  that  the  Sheikh  of 
Gemai  was  cognizant  of  the  obstmctioa 
placed  on  the  railway.  There  is  nothing 
to  show  that  he  was  placed  on  trial,  or 
that  he  got  any  kind  of  trial,  and  yet, 
under  the  orders  of  a  British  oflBoer,  b« 
was  punished.  I  think  the  GK>vemmeol 
ought  to  inform  the  Committee  whst 
punishment  was  inflicted  on  this  Sheikk« 
by  whose  command  he  was  punished, 
and  whether  he  receiyed  any  trial  U 
all. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ajes  9S; 
Noes  185:  Majority  87.— (Dir.  Lift, 
No.  12.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  m§rmi  U^ 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  Supplementary  smn,  not  e^teeduf 
£69,210,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  ^thikj 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  eoorae  m 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  tbe  31il  ^n 
of  March  1886,  for  certain  ChargM  fijtiim>ti 
with  the  Orange  RiTor  Territoty,  the  Xxmasfwl* 
Zululand,  Bechuanaland,  the  ImUnd  of  8t 
Helena,  and  the  High  CommiKioaGr  for  So«lh 
Africa." 
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The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Os- 
BOBim  Morgan)  :  This  is  a  very  large 
Vote,  and  I  think  it  is  due  to  the 
Oommittee  that  there  should  be  some 
explanation  of  it.  The  Yote  has  refer- 
ence to  the  affairs  of  Bechuanaland  and 
Stellaland,  and  to  the  Angra  Pequena 
Commission.  The  original  Estimate  of 
the  cost  of  the  administration  of  Bechu- 
analand was  only  £30,000 ;  but,  at  the 
time  that  Estimate  was  formed,  it  was 
generally  believed  that  Bechuanaland 
would  be  incorporated  with  the  Cape 
Colony.  The  sum  of  £30,000.  under 
these  circumstances,  was  thought  quite 
sufficient  for  the  administration  of  the 
territory.  The  matter  came  before  the 
responsible  Advisers  of  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  in  July,  1885,  and  they 
ofiPered  to  take  over  the  territory  upon 
terms  which  were  practically  prohibi- 
tory. It  really  came  to  this — that  the 
Cape  Colony  declined  to  take  over 
Bechuanaland,  except  upon  the  pay- 
ment down  by  the  Imperial  Government 
of  £50,000  ;  and  then  they  insisted  that 
the  safety  of  the  country  should  be  se- 
cured by  means  of  mounted  police,  who 
should  be  under  the  control  of  the  Cape 
Colony,  but  paid  by  the  Imperial  Gfo- 
vemment.  The  late  Government  declined 
those  terms,  and  from  the  1st  of  Sep- 
tember last  the  territory  of  Bechuana- 
land had  been  administered  by  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  not  as  part  of  Cape 
Colony,  but  as  a  Crown  Colony.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  became  necessary 
to  provide  for  the  security  as  well  as 
for  the  administration  of  the  territory ; 
and  for  that  purpose  it  was  suggested  by 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  that  a  mounted 
police  force  of  about  500  men  should  be 
raised,  and  that  the  sum  of  £10,000 
should  be  set  apart  for  the  civil  adminis- 
tration of  the  Colony.  The  result  was 
that  a  mounted  police  force  of  500  men 
was  raised,  and  a  small  civil  establish- 
ment created ;  and  the  cost  of  these, 
together  with  certain  other  expenses 
incurred  in  the  renewal  of  telegraph 
posts  which  had  been  set  up  by  Sir 
Charles  Warren,  and  the  erection  of 
public  buildings,  and  the  extension  of 
the  Land  Commission,  to  which  I  re- 
ferred the  other  day  in  answer  to  a 
Question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  G^ntle- 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Sir  Robert  Fowler),  brought 
the  sum  required  to  £75,000.     If  it 
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is  desired  I  can  give  the  Oommittee  the 
exact  figures.  For  the  mounted  police 
and  the  civil  establishment  about 
£60,000  is  required;  for  the  renewal 
of  the  telegraph  posts  something  like 
£7,000 ;  for  public  buildings  and  gaols 
£6,000 ;  for  the  Land  Commission, 
which  has  been  conducted  under  Mr. 
Justice  Shepherd  and  two  Assistant 
Commissioners,  and  which  I  am  in- 
formed has  worked  exceedingly  well, 
£2,000,  making  in  all  £75,0U0 ;  but 
from  that  there  is  to  be  deducted  £  1 5,000, 
the  saving  on  the  original  Estimate,  thus 
reducing  the  total  to  £60,000,  the  sum 
now  asked  for  in  respect  to  Bechuana- 
land. It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  how- 
ever, that  the  military  operations  in 
that  territory,  which  have  now  ceased, 
would,  if  continued,  have  cost  the  coun- 
try between  £200,000  and  £300,000 
a-year.  I  believe  it  will  be  found  that 
in  time  the  expenses  of  the  Colony, 
even  supposing  it  remains  a  Crown 
Colony,  and  is  not  taken  over  by  the 
Government  of  the  Cape,  will  diminish, 
and  we  have  reason  to  hope  that  cer- 
tain assets  will  be  found  remunera- 
tive. Then,  with  regard  to  Stella- 
land.  Stellaland,  as  the  Committee 
knows,  is  the  Southern  portion  of  the 
territory  of  Bechuanaland;  and  the 
Boers,  who  established  a  sort  of  in- 
choate Government,  therein  incurred 
certain  liabilities  which  our  Govern- 
ment took  over,  consisting  principally 
of  salaries  of  members  of  the  Bestoor, 
a  sort  of  Executive  Council,  and  *'  good 
fors,"  or  promises  to  pay,  which  are 
roughly  estimated  at  £8,000.  But  while 
it  is  necessary  now  to  put  down  £8,000  in 
respect  of  Stellaland,  I  am  in  great  hopes 
that  the  greater  part  of  that  sum  will 
be  repaid  by  means  of  assets,  which  we 
have  also  taken  over,  including,  amongst 
other  things,  certain  debts  due  from  a 
large  number  of  individuals.  We  hope 
that  in  time  these  assets  will  bring 
in  something  like  £6,500,  so  that  ulti- 
mately not  more  than  £1,500  will  have 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
for  Stellaland.  So  much  for  Bechuana- 
land and  Stellaland.  With  regard  to 
the  third  item,  for  the  Angra  Pequena 
Commission,  the  Committee  knows 
how  that  liability  has  arisen.  The  Ger- 
man Government  took  over  a  very  large 
tract  of  territory  called  Damaraland,  on 
the  South- West  Coast  of  Africa.  We 
have  retained  a  small  portion  of  thi9 
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territory,  and  it  became  necessary  to 
consider  the  claims  of  certain  Germane 
and  English  subjects  to  the  land  thus 
dealt  with.  A  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  two  Governments  to 
ascertain  how  far  the  claims  were  valid. 
The  expenses  of  the  Commission  have 
been  divided  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments, and  we  are  called  upon  to  pay 
the  salary  of  the  British  Commissioner, 
and  the  moiety  of  certain  other  charges, 
amounting  together  to  £1,210.  It  will 
be  seen  that  all  these  items  together 
make  up  the  sum  we  now  ask  for — 
namely,  £69,210. 

Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  :  Mr.  Court- 
ney,  I  venture  to  call  the  attention  of 
this  Committee  to  the  affairs  of  Bechua- 
naland,  for  the  reason  that  I  have  very 
recently  been  in  Bechuanaland,  and 
been  in  most  parts  of  it.  There  is  one 
other  hon.  Member  of  the  House  who 
has  also  recently  been  in  Bechuanaland, 
and  that  is  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Holdemess  Division  of  the  East 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Bethell).  If 
I  may  venture  to  do  so,  I  would  congpratu- 
late  the  Committee  on  the  very  brief 
and  explicit  statement  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  has  made.  But  in  spite  of  that 
statement  I  must  ask  for  further  infor- 
mation before  I  can  conscientiously 
agree  to  this  Yote.  I  desire  further 
information,  because,  to  my  mind,  this 
Vote,  though  it  deals  with  Bechuana- 
land, involves  the  whole  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  South  Africa. 
While  I  do  not  on  this  occasion  call  for  a 
declarationof  their  policy  in  South  Africa, 
I  think  it  is  right  the  Government  should 
give  us  some  distinct  idea  of  the  gene- 
ral course  they  intend  to  pursue.  The 
question  is  one  that  is  agitating  a  great 
many  interests,  not  only  in  this  country, 
but  in  South  Africa.  I  have  myself  had 
letters  from  Natal  and  Cape  Town 
asking  what  is  to  come  of  the  change  of 
Government  in  England?  The  mer- 
chants there  are  greatly  interested  in 
the  markets  in  Bechuanaland  ;  and  I 
believe  that  the  traders,  no  less  than  the 
Heads  of  the  Government  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, are  equally  interested  in  the  same 
great  question.  I  wish  for  further  in- 
formation on  two  specific  points.  One 
is  in  relation  to  the  sum  of  £60,000. 
When  the  administration  of  Bechuana- 
land was  placed  on  its  present  footing, 
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I  believe  the  proposal  of  Sir 
Bobinson  was  that  in  the  first  year  tlie 
Imperial    Bevenue    should    oontribufei 
£130,000;  in  the  second  year,  £52,000; 
and  in  the  third  year,  £25,000  ;  bo  that, 
in  passing  this  Yote,   the  Committe* 
must  remember  that  the  Yote  will  be 
repeated  next  year  and  the  year  altera 
though  to  a  smaller  amount.     Is  tlni 
£60,000  to  be  considered  as  part  of  that 
scheme  which  Sir  Hercules   Bobinaon 
proposed,   and  which,   I   believe,    Her 
Majesty's  Government  adopted  in  prin- 
ciple, if  not  in  all  its  details  ?  Secondlr. 
I  desire  to  know  whether  Her  Majee^'s 
Government  have  determined  that  this 
advance  of  money  to  pay  the  extra  ex- 
penses in  Bechuanaland  is  to  come  under 
any  system  whatever  of  repayment  ?  In 
accordance  with  the  advice  or  suggeetioa 
of  Sir  Charles  Warren,  who,  I  tMliere. 
had  in  view  the  repayment  of  tlieee  extra 
expenses  from  the  resources  of  Bedio- 
analand  when   the   country  had    beca 
fully  developed  by    the  Imperial    Ad- 
ministration.  And,  thirdly,  I  am  desiroas 
of  ascertaining  what  are  the  assets  of 
the  late  Government  in  Stellaland  oa 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  rdy 
to  repay  the  adviance  of  £8,000^.    In  the 
next  place,  I  hope  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
will  be  able  to  inform  the  Conmuttet 
that    Her  Majesty's  Government  hart 
formulated    some    definite    policy.     It 
will  be  within  the    recollection  of    all 
hon.  Members  of  the  Committee  that 
upwards    of    £20,000,000    of    Engiiih 
money  has  been  buried  in  Sontli  A&ica 
since  we  took  over  the  country.     Her 
Majesty's    Gk>vernment     are     entirely 
responsible    for     the     Expedition    to 
Bechuanaland,  for  the    declaration   of 
the  Protectorate  over  a  great  extent  ol 
the  African  interior,  and  also  for  tkt 
administration  of  that  portion  of  Becka- 
analand  which  is  now  somewhat  in  the 
position  of  a  provisional  Crown  Coloay. 
The  cost  of  the  Bechuanaland  annexa- 
tion will  very  dosel  v  approach  £  1 ,  000,000 
sterling,  and  will  have  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  English  taxpayer,  who, 
as  I  have  already  said,  has  already  aank 
£20,000,000  sterling  in  South  Africa.  I 
do  not  think  this  Committee  is  justified 
in  allowing  any  more  money  to  be 
in  the  country   without  being 
that  those  who  are  responsible  lor  tkt 
appropriation  of  the  money  will  dedaie 
they  do  not  intend  to  sink  thia  fraih 
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money  without  obtaining  some  good, 
true,  and  adequate  return.  Beferriug 
to  the  Land  Commission  in  Stelialand, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  G^entleman 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  said  he  under- 
stood that  the  Commission  was  working 
very  satisfactorily.  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  this,  because,  through  the  news- 
papers and  other  sources,  most  sinister 
rumours  have  reached  England  about 
this  Land  Commission.  We  have  heard 
that  members  of  the  Executive  Council 
in  Stellaland  were  imprisoned  for  con- 
tempt of  the  Land  Commission,  and  we 
have  also  heard  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Land  Commission,  Lieutenant  Hayes  of 
the  Eoyal  Engineers,  a  most  experienced, 
clear-headed,  and  independent  man  with 
whom  I  have  worked,  has  resigned  his 
office  because  he  cannot  approve  of  the 
dealings  of  the  Commission.  I  hope 
both  these  rumours  are  not  true,  for 
otherwise  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  that  the  Land 
Commission  is  working  very  satisfac- 
torily will  be  directly  contradicted  by 
facts.  Now»  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
remember  that  in  dealing  with  Bechu- 
analand  they  are  dealing  with  a  central 
district  in  South  Africa,  in  which  is  in- 
volved the  trade,  prosperity,  and  the 
peace,  not  only  of  the  Transvaal,  but  of 
Natal  and  of  the  Cape  Colony ;  that  Eng- 
lish merchants  are  looking  for  new 
markets  not  only  in  Bechuanaland  itself, 
where  it  is  estimated  that  a  market  in 
British  manufactured  goods  to  the  value 
of  £1,000,000  sterling  may  exist;  and 
that  Bechuanaland  is  a  high  tableland 
running  up  the  centre  of  Africa,  forming 
a  healthy  trade  route  to  the  interior, 
and  as  such  is  a  rival  to  the  Qerman 
and  Portuguese  routes,  or  even  to  that 
great  enterprize  Europe  is  now  sup- 
porting, the  formation  of  a  State  up  the 
Congo  Eiver.  Bechuanaland  may  also 
become — and  I  hope  it  may — the  scene  of 
some  of  those  schemes  of  emigration  to 
which  so  many  in  this  oily  and  in  this 
country  are  looking  to  relieve  the  re- 
dundancy of  the  population.  I  there- 
fore maintain  that  this  question  is  of 
wider  importance  than  it  appears  at  first 
sight  from  the  smallness  oi  the  sum  in- 
Y<Sved.  Before  I  sit  down  I  may  ask 
the  Committee  to  bear  with  me  while  I 
point  out  that  Bechuanaland  was  the 
scene  of  the  great  missionary  efforts  of 
that  great  missionary — Dr.  Livingstone, 
and  mat  it  is  inhabited  by  Native  races 


who,  for  a  long  time,  have  been  under 
the  care  of  English  humanity.  I  trust 
that  in  all  our  dealings  with  Bechuana- 
land we  shall  remember  that  we  have  a 
duty  to  perform  to  these  Natives.  Now, 
Sir,  rumours  have  come  to  England  that 
in  several  ways  the  interests  of  the  Na- 
tives are  not  being  cared  for  as  they 
ought  to  be ;  I  allude  especially  to  the 
rumour  that  the  garden  lands  belong- 
ing to  the  loyal  tribe  of  Montsioa  have 
been  appropriated.  I  hope  the  rumour 
is  not  true.  I  trust,  also,  that  it  is  not 
true  that  a  canteen  for  the  sale  of  liquor 
has  been  established.  One  of  the  most 
distinguishing  features  of  the  Chiefs  in 
Bechuanaland  is  their  great  desire  that 
the  sale  of  liquor  shall  be  prohibited  in 
their  dominions.  We  have  practically 
made  ourselves  responsible  for  these 
great  Native  areas,  and  I  hope  it  is  not 
true  that  we  have  allowed  the  liquor 
traffic  to  be  established  upon  them.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  show,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  our  fellow-countrymen 
in  South  Africa,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  merchants  in  England,  and  in  the  in- 
terest of  our  duty  to  the  Natives  and  to 
civilization,  that  we  should  be  very  care- 
ful what  we  do  in  Bechuanaland  ;  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  this  House  to  watch  care- 
fully all  expenditure,  not,  indeed,  to  cur- 
tail its  amount,  but  to  see  it  is  applied 
in  the  interests  of  justice  and  progress. 

Me.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  I  have 
listened  with  considerable  interest  to 
the  able  and  interesting  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  ^irkdale  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  (Mr.  Baden-Powell), 
who  is  probably  better  acquainted  with  the 
Bechuanaland  Question  than  any  other 
person  in  England,  and  I  will  endeavour 
to  reply  to  him.  I  do  not  think  that  a 
Yote  of  this  kind  a£Pords  a  convenient 
opportunity  for  the  discussion  of  the 
^ole  policy  of  the  Government  in  re- 
gard to  Bechuanaland;  but  I  will  en- 
deavour to  answer  the  questions  which 
have  been  put  as  well  as  I  can.  With 
regard  to  the  liquor  traffic,  I  explained, 
in  an  answer  which  I  gave  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Sir 
Robert  Fowler)  the  other  day,  that  under 
the  regulations  for  the  government  of 
Bechuanaland  the  sale  of  spirits  and 
wines  to  Natives  is  strictly  prohibited,  and 
I  believe  that  injunction  is  being  acted 
upon.  In  regard  to  the  land  of  the  Na- 
tives, I  mentioned  also,  on  another  occa- 
sion, that  the  instructions  which  were 
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given  by  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  to  Mr. 
Shippard,  the  Chief  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, were  specially  directed  to  make  pro- 
vision for  guarding  the  land  of  the  Na- 
tives. With  reference  to  this  sum  of 
£60,000  that  we  now  ask  for  in  regard 
to  Bechuanaland,  the  hon.  Member 
asked  whether  it  was  part  of  the  scheme 
proposed  by  Sir  Hercules  Robinson, 
and  I  would  refer  him  to  page  44  of  the 
Blue  Book,  containing  <*  Further  Cor- 
respondence," published  in  August  last. 
In  a  full  and  exhaustive  despatch  which 
will  be  found  there,  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son stated  exactly  what  the  probable  cost 
of  the  occupation  of  the  country  would  be. 
Of  course,  it  is  a  very  difficult  matter, 
and  necessarily  a  speculative  one,  to 
ascertain  the  assets  of  a  country  like 
this.  But  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  anti- 
cipates that  by  the  end  of  the  third  or 
the  fourth  year  the  Expenditure  will  be 
greatly  reduced  and  the  Revenue  in- 
creased ;  and  we  are  in  hopes  that  by 
that  time  we  may  get  such  an  income 
as  will  render  this  Vote  unnecessary. 
We  hope,  also,  that  some  part  of  the 
advance  to  Stellaland  will  be  recovered. 
The  hon.  Member  put  one  or  two  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  the  imprisonment 
of  members  of  the  Native  tribes.  Well, 
I  believe  the  facts  are  these — that  there 
had  been  some  disturbances,  and  Mr. 
Shippard  has  acted,  as  far  as  I  can 
learn,  with  the  greatest  possible  justice 
and  firmness ;  and  I  do  not  apprehend 
that  the  disturbances  will  culminate  in 
anything  serious.  It  appears  to  me 
that  it  is  rather  too  much  to  call  for  a 
statement  of  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter,  seeing 
they  have  been  in  Office  only  a  fort- 
night, and  have  only  just  had  time  to 
look  around  them.  But  I  can  say  this 
generally — ^that  we  shall  endeavour  to 
maintain  that  continuity  of  policy  be- 
tween ourselves  and  our  Predecessors 
which  is  so  necessary  in  Colonial  mat- 
ters. In  a  word,  we  have  got  this  coun- 
try, and  we  must  make  the  best  of  it, 
and  I  think  that  we  are  making  the 
best  of  it.  No  doubt,  the  sum  asked 
for  is  a  large  one ;  but,  looking  at  the 
prospective  advantages  and  the  difficul- 
ties we  were  in,  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
regarded  as  excessive.  Meantime,  the 
Government  will  endeavour,  as  far  as 
they  can,  to  reduce  the  expenditure, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  conduct  the 
government  of  the  country  in  such  a 
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way  as  to  protect  the  Natives,  and  aha, 
as  far  as  we  can,  to  promote  the  general 
prosperity  of  the  whole  population. 

Sir  JOHN  G0R8T :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  QmiUe- 
man  that  this  is  a  very  inconvenie&t 
occasion  for  the  discussion  of  the  affiurs 
of  South  Africa ;  but,  unfortunately,  it 
is  very  likely  that  it  will  be  the  only 
occasion  this  Session.  For  several  years 
past  this  subject  has  been  diecnssed  oft 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  because 
they  SLUord  the  opportunity  for  at  least 
a  conversation;  but  the  main  Vote  far 
South  Africa,  on  which  this  discnssioA 
ought  to  have  been  raised,  is  usually 
taken  at  the  end  of  July  or  the  begin- 
ning of  August,  when  all  the  Member? 
have  gone  out  of  town.  Therefore,  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Baden-Powell)  was  quite  justified 
in  taking  advantage  of  this  occasion  to 
state  his  views  upon  the  subject.  11» 
discussion  is  made  more  inconveniest 
than  it  need  have  been,  because  tk« 
Committee  are  not  in  possession  of  re- 
cent Papers  which  were  laid  on  theTal^ 
by  the  late  Gk>vernment,  and  whidi 
might  have  been  distributed  if  a  Httle 
expedition  had  been  used  in  the  printtag 
office.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Oea- 
tleman  appears  to  have  perused  oerl«i& 
regulations  for  the  government  of  this 
new  Grown  Colony,  and  I  think  that 
they  might  have  been  laid  before  the 
Committee.  In  regard  to  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors,  I  do  hope  that  the 
Government  will  be  very  careful.  I  aa 
not  very  much  re- assured  by  the  deecniH 
tion  of  the  regulations  which  the  rigti 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  just  grrea. 
I  understand  that  the  regulations  adm^ 
of  the  free  importation  of  intoxiealiif 
liquors,  and  only  prohibit  the  sale  « 
them  to  the  Natives — ^they  are  only  to 
be  sold  to  White  people.  Bverybody 
knows,  however,  how  that  regulatioB 
can  be  evaded.  If  you  once  lei  the 
liquors  in,  it  is  impossible  to  enforce  a 
law  to  keep  them  away  from  theNattrst, 
if  the  sale  of  them  to  the  White  man  u 
permitted.  In  former  days  there  vat  a 
law  of  that  kind  in  New  Zealand ;  aid 
how  was  it  evaded?  When  a  Natirv 
wanted  to  get  drnnk  he  sent  a  low 
White  man,  who  bought  the  liqiKtt'  §at 
him,  and  then  eot  drunk  upon  it.  It 
was  not  sold  by  the  publicans  to  tiie  Na* 
tive,  but  reached  him  thiough  tk» 
White  man;  and  so  the  law  was 
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It  would  be  useless  to  press  the  Goyern- 
inent  for  a  statement  of  policy ;  for  here 
we  are  in  the  middle  of  an  important 
debate,  and,  as  usual,  there  is  no  Cabi- 
net Minister  present.  I  have  noticed  the 
same  thing  before,  during  the  last  Go- 
vernment but  one.  Whenever  import- 
ant questions  came  on  during  the  dinner 
hour  no  Cabinet  Minister  was  present  to 
give  information  and  guidance  to  the 
House.  I  should  like  to  make  one  ob- 
servation with  regard  to  their  policy, 
and  that  is  that  this  cannot  be  a  matter 
which  is  quite  new  to  them.  This  forma- 
tion of  a  Crown  Colony  was  the  policy 
of  the  former  Liberal  Govern ment»  and 
was  begun  in  the  early  part  of  1885, 
and  was  carried  to  a  successful  issue 
before  the  last  Government  came  into 
Office,  who  only  carried  out  the  policy 
of  their  Predecessors.  The  present  Go- 
vernment maintain  the  continuity  of 
South  African  policy ;  and  therefore  it  is 
not  so  unreasonable  to  ask  for  a  decla- 
ration of  their  intentions.  There  is  one 
fact,  however,  which  is  without  doubt, 
and  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Baden-Powell) 
bears  testimony,  although  it  does  not 
require  even  a  knowledge  of  the  internal 
affairs  of  Bechuanaland  to  appreciate  it ; 
and  that  is  that  nothing  can  be  more 
important  to  the  country  than  that  there 
should  be  confidence  in  the  fixity  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  If  the  Go- 
vernment is  going  to  get  tired  of  their 
experiment  in  six  months'  time,  and  aban- 
don the  country  again  to  anarchy,  people 
could  not  be  expected  to  settle  there. 
Nothing  can  portend  more  to  the  satis- 
factory settlement  of  all  the  difficulties 
of  the  place  than  a  declaration  that  the 
Government  mean  to  stay  there.  If 
Buch  a  policy  is  believed  in  by  the  people 
of  the  Cape  Colony,  by  the  inhabitants 
of  Bechuanaland,  and  by  the  Boers  of 
the  Transvaal,  the  confidence  which  it 
will  give  will  tend  more  than  anything 
else  to  solve  our  difficulties.  Hitherto 
the  great  difficulty  has  been  that  no  one 
believed  that  we  had  any  fixity  of  pur- 
pose— a  policy  has  been  begun  one  year 
and  discontinued  the  next ;  but  if  the  Go- 
vernment will  only  make  up  their  minds 
to  one  continuous  policy  our  difficulties 
in  South  Africa  will  rapidly  disappear. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  has  been 
only  a  fortnight  in  Office ;  but  he  repre- 


sents the  Government  which  sent  the 
Expedition  to  Bechuanaland,  and  it  Is 
much  to  be  regretted  that  he  is  not  now 
in  &  position  to  give  any  indication  of  a 
policy.  It  may  be  right  or  wrong  to 
establish  a  British  Dominion  in  South 
Africa ;  but  we  should  have  some  fixed 
policy,  and  not  go  on  drifting  as 
we  have  done  from  day  to  day,  with 
nothing  but  a  policy  of  the  expe- 
diency of  the  moment.  For  myself, 
I  have  always  inclined  to  maintain 
our  dominion  in  South  Africa;  for  I 
heartily  agree  in — and  I  have  often  ex- 
pressed the  same  view  —  the  opinion 
I  was  delighted  to  hear  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford),  that  in  time  of 
difficulties  and  trouble  our  true  route  to 
India  is  not  by  Egypt,  but  by  way  of 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  Therefore,  I 
should  have  been  very  glad  if  the  Go- 
vernment could  have  seen  their  way  to 
say  what  are  their  intentions  in  South 
Africa.  I  want  to  learn  why  we  have 
established  this  particular  Dominion  in 
South  Africa,  and  to  know  what  we 
really  intend  there?  Is  it  for  ourselves, 
or  is  it  for  the  Natives,  or  is  it  to  make 
it  over  to  the  Cape  Colony?  It  has 
alreadycostus£l,000,OOOor£  1,200,000, 
and  I  naturally  want  to  know  what  we 
are  to  get  for  our  money  ?  One  thing  I 
do  protest  against,  and  that  is  the  prac- 
tice which  has  been  too  often  followed 
of  allowing  the  Cape  Colony  to  take 
what  suits  them,  and  cast  upon  us  terri- 
tory that  is  unprofitable,  disagreeable, 
or  difficult  to  be  managed.  We  know 
that  a  main  justification  for  thfe  annexa- 
tion is  the  so-called  trade  route  to  the 
interior  of  Africa.  I  have  been  pretty 
incredulous  about  that  for  some  time; 
but  this  is  certain — that  if  there  is  any- 
thing in  it  at  all,  it  is  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Cape  Colony.  As  I  understand, 
we  are  in  this  position,  we  are  to  pay 
the  expense — to  pay  the  piper — while 
the  Cape  Colony  is  to  levy  the  Customs 
on  this  trade  for  their  own  benefit. 
While  I  have  always  rather  -favoured  a 
British  Crown  Colony  in  Native  terri- 
tory in  South  Africa,  I  never  could 
understand  why  we  should  neglect  Zulu- 
land,  and  try  to  got  rid  of  the  great 
Native  territory  in  Natal  which,  with 
the  Transkei,  would  have  made  a 
great  and  beneficial  Crown  Colony 
within  reach  of  the  sea,  and  why  we 
should  go  hunting  in  the  interior  of 
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Africa  for  this  Dominion  of  Bechuana- 
land,  where  we  are  cut  off  from  the  sea 
by  the  Cape  Colony,  and  are  at  their 
mercy  both  financially  and  politically. 
If  there  are  reasons  for  taking  Bechu- 
analand,  let  us,  at  least,  have  a  set- 
tled plan.  Let  us  look  the  matter  in 
the  face,  and  realize  our  responsibilities, 
not  only  for  this  gp'eat  territory,  not 
even  for  the  existing  Protectorate,  but 
also  for  our  relations  with  the  great  ter- 
ritories beyond,  which  are  inextricably 
connected  with  Bechunaland.  Then,  if 
we  are  to  take  this  territory,  we  must 
make  up  our  minds  really  to  protect  the 
Natives,  and  not,  as  has  so  often  been 
the  case,  to  take  territory  on  the  pretext 
of  protecting  the  Natives,  and  then 
make  them  over  to  anyone  who  will 
take  it.  In  that  connection  I  would 
especially  advert  to  the  liquor  traffic. 
I  quite  agree  that  it  is  a  farce  to  pro- 
hibit the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
to  the  Natives,  if  we  still  recognize  the 
inalienable  right  of  the  White  man  and 
Christian  to  get  drunk.  If  we  would 
really  protect  the  Native,  we  must  screw 
up  our  courage  for  once  to  the  sticking 
point  of  the  prohibition  which  the 
Natives  themselves  desire.  It  is  a  miser- 
able cowardice  of  successive  Govern- 
ments not  to  do  so.  In  conclusion,  I 
must  express  the  belief  that  wherever 
we  establish  a  great  British  Dominion 
in  a  territory  thickly  populated  by 
Natives  in  South  Africa  we  must  do  so 
on  what  I  may  call  Indian  principles — 
giving  complete  protection  to  the  Na- 
tives, and  only  justice — not  dominion — 
to  the  Whites. 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLEE :  I  am  sure 
that  I  shall  express  the  sentiments  of 
every  Member  on  each  side  of  the  House 
who  was  a  Member  of  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, when  I  say  that  I  deeply  regret 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Porster)  on  such  an  occasion  as  this. 
Every  hon.  Member  who  has  been  in 
the  habit  of  taking  part  in  debates  upon 
South  African  matters  in  this  House 
knows  the  eloquent  address  and  know- 
ledge which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
contributed  to  these  debates.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  late  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  John  Gorst)  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  the  Front  Bench  opposite  is  not 
occupied  by  any  Cabinet  Minister ;  but 
I  may  say  that  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  was 
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in  this  House,  and  it  was  known  th&ths 
intended  to  speak  upon  South  African 
matters,  both  Front  Benches  used  to  be 
well  filled  by  those  prepared  to  take  part 
in  the  debate.  For  my  own  part,  I 
think  that  with  every  word  which  ha:9 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell),  as  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  gather,  I  am  able  to 
concur.  I  quite  concur  with  him  as  to 
the  great  importance  of  onr  South 
African  Colonies  to  this  Empire.  We 
must  all  see  the  importance  and  neces- 
sity of  doing  all  in  our  power  to  bind 
together  by  every  tie  the  different  parts 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions.  The  hon- 
Member  has  alluded  to  the  qnestion  of 
the  liquor  traffic  in  Bechuanaland ;  and 
that  is  a  question  which  applies  also  to 
other  parts  of  our  South  African  Posses- 
sions, and  particularly  to  the  district  in 
regard  to  which  we  have  had  Papers 
laid  upon  the  Table.  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Baden  -  Powell)  was  right  in  caltiag 
attention  to  this  matter;  and  he  certainlj 
speaks  with  an  experience  which  is  na- 
equalled  by  that  of  any  other  Member  ia 
this  House.  We  must  all  feel  tliat  when 
drink  is  a  ciirse  to  Europeans  it  most 
be  a  still  greater  curse  to  tnese  NatiresL 
I  do  hope  that  as  regards  the  Cape 
Colonies  Her  Majesty's  Ooremment 
will  use  their  influence  with  the  Cape 
Legislature  to  put  a  stop  to  drunken- 
ness, and  that  they  will  put  their  foot 
down  in  the  matter  in  regard  to  all  our 
Crown  Colonies.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
an  impression  became  prevalent  among 
the  Natives  in  many  parts  that  every- 
thing was  not  done  to  promote  their  weU- 
being.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
resignation  of  Lieutenant  Hayes.  Of 
course,  my  information  is  not  official 
information ;  but  it  is  this — ^that  Lieu- 
tenant Hayes  resigned  his  appointment 
because  he  considered  that  the  Natirat 
were  unjustly  treated,  and  because  he 
would  not  see  their  garden  plots  takea 
away  from  them.  That  is  the  in- 
formation that  has  come  to  me;  but 
I  hope  that  when  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Ob* 
borne  Morgan)  receiyes  his  offiml 
news  he  will  be  able  to  saj  this 
what  I  have  stated  is  not  correct 
I  think  that  Mr.  Shippard  is  a  moit 
admirable  public  servant ;  bat  if  mj 
information  is  correct,  it  is  a  matter 
which  deserves  the  very  careful  inquiry 
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of  Earl  Granville.  We  must  feel  that 
it  is  important  that  those  who  go  to  this 
country  must  go  there  with  a  full  desire 
to  do  justice  to  all  classes  of  the  popu- 
lation ;  and  I  deeply  deplore  that  a 
gentleman  who  is  anxious  to  do  justice 
to  the  Natives,  whether  for  the  reasons 
I  have  mentioned  or  for  any  other 
reason,  has  thought  it  his  duty  to  resign 
his  position  in  the  country.  I  will  not 
detain  the  Committee;  but  I.« shall  be 
glad  to  receive  some  satisfactory  infor- 
mation on  these  points. 

Mr.  M' ARTHUR  :  Sir,  t  do  not  in- 
tend to  detain  the  Committee  many 
minutes,  because  much  that  I  felt  dis- 
posed to  say  has  been  already  said  by 
hon.  Members  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion, especially  with  regard  to  con- 
tinuity in  our  South  African  policy.  I 
believe  that  from  the  time  of  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Zulu  War — which  I 
believe  to  have  been  one  of  the  most 
unjustifiable  wars  this  country  ever  un- 
dertook— the  policy  we  have  pursued 
with  regard  to  South  Africa  has  been 
injurious  to  the  Natives  of  that  country. 
In  this  respect  I  believe  that  both 
Parties  have  been  to  blame,  and  that 
bad  a  different  policy  been  followed 
much  of  the  expense  which  has  been  in- 
curred might  have  been  avoided.  I 
think,  therefore,  with  regard  to  the 
future,  that  two  or  three  points  should 
be  kept  in  view.  In  the  first  place,  I 
hope  that  Bechuanaland  will  remain  for 
a  long  time  to  come  under  the  direct 
authority  of  the  Crown,  as  I  am  of  opi- 
nion that  any  change  would  be  certain 
to  imsettle  the  minds  of  the  Natives, 
and  make  them  distrustful  of  the  inten- 
tions of  their  White  neighbours.  And, 
Sir,  I  would  point  out  that  this  course  is 
rendered  necessary  on  the  ground  of 
good  faith,  because  the  cession  of  their 
country  by  the  Natives  was  made,  not  to 
the  Cape  Colony,  but  to  the  Queen.  I 
say  it  is  impossible  that  the  Natives  of 
Bechuanaland,  or  their  friends  in  this 
country,  can  have  faith  in  the  Administra- 
tion of  the  Cape  Colony,  which  has  lately 
forced  a  considerable  number  of  indus- 
trious Native  cultivators  out  of  the  Grey 
Glen  district,  in  which  they  had  for  years 
been  peacefully  settled,  and  also  licensed 
the  sale  of  liquors,  in  spite  of  earnest 
remonstrances  to  the  contrary.  I  say 
that  we  cannot  trust  the  Boers,  after 
their  treatment  of  Massowa  and  the  in- 
humanity they  have  shown  in  the  treat- 


ment of  the  Natives.  I  wish  also  to  add 
a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  trade 
route  which  has  been  alluded  to.  Doubt- 
less, it  would  have  been  more  satisfactory 
had  this  been  entirely  under  our  control, 
instead  of  under  the  control  of  the  Cape 
Government ;  but  we  must  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Cape  is  a  British  Colony ;  that 
we  send  large  quantities  of  British  goods 
there ;  and  that  we  derive  great  advan- 
tage from  that  route.  I  fear  that  many 
persons  in  this  country  have  but  a  small 
idea  of  the  extent  and  value  of  our  trade 
with  the  Cape  and  South  Africa.  I  once 
heard  that  venerable  missionary.  Dr. 
Moffat,  state,  at  a  public  meeting,  that 
when  he  first  went  to  Bechuanaland 
there  was  not  £10  worth  of  British 
goods  sold  in  the  Colony ;  but  that  be- 
fore he  left  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds'  worth  were  sold.  I  regret  to 
say  that  much  of  the  civilizing  and 
Christianizing  good  that  was  accom- 
plished in  the  country  has  been  injured 
or  destroyed  by  the  vacillating  policy 
which  we  have  pursued  ;  and  I  sincerely 
hope  that  we  shall  now  carry  out  a  con- 
sistent policy  with  regard  to  it.  I  am 
glad  to  hear  what  has  been  said  on  the 
subject  of  restricting  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors,  although  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Bare  not  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Sir  Robert  Fowler) 
that  more  should  be  done  in  that  direc- 
tion. I  have  heard,  on  good  authority, 
of  the  injurious  effects  of  drinking  on 
many  of  the  Native  Chiefs,  and  that  it 
rendered  them  quite  unfit  to  discharge 
their  duties.  I  also  share  in  the  regret 
which  has  been  expressed  that  we  have 
not  established  a  Protectorate  over  Zulu- 
land.  We  have  waged  a  most  unjust 
and  iniquitous  war  with  the  Zulus ;  we 
have  disarmed  them,  broken  up  their 
country,  and  left  them  helpless.  I  will 
not,  however,  dwell  longer  on  that 
question,  as  it  would  be  out  of  Order  to 
do  60  ;  but  I  again  express  a  hope  that 
we  shall  adopt  and  adhere  to  a  decided 
policy  with  regard  to  South  Africa. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Sir,  every 
speaker  in  the  discussion  upon  the  Vote 
has  congratulated  the  Government  upon 
this  land-grabbing  in  South  Africa.  Now, 
I  am  sorry  to  disturb  this  happy  family ; 
but  I  hold  so  strong  a  view  upon  this 
system  we  pursue  in  South  Africa  that 
I  shall  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £^8,000.  We  began  this 
evening  with  a  discussion  about  the  con- 
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tinuity  of  our  policy.  Well,  Sir,  what 
has  been  our  policy  and  the  continuity 
of  our  policy  in  South  Africa?  Why, 
everyone  knows  thafc,  under  one  pre- 
text or  another,  the  Ministers  of  the  day 
have  always  come  into  this  House  ask- 
ing us  to  pay  for  some  absurd  war  or 
for  some  ridiculous  annexation.  At  one 
moment  we  are  fighting  for  a  country ; 
at  another  moment  we  are  fighting 
against  it.  At  one  moment  we  annex  a 
country;  and  at  another,  feeling  that  we 
ought  to  be  ashamed  of  ourselves  for 
fighting,  give  back  the  country  alto- 
gether. In  all  probability,  when  we 
have  spent  large  sums  of  money  on 
Bechuanaland  and  Stellaland,  we  shall 
give  them  back,  too.  But  what  have 
been  alleged  as  the  reasons  that  this 
annexation  should  be  made  ?  We  are 
told  about  the  advantages  of  trade. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
M 'Arthur)  said  that  a  respectable  mis- 
sionary had  stated  that  at  the  time  when 
he  first  went  out  to  the  country  there 
was  not  £10  worth  of  British  goods  sent 
there,  but  that  now  there  are  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds'  worth  imported. 
I  asked  the  hon.  Member  how  much, 
but  he  did  not  say  how  much  ;  and  my 
own  belief  is  that  the  maximum  value 
of  British  goods  sent  to  Bechuanaland 
and  Stellaland  is  no  more  than  £2,000. 
1  pity  the  unfortunate  Natives,  if  out  of 
such  a  trade  as  that  the  merchants  are 
to  make  this  £69,210  which  we  are  now 
called  upon  to  pay.  Why,  Sir,  all  these 
transactions  in  South  Africa  are  a  clear 
and  absolute  loss  to  us.  We  have  already 
lost  £1,000,000  in  sending  troops  there  ; 
and  now  we  are  actually  called  on  to  pay 
£68,000  for  administration  besides;  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned G-entleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
says  that  he  sincerely  hopes  that  it  will  not 
be  60  much  next  year,  although  our  ex- 
perience makes  us  believe  that  it  will 
probably  be  a  great  deal  more.  But, 
Sir,  other  reasons  have  been  assigned 
for  this  annexation.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Sir 
Eobert  Fowler),  I  think,  said  that  we 
had  the  greatest  interest  in  the  country, 
as  being  on  the  route  to  India.  Why, 
Sir,  how  far  is  Bechuanaland  from  Cape 
Town  ?  About  800  miles.  We  might 
as  well  talk  of  retaining  Qibraltar  by 
taking  a  town  in  the  middle  of  France. 
Then  it  is  said  that  by  annexing  it  we 
are  opening  up  the  route  into  the  in- 
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terior  of   the  country.    Where  i«  tke 
route  to  g^  when  it  is  opened?    Into 
the  bush,  I  suppose.     And  who  wiU  go 
by  that  route  ?    I  will  tell  the  Commit- 
tee.     First,  the  missionary  will  go-by 
all  means  let  him  go— but  who  will 
follow?    Why,  an  English  Army  will 
go  by  that  route  to  protect  the  bu8- 
sionary;    and  this,   Sir,    is    what  you 
always  have  with  these   mlBsionaries, 
meddling  and  muddling  wherever  thfy 
can,  instead  of  preaching  the  missioa 
of  peace.     We  are  told  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  we  should  f^o  there  is  be- 
cause we  ought  to  prevent  theee  people 
from  getting  drunk.     As  I  understuid 
from  this  debate,  there  was  very  little 
drinking  among  the  Natives  before  we 
went  there ;  but  since  that  time  it  ap- 
pears that  the- Chiefs  have  got  so  dmnk 
that  they  cannot  attend  to  their  affairs, 
and,  no  doubt,  the  rest  of  the  people 
profited  by  their  example.     We  are  toW 
that  we  ought  to  make  an  effort  to  sur- 
round the  country  with   a  cordon    of 
troops  to  keep  out  liquor.  Do  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen   know  that  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  liquor  sold  in  this  country  ? 
Are  hon.  Gentlemen  aware  that  in  this 
Metropolis  almost  every  tenth  honse  is 
a  public-house  ?    If  we  are  to  look  after 
people  who  get  drunk,  I  do  not  see  the 
necessity  of   going  to    the  middle  of 
Africa  for  the  purpose,  until,  at   any 
rate,  we  have  endeavoured  to  put  a  stop 
to  drunkenness  here.     How  is  the  Be- 
venue  of  this  country  largely  raised  bat 
by  the  Government  encouraging  drink- 
ing and  taxing  drink  ?     Sir,  I  think  of 
all  absurdities  the  philanthropic  argu- 
ment which  has  been  raised  bj  Gentle- 
men who  have  a  little  trade  with  the 
Cape  is  the  most  ridiculous  of  any  that 
can  be  urged  in  favour  of  this  annexa- 
tion.   We  took  the  Transvaal,  and  we 
gave  it  back  to  the  Boers.     Well,  this 
BechuEinaland    is    a    Province   of  the 
Transvaal.     [**  No,  no  ! "]     I  say  it  is. 
This  is  denied,  I  know ;  but  it  is  re- 
garded in  South  Africa  as  a  Province  of 
the  Transvaal.     P*  No.  no !  "]     Hon. 
Gentlemen  say  *♦  No."  Well,  it  shall  n*4 
be  a  Province  of  the  Transvaal.     After 
we  had  given  back  the  Traneraal,  t 
number  of  European  squatt^w,  a  de- 
tachment of  the  Cape  Mounted  Bi^ 
men,  and  a  number  of  deserters,  wfot 
there  and  begun  quarrelling  and  fight- 
ing; immediately  we    must    intecfRe« 
and  we  went  there.    Why,  I  ask,  did 
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we  go  there  ?  Was  it  for  the  squatters ; 
was  it  to  prerent  the  Natives  getting 
drunk ;  was  it  for  the  route  into  the 
interior,  or  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining our  sea  route  to  India  ?  Let  us 
have  one  good  valid  reasoD,  instead  of 
all  these  hopes  and  rejoicings  that  come 
from  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  which  amount 
to  nothing.  For  my  own  part,  I  am 
sorry  that  I  ever  voted  one  single  shil- 
ling to  be  spent  in  South  Africa.  We 
have  been  told  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Sir 
Kobert  Fowler)  that  we  should  draw 
closer  the  bonds  which  unite  us  with 
our  Colonies.  But  how  ?  By  establish- 
ing a  new  Colony  in  opposition  to  the 
Colony  established  at  tbe  Cape  ?  Does 
anyone  imagine  that  by  such  a  course 
we  shall  draw  the  Cape  Colony  nearer 
to  us?  If  the  Cape  Colony  wants  to 
annex  Bechuanaland,  let  them  do  so  by 
all  means ;  but  why  we  are  called  upon 
year  after  year  to  pay  for  this  absurd, 
idle,  and  I  must  say  wicked  annexation, 
I  cannot  understand. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,210,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
tbe  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1886,  for  certain  Charges  connected 
with  the  Orange  River  Territory,  the  Trans- 
vaal, Zululand,  Bechuanaland,  the  Island  of  St. 
Helena,  and  the  High  Commissioner  for  South 
Africa.'' — {Mr,  Labouehert.) 

Me.  GILES:  Sir,  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  who  assesses  the  value  of 
our  trade  with  the  Oolony  at  something 
like  £2,000,  savours  to  me  very  much 
of  the  doctrine,  '^  Perish  India,  perish 
our  Colonies."  Being  indirectly  con- 
nected with  South  Airica,  I  am  in  a 
position  to  state  that  the  trade  done 
with  the  Colony  is  of  immense  value  to 
us.  When  hon.  Members  talk  of  the 
route  to  India  being  through  Bechuana- 
land, that,  of  course,  is  beside  the  ques- 
tion; but  the  trade  route  into  the  in- 
terior is  through  Bechuanaland,  and 
experience  has  shown  that  the  farther 
we  get  into  the  interior  of  South  Africa 
the  better  is  the  country;  and  if  we 
give  up  that  route,  we  shall,  in  my 
opinion,  sacrifice  one  of  the  greatest 
advantages  of  the  country.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  remember  that  not  long  ag^ 
there  came  from  South  Africa  a  large 
diamond,  a  diamond  so  rich  and  rare 
that  it  required  a  syndicate  to  purchase 


it ;  and  I  have  the  greatest  hope,  from 
my  correspondence  with  the  country  of 
the  successful  development  of  gold  fields. 
Are  we  g^ing  to'throw  away  these  chances 
for  the  pui:pose  of  saving  £68,000? 
With  regard  to  the  liquor  trade,  I  am 
able  to  say  that  this  is  a  most  iniquitous 
traffic,  so  far  as  the  Natives  are  con- 
cerned, and  the  sooner  it  is  stopped  the 
better.  It  is  to  the  interest  of  this 
country  that  we  should  have  the  com- 
mand of  this  route  into  the  interior  as  a 
means  of  improving  our  trade  relations 
with  Central  Africa. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  :  Sir,  I  should  like 
to  know  how  much  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  will  profit  by  the  large  diamond 
which  the  hon.  Member  described  as 
the  fruit  of  this  charge?  I  must  say 
that  the  only  time  when  I  feel  ashamed 
of  the  class  to  which  I  belong  is 
when  I  hear  these  aggressions  justified 
on  the  ground  that  they  bring  money 
into  the  pockets  of  traders.  We  have 
had  one  fallacy  shown  up  to-day;  we 
have  heard  that,  after  all  this  talk  of 
going  to  Egypt  in  order  to  maintain 
the  route  to  India,  we  have  committed 
an  immense  blunder  and  an  immense 
crime.  And  yet.  Sir,  it  is  actually  pro- 
posed that  we  should  take  possession  of 
Bechuanaland  in  order  to  obtain  a  route 
vid  the  Cape  to  India.  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  that  subject ;  but  just  allow 
me  to  point  out  the  absurdity  of 
going  into  these  annexations  in  order 
to  improve  the  trade  of  the  country. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  M*Arthur)  said  just  now 
that  we  had  sent  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  pounds'  worth  of  goods  to  this 
place;  but.  Sir,  we  also  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Baden- 
Powell)  state  thatit  had  cost  £20,000,000 
to  the  country  to  send  that  trade  there. 
If,  then,  we  look  at  the  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  trade,  which  I  think 
never  justifies  war,  we  shall  see  that 
there  has  been  a  great  balance  against 
this  country.  But  I  look  at  this  ques- 
tion in  a  far  more  serious  light.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  when 
speaking  on  this  question  last  year,  gave 
us  a  strong  warning  against  this  con- 
stant process  of  annexation.  I  do  not 
think  he  was  alluding  to  this  particular 
case,  but  to  the  wholesale  way  in  which 
we  annexed  these  places  in  South  Africa; 
and  he  caUed  attention  to  the  fact  that 
these  rejoicings  over  annexations  were 
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always  followed  by  a  cold  fit  aad  dis- 
credit.   And  it  is  very  likely  they  will  be 
so  now.    It  is  not  true  that  this  part 
of  our  Possessions  is  about  the  most 
threatening  and  dangerous  part  of  all  our 
Dominions  ?    It  is  a  different  state  of 
things  in  South  Africa  to  that  which  you 
have  in  any  other  Colonies.   In  our  other 
Colonies  you  have  a  race  of  Natives  who 
disappear  before    the  advancement  of 
civilization.     It  is  to  be  regretted  that 
it  is  so ;  but  that  fact  has  removed  out 
of    your  way  many  dangers  and  ex- 
penses which  those  Colonies  would  other- 
wise have   cost    you.      In  India    you 
have  a  population  very  different.     India 
for  centuries  has  been  conquered  and 
dominated    by    superior    races.      But 
what  have  you  in  South  Africa?    You 
have  there   to  deal  with  two  sorts  of 
populations,  one  Native  and  the  other 
White.     Both    these    populations    are 
vigorous    and   increasing  in  numbers. 
You  have  in  the  Dutch  population  a  race 
as  tenacious,  and  almost  as  pugnacious, 
as  ourselves ;  they  are  more  numerous, 
and  your  difficulties  with  them  are  con- 
stantly liable  to  increase  rather  than 
diminish.     Then,  Sir,  you  have  in  close 
connection   with    this    population,   not 
sickly  Hottentots,  but  a  race  who  have 
themselves  been    conquerors,   and  are 
people   of    a  very  vigorous   character 
indeed ;  so  that  under  our  rule,  instead 
of  dying  out,  they  are  increasing  more 
rapidly  than  we  are,  and  than  when  they 
were  allowed  to  fight  it  out  among  them- 
selves.   Therefore,  you  have  constantly 
increasing  difficulties,  and  you  will  find 
that  as  you  go  farther  on  your  difficulties 
will  not  decrease ;  on  the  contrary,  you 
will  find  that  as  you  advance  more  and 
more  into  South  Africa,  the  tax  on  the 
resources  and  on  the  blood  of  this  country 
in  your  wars  will  constantly  tend  to  in- 
crease. For  these  reasons,  I  cannot  speak 
in  the  tone  of  joyfulness  which  has  been 
so  much  used  this  evening.     I  believe, 
Sir,  that  this  system  constantly  carried 
out  of  making  further  and  further  an- 
nexations will  involve,  as  it  has  already 
done,  great  burdens  on  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country — and,  Sir,  burdens  which  a 
Democracy  will  not  endure ;  and  I  say, 
therefore,  that,  as  a  consequence  of  pur- 
suing this  policy,  you  are  preparing  for 
yourself  a  disgraceful  surrender  of  what 
you  have  acquired  in  times  past. 

Sib  FEEDEEICK  STANLEY:  Sir, 
I  think  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  has 

Mr.  Eathhone 


just  spoken  has  forgotten  that,  with 
gard  to  Bechuanaland,  it  was  not   the 
desire  of  annexation,  but  the  inioleirahle 
condition  of  affairs  which  had  grown  up 
there  in  contravention  of  the  agreemeot 
between  ourselves  and  another  Power — 
a  state  of  filibustering  so  disgraoefol  in 
itself  to  all  the  pledges  we  had  giveii, 
and  so  prejudicial  to  the  future  of  onr 
Colonies  in  South  Africa — that  public 
feeling,  not  confined  in  its  expression  to 
our  side  of  the   House,    dictated  the 
course  which  the  former  Liberal  €K>vertt- 
ment  took  of  sending  the  Expedidoa 
under  Sir   Charles  Warren    to    South 
Africa.     I  am  not  g^ing  to  dispnte  fur- 
ther with  or  follow  the   hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  into 
those  speculative  questions  which  he  has 
put  forward,  because  I  prefer  to  address 
myself  to  the  Vote  actually  before  ns. 
The  question  now  is   a  Vote  for  the 
administration   of   Bechuanaland.    Sir 
Charles  Warren,  as  is  well  known,  mt- 
quired  the  country  without  difficulty  and 
without   bloodshed.    The  qnestion   ii* 
therefore,  are  you  going  to  allow  the 
country  to  relapse  into  the  same  state  tf 
it  was  in  before  ?    Why,  Sir,  the  result 
of  that  will  be  that  you  will  have  to  seed 
out  another  Military  Expedition  to  take 
the  place  of  that  which  is  withdrawn. 
We  thought  it  not  right  to  allow  the 
country,  which  had  been  placed  in  a 
condition  of  tranquillity,  to  relapse  iato 
a  state  of  disorder ;  and  the  only  way  in 
which  that  could  be  insured  was  by 
instituting  an  efficient  police  force  to 
take  the  place,  and  discharge  the  mih- 
tary  force  which  you  withdrew.     I  moA 
say  that  I  think  the  hon.  Membw  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Baden-Powell),  to  whoie 
speech  we  listened  this  evening  with 
pleasure,  will  be  satisfied  with  the  gene- 
ral result  of  the  discussion  which  he  has 
raised,  for  this  has  clearly  come  ool— 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  aoospt 
to  the  fullest  extent  the  view  which  t« 
took  last  year.     They  accept,  as  it  wecv. 
the  continuity  of  principle  on  which  tb« 
territories  in  question  were  to  be  go- 
verned ;  they  accept  this  to  the  fottei: 
extent;  and  I  gather,  from  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Miai>- 
ter  has  told  us,   that  they  have  alft> 
endorsed  the  measures  by  which  w« 
sought  to  carry  out  the  oliject  in  viev. 
An  hon.  Gentleman    behind  me  (Mr. 
Baden-Powell)    has    asked  a  qmeslinr 
which!  am,  perhaps,  better  able  toaBtro 
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tban  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) — 
namely,  as  to  whether,  by  the  acceptance 
of  the  figures  now  given  in  the  Estimate 
of  this  year,  the  Government  would 
commit  the  country  and  the  House  to 
expenditure  for  other  purposes  in  future 
years  ?  Without  going  into  the  actual 
figures  used  by  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson, 
I  think  it  certain  that  a  wise  and  careful 
administration  will  result  in  the  possi- 
bility of  diminishing  the  expenditure 
under  this  Vote  in  connection  with  the 
police,  and  that  it  will  also  result  in  bring- 
ing in  a  contribution  from  the  Colony — 
something  in  the  shape  of  a  capitation 
tax — which  will  very  materially,  or 
should  very  materially,  diminish  the 
amount  of  the  Vote  which  the  House 
would  otherwise  be  asked  for  in  future 
years.  One  of  two  things  the  Committee 
must  do.  Either  we  must  be  prepared 
to  see  the  government  carried  on  effi- 
ciently, under  which  circumstances  a  less 
amount  cannot  be  charged;  or,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  must  be  prepared  to  see 
things  drift  on,  with  the  inevitable  result 
that  in  a  few  years'  time  another  Mili- 
tary Expedition  will  have  to  be  sent  out 
to  occupy  the  ground  we  now  hold.  I 
am  not  in  any  sense  of  the  word  an 
advocate  for  annexation ;  but  when  we 
have  left  to  us  the  alternative  of  allow- 
ing a  country  to  fall  into  a  state  of  dis- 
order, as  Bechuanaland  was  sure  to  have 
done  if  we  had  withdrawn  and  had  not 
sent  out  a  Military  Expedition,  or  doing 
what  we  have  done,  I  think  we  have 
been  right  in  accepting  the  responsi- 
bilities that  circumstances  have  thrown 
upon  us.  I  think  we  are  justified  in 
endeavouring  to  establish  as  efficient  a 
Government  as  we  can,  never  leaving 
out  of  sight  the  responsibilities  we  have 
incurred  among  the  Natives.  I  think  it 
will  be  found,  when  the  Papers  are  pre- 
sented, that  from  the  earliest  time  the 
Home  Government  have  pressed  upon 
Sir  Hercules  Bobinson,  the  High  Com- 
missioner, the  importance  of  securing  to 
the  Natives,  as  far  as  possible,  ample 
garden  grounds  and  means  of  subsist- 
ence. I  believe  that  the  very  case  that 
was  cited,  where  the  garden  grounds 
were,  in  the  first  instance,  intended  to 
be  occupied  otherwise,  that  the  High 
Commissioner — so  far  as  my  memory 
serves  me — was  instructed  to  make  other 
arrangements,  and  to  endeavour,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  carry  out  in  its  utmost  | 


spirit  the  assurance  that  he  had  given 
that  the  Natives  should  have  these 
grounds.  Before  this  House  it  is  not 
necessary  to  enter  into  a  long  discussion 
of  African  policy.  I  would  only  say  what 
J  ventured  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  urge  upon  hon.  Members  last 
year ;  and  that  is  that  in  these  matters 
there  should  be  that  continuity  which 
has  been  advocated  both  on  the  one  side 
of  the  House  and  the  other.  I  am  sure 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  money  which 
has  been  spent  in  South  Africa,  and 
much  of  the  precious  blood  which  has 
been  shed  there,  would  have  been  saved 
if  from  the  first  this  country  had  pur- 
sued a  definite  and  continuous  policy  in 
this  part  of  the  world.  The  assumption, 
which  I  think  is  granted  on  all  sides, 
that  our  maintenance  of  a  route  by  the 
Cape  is  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
Empire,  in  itself  entails,  by  a  chain  of 
reasoning  not  very  difficult  to  follow, 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  our  rights 
and  our  duties  in  the  South  African 
Colonies  taken  as  a  whole.  We  can  never 
lay  down — I  do  not  think  it  possible  to 
lay  down — any  detailed  or  hard-and- 
fast  line  in  this  matter ;  but  I  think  the 
House  can  avoid  errors  in  the  future  in 
this  respect.  It  can  avoid  saying  that 
we  intend  to  assume  the  government  of 
a  country,  or  of  a  particular  district, 
and  the  next  moment  being  prepared  to 
hand  that  country  or  district  over  it 
matters  not  to  whom.  In  that  respect 
it  seems  to  me  the  experience  of  many 
bitter  lessons  has  brought  home  to 
this  coimtry  the  necessity  of  abstaining 
from  vacillation,  and  the  necessity  for 
keeping  up  continuity  in  such  matters  ; 
and  I  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Division  of 
Liverpool  TMr.  Baden-Powell),  though 
he  made  other  remarks  that  the  Com- 
mittee listened  to  with  great  pleasure, 
if  he  had  done  no  more  than  draw  out 
from  the  Government  the  statement 
we  have  heard  of  their  views  as  to  the 
policy  which  should  be  pursued  in 
South  Africa  in  the  future,  would  have 
had  reason  to  congratulate  himself  on 
the  effect  of  his  first  speech  in  this 
House.  I  can  only  say  that  I  can  en- 
tirely support  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  that  this 
Vote  is  in  entire  conformity  with  the 
interests  of  this  country  in  this  matter, 
and  that  the  detaib  have  been  looked 
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into  with  every  desire  to  promote  pro- 
per economy.  I  trust  the  Oommittee 
will  now  pass  the  Vote. 

Db.  CLAEK  :  I  am  sorry  to  have  to 
take    up  the  time    of   the  Committee 
further  on  this  subject ;  but  there  is  one 
standpoint  from  which  this  subject  has 
not  yet  been  viewed.    There  is  one  fact 
which  will  affect  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  I  should  like  to 
bring  it  before  the  Committee.  It  is  that 
all  hon.  G-entlemen  ask  for  they  could 
have  got  without  spending  a  single  penny 
of  Imperial  funds.     My  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Cape  Colony  and  his 
Government  offered  to  take  over  Be- 
cbuanaland,  and  to  put   down  all  the 
anarchy — in  fact,  to  annex  the  territory 
to  Cape  Colony — and  to  do  it  at  the  ex- 
pense of   that  Colony.     But,  for  some 
reason  or  other,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment refused  to  accept  this  very  good 
offer,  and  the  result  has  been  that  we 
have  already  spent  £1,000,000  in  our 
operations  in  order  to  give  these  fili- 
busters a  start ;  and  now  we  are  asked 
to  spend    £69,000    more    to    aid  this 
new  Crown  Colony  which  we  did  not 
want,  which  can  be  of  no  earthly  use 
to  us,   and  which  by-and-bye  will  in- 
evitably be  annexed  to  the  Cape.     I  pro- 
test against  spending  these  enormous 
sums  upon  a  district  in  which  there  are 
not  5,000  White  men.    We  are  spend- 
ing £100,000  upon  the  place  this  year, 
which  literally  means  giving  these  people 
£20  a-head.       We  are  assisting  men 
whose  farms,  two  years  ago,  were  not 
worth  £1,000  apiece,   though  now,  in 
consequence    of    what  we  have  done, 
they  will  be  worth  at  least  £2,000  or 
£3,000.     Why  should  we  not  place  a  tax 
at  once  upon  the  owners  of  these  valuable 
farms ;   why  not  impose  one  also  upon 
the  Natives  ?   These  people  are  well  off; 
they  can  find  good  work  in  the  diamond 
fields  and  elsewhere,   and    have  good 
markets  for  their  produce.   Why  should 
we  not  make  them  pay  ?    If  the  Colony 
requires  money,  I  should  not  object  to 
giving  them  a  loan — even  to  these  fili- 
busters, deserters  from  Her  Majesty's 
Forces,  murderers  and  rufiB.ans,  as  they 
have  been  designated;   but,  certainly, 
seeing     that    we    have     given    them 
£1,000,000   already,  I  do  not  think  it 
wise  to  go  on  throwing  money  away  in 
the  reckless  manner  now  proposed,  in 
order  to  maintain  a  Colony  which,  as  I 
say,  in  the  long  run,  will  have  to  be 

Sir  Frederick  Stanley 


handed  over  to  the  Cape.     In  the  last 
Blue  Book  it  is  dearly  laid  down  thai 
we   have  absolutely    been  asking   tke 
Cape    to    take     over     this     tenitorT. 
and  stating   that  we  do  not  intend  to 
keep  it  as  a  Crown  Colony  any  more 
than  we  intended  to  keep  GFriquaLuuL 
We  might  have  kept  Qriqualand,   be- 
cause it  is  a  valuable  possession,  oa 
account  of  its  diamond  fields ;  but  tbcre 
are  no  diamonds  in  Beohuanaland.    Tb« 
hon.   Member   for    Northampton   ^Mr. 
Labouohere)  is  said  to  be  wrong  in  his 
history ;  but  I  maintain  that  he  is  per- 
fectly accurate.     The  district   the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  was  as  much  a  dis- 
trict of   the  Transvaal  as  Kent  is  i 
portion  of  England.     No  doabt,  wh«B 
we  contemplated  taking  over  Griqas- 
land,  we  might  have  taken   over  Be- 
chuanaland  at  the  same  time ;  bat  wt 
evidently  did  not  think  it  worth  aama- 
ing.     Again,   when  we  took  over  the 
Transvaal,  in  1877,  we  took  over  Bs- 
chuanaland    as    a    portion    of  it — oar 
Administrator  took  it  over  as  a  poitios 
of  the  Transvaal,  and  appointed  officials 
and  magistrates  to  that  section  of  th« 
Transvaal.     When  we  gave  the  Trans- 
vaal back  to  the  Boers,  Bechoanalaa^ 
was  out  away  from  the  Transvaal,  and 
a  period  of  anarchy  ensued ;  these  two 
Eepublics  were  formed  after  a  long  in- 
tertribal war ;  and  it  was  agreed  to  gire 
the  Chiefs  and  their  White  followers  sH 
the  land  each  had  possession  of  in  th« 
territory  and  to  stand  by  certain  Treaties 
that  were  made.  [**  No,  no  !  "1  An  boa. 
Member  says   ''No,  no!"    The  only 
question  in  dispute,  so  far  as  I  can  iee» 
between  the  Cape   Ministry  and   Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  was  about  Moat^ 
sioa's  farm.     Perhaps  hon.  Gentlemefl 
are  not  aware  that  Montsioa  was  wst 
there  by  the  Boers,    Before  the  Booc 
acquired  the  territory  Montsioa  was  in 
the  Free  State,  and  he  was  taken  to  thi» 
new  acquisition.  The  only  qneetiun  was 
whether    a   certain   portion    of   Isixi, 
not    worth    £5,000,    should    be  giTsa 
back    to    Montsios,    or  whether   that 
part  should  remain,  as  by  Treaty,  is 
the    possession    of    the    rival    Chitf. 
his  opponent,  and  that  ChieTs  White 
followers.     Of  all  these  Native  Cbiefs. 
Montsioa  is  the  one  that  has  least  cUib 
upon  us.    He  is  the  most  barbarous  aad 
the  most  cruel  of  all  these  people.  I  an 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.    Oealkma 
the  President  of  the  Local  QovcmiMat 
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Board  (Mr.  Ohamberlain)  is  not  pre- 
sent, because  two  years  ago  he  gave  the 
House  an  account  of  this  old  ruffian. 
He  described  to  the  House  how  Mont- 
sioa  had  made  a  night  attack  upon  a 
yillaffe  belonging  to  a  Ohief,  his  own 
equal ;  how  be  had  burned  the  village, 
and  skinned  the  men  and  women,  and 
out  out  their  hearts.  ["Oh,  ohl'H 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
the  story,  and  it  was  this  savage  who 
did  these  things  that  we  have  spent 
£1,000,000  to  protect,  and  for  whose 
sake  we  now  wish  to  spend  £100,000  in 
order  to  protect  him,  and  to  prevent 
land  which  is  scarcely  worth  anything 
from  being  taken  from  him.  Messrs. 
Upington  and  Sprigg  offered  to  take 
over  Stellaland ;  but  we  refased  the 
offer,  and  are  content  to  pay  money  in 
connection  with  Stellaland  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  bandits  who  are  there — 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  all  the  bloody 
raids  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much. 
It  is  hardly  likely  that  we  shall  keep 
Bechuanaland  a  moment  longer  than  we 
can  help  it.  In  fact,  in  course  of  time 
the  population  will  want  to  be  annexed 
to  the  Gape,  as  that  of  Oriqualand  has 
already  done.  I  object,  on  the  part  of 
the  ratepayers  of  this  country,  to  hand- 
ing over  to  these  comparatively  rich  men 
in  South  Africa  any  more  of  the  public 
funds.  We  have  already  given  them 
£20,000,000,  and  the  return  they  have 
made  us  has  been  to  put  heavy  taxes 
upon  our  goods  to  keep  them  out  as 
the  other  Colonies  have  done.  No 
country  in  the  world  has  ever  behaved 
so  generously  to  its  Oolonies  as  we  have 
done,  and  I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
no  Colonies  undert  he  sun  have  ever  be- 
haved so  badly  to  the  Mother  Country 
as  ours  have  behaved  to  us.  Give  them 
this  money  as  a  loan  if  you  like ;  but  to 
give  £20  a-head  as  a  free  gift  to  all  the 
bandits  in  Bechuanaland  is  a  proposi- 
tion to  which  I  emphatically  objeot. 

Me.  WODEHOUSE:  I  should  not 
have  risen  to  take  part  in  this  debate 
had  it  not  been  for  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down.  The  hon.  Member,  who  ap« 
parently  entertains  a  great  dishke  for 
bandits  and  ruffians,  holds  the  position 
—  unless  I  am  much  mistaken  —  of 
Consul  General  to  the  Transvaal  Be- 
publio.  He  may  be  regarded,  there- 
fore, as  holding  a  brief  for  that  Be- 
public.    Being  in  a  certain  sense  its 
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to  its  very  centre.  I  muBt  apologize  to 
the  Oommittee  for  detaining  it  by  these 
few  obserrations  which  have  been  drawn 
from  me  by  the  interrention  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Dr.  Clark).  I  heard  with  the 
greatest  satisfaction  that  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  intend  to  pay  re- 
gard to  continuity  of  policy.  If  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  so,  I  hope  the  Qoyem- 
ment  will  carefully  forebear  from  raising 
at  the  present  moment  the  question  of 
the  transfer  'of  this  Crown  Colony  and 
Protectorate  to  the  Cape  Colony.  De- 
clarations made  by  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, either  in  Parliament  or  in  de- 
spatches—declarations of  their  ultimate 
intention  or  present  desire  to  efifect  this 
transfer  will  travel  far  ajid  wide  through 
South  Africa,  perplexing  and  disquieting 
all  the  Natives.  Eendered  uneasy  and 
omcertain  of  their  future  by  such  decla- 
rations, tiie  Native  Chiefs  will  become 
suspicious  and  hard  to  manage,  and  all 
the  difficulties  of  administering  this  Pro- 
tectorate will  be  aggravated  ten-fold.  A 
peaceful,  settled,  and  prosperous  terri- 
tory the  Colonial  Government  may  some 
day  take  over ;  but  a  restless,  disturbed, 
and,  therefore,  impoverished  Protecto- 
rate, no  Colonial  Government  will  ever 
consent  to  take  over,  except  on  terms 
which  are  certain  to  be  inadmissible  by 
the  Imperial  Government — such  terms, 
for  example,  as  were  offered  by  the 
Cape  Ministry  to  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  and  properly 
vejected  by  him.  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  pass  this  Vote  by  a  large  and  decisive 
majority. 

Mb.  BETHELL  :  I  should  be  sorry  to 
sit  in  my  place  and  hear  the  character 
of  a  man  whom  I  know  to  be  brave,  and 
whom  I  believe  to  be  honest,  aspersed 
as  a  coward  and  cruel  tyrant,  without 
saying  a  word  in  his  defence.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Dr.  Clark)  de- 
nounced in  this  way  one  whom  I  know 
personally  myself  from  having  had  con- 
siderable communication  with  him. 
Though  it  may  be  said  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  took  a  partial  view  of  the 
question  owing  to  the  fact  of  his  repre- 
senting the  Transvaal  in  the  capacity  of 
Consul  General,  it  may  be  said  that  I 
take  a  partial  view  of  my  side  of  the 
question  from  the  relationship  that 
events  have  established  between  the 
man  of  whom  he  spoke  and  myself.  But 
there  is  this  difference  between  us.  I 
have  been  to  the  Cape,  and  have  made 
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it  my  business  to  inquire  as  doseiy 
possible  into  the  character  of  thii 
Montsioa.    I  did  that ;  and  I  can  abmy- 
lutely  say  that  of  all  the  Chiefs  in  Sooth 
Africa  tnis  man,   Montsioa,  bears   mi* 
questionably    the   highest  and    pnrest 
character.    I  venture  to  say  that  this 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  a  man  in 
his  position.    I  cannot  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  correct  in  the  acoomt 
he  gave  of  the  history  of  the  annexatkn 
of  Bechuanaland  to  the  TransvaaL    I 
cannot  admit  that   Bechuanaland  wu 
a  Province  of  the  Transvaal  in  the  sense 
in  which    a    Province    is    nnderstood. 
Bechuanaland  was  a  Province  of  the 
Transvaal  only  in  the  sense  that  any 
other  part  of  Africa  was  a  Province, 
where  no  boundaries  had  been  placed  to 
the  Transvaal.    No  boundary  bad  beea 
placed  round  the  territory ;  but  as  sooa 
as  we  formulated  a  policy  witb  regard 
to  that  part  of  South  Africa  we  bad 
to  place  a  limit  to  the  Transraal,  aad 
in  describing  that  limit  we  put  Beeha- 
analand  outside  of  it  altogether.    The 
hon.  Member  for    Northampton    (Mr. 
Labouchere)  said  that  there  had  never 
been  a  clear  and  distinct  policy  in  Soatk 
Africa.     I  am  very  much  of  the  boa. 
Member's  opinion,    that  we  bave  not 
regiilarly  pursued  a  dear  and  disdnet 
policy  there ;  but  I  do  maintain  that  lor 
years  and  years,  almost  ever  since  cir- 
cumstances brought  us  into  South  Airi^^ 
there  have  been  two  distinct  and  dear 
lines  of   policy  open,  which  we  wert 
compelled,  whether  we  liked  it  or  nol» 
to  pursue.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  inm. 
time  to  time  the  lines  of  these  pariicalar 
policies  have  been  placed  on  <me  side. 
The  Government  from  time  to  ttme,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  have  neglected-  to  eany 
out  their  self-undertaken  dnties.     Sir, 
these  two  lines  were  policies  wbieby  I 
venture  to  think,  on  the  whole,  are  es- 
sentially in  accord  with  the  pobtieal 
sentiments  of  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.     One  of  tbe»» 
is  the  protection  of  Natives  from  atta^ ; 
and  I  would  venture  to  point  oat  to  the 
Committee    that  this  was  exactly  lbs 
same  principle,  only  in  a  much  wan 
accentuated  form,  which  the  right  baa. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  laid  down 
with  regard  to  the  protection  of  naliooa- 
lities  struggling  for  freedom  in  £iirope. 
It  is  but  a  few  years  since  the  PrioM 
Minister  stirred  up  what  I  may  call  the 
humanitarian  enthusiasm  of  RngUad  lor 
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a  race  to  whom  we  are  bound  by  no  par- 
ticular ties.  Now,  it  is  the  very  same 
thing  in  relation  to  these  tribes  in  South 
Africa,  except  that  we  had  given  certain 
distinct  undertakings  in  regard  to  them. 
We  had  entered  into  agreements  which 
we  were  compelled  to  carry  out.  We 
were  compelled  to  carry  out  our  under- 
takings from  the  fact  of  the  impossi- 
bility of  assimilating  the  two  European 
races  in  Africa — namely,  the  Dutch  and 
the  English.  It  was  impossible  for  us, 
as  the  ruling  Power  in  Africa,  to  admit 
the  practical  slavery  which  existed 
under  the  Dutch.  We  were  compelled 
to  put  that  down ;  and  that  is  the  reason 
why,  whatever  policy  was  pursued  from 
time  to  time,  we  were  bound  to  draw  a 
distinct  line  requiring  us  to  protect  the 
Natives  from  the  unjust  assaults  of  what 
I  may  call  the  overflow  rascality  of  the 
Transvaal.  There  is  no  doubt  that  for 
a  certain  number  of  years  this  policy 
was  neglected;  but  the  Bechuanaland 
Expedition  was  simply  a  vindication  of 
our  original  line  of  policy.  This  sum 
of  money  now  being  discussed  is  simply 
the  natural  result  and  necessary  sequel 
of  the  Bechuanaland  Expedition.  It  is 
impossible  to  dissociate  the  one  from  the 
other ;  and  I  venture  to  think  that  if 
hon.  Qentlemen  will  consider  with  some 
care  the  rather  unusual  and  extraordi- 
nary position  of  Bechuanaland  at  the 
time  we  took  it  over  they  will  be  dis- 
posed to  accept  this  Vote.  The  Vote,  it 
is  true,  is  a  large  one ;  but  we  must 
consider  it  in  relation  to  the  characteris- 
tics of  the  country  we  undertook  to 
govern.  Q-enerally  when  we  speak  of 
a  Protectorate  we  mean  a  case  in  which 
we  undertake  to  look  after  the  Native 
Tribes  in  a  country  where  there  is  no 
internal  administration;  but  here  in 
Bechuanaland,  not  only  were  there 
Native  Tribes,  but  also  a  so-called  Ee- 
publican  Government  —  a  Republican 
Government,  I  beg  the  Committee  to 
remember — which  came  into  existence 
simply  through  our  own  neglect.  We 
were  compelled  to  accept  that  Govern- 
ment, and  take  over  its  responsibilities ; 
and  it  is  now  impossible  for  us  to  leave 
this  country  without  seeing  a  proper 
and  firm  Government  established  there. 
Very  much  has  been  said  to-night  about 
trade  advantages  and  so  forth ;  and 
I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  that 
that  is,  after  all,  a  very  distinct  second 
line  of  policy  which  keeps  us  in  that 


part  of  Africa.  The  Prime  Minister, 
speaking  the  other  night  with  regard  to 
Burmah,  said  that  no  person  of  any 
weight  or  intellect  would  ever  for  a  mo- 
ment advance  the  doctrine  of  making 
war  for  the  sake  of  commerce ;  and  I  am 
only  sorry  he  did  not  advance  that  prin- 
ciple beyond  those  who  have  weight  and 
intellect,  because  I  do  not  think  anyone 
would  support  that  -doctrine.  Never- 
theless, I  do  think  it  is  right  that  our 
countrymen  who  go  as  pioneers  of  civili- 
zation, and  open  up  new  routes  and  ex- 
plore new  countries,  should  have  their 
rights  respected  and  protected  by  the 
strength  of  the  Empire.  When  we  hear 
hon.  Members  say,  as  sometimes  we  do 
from  the  Benches  opposite,  that  we 
ought  not  in  any  instance  to  support 
these  semi-commercial  wars,  I  am  sur- 
prised, and  very  much  surprised,  because 
these  are  Gentlemen  who  arrogate  to 
themselves  the  position  of  defenders  of 
the  working  classes.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  in  one  sense  they  are — in 
this  sense — that  they  are  like  those  who 
put  their  money  in  a  box  and  bury  it  in 
the  ground  instead  of  putting  it  out  at 
interest.  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  this  money  we  are  asked  to  vote  is 
a  tax  that,  in  all  human  probability, 
will  be  returned  very  many  times  by  in- 
creased trade  with  the  enormous  centre 
of  Africa.  Perhaps  I  may  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  Hquor  traffic, 
about  which  so  much  has  been  said  to- 
night. It  so  happens  it  is  rather  an 
honourable  feature  in  the  character  of 
Montsioa,  and  of  some  other  Chiefs, 
that  on  no  conditions  will  they  allow 
the  liquor  traffic  to  come  into  their 
country.  That  I  think  is  a  very  satis- 
factory state  of  things.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  (Mr.  Baden-Powell), 
expressed  his  fear  that  the  garden  plots 
about  Mapehing  were  being  appro- 
priated, and  that  the  Qt)vernment  were 
not  taking  sufficient  precautions  to  guard 
against  this  being  done.  In  the  aavices 
I  have  got  recently  from  a  correspondent 
out  in  Bechuanaland  there  is  not  a  single 
word  that  in  any  way  confirmed  that 
report,  and  I  cannot  conceive  how  it  is 
possible  the  report  can  be  true,  because 
one  of  the  very  objects  of  the  recent 
Expenditure  was  the  restoration  of  the 
garden  grounds.  I  apologize  to  the 
Committee  for  having  detained  them  so 
long ;  my  excuse  is  that,  having  recently 
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been  in  South  Africa,  I  take  a  keen  in- 
terest in  the  affaira  of  the  country. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  85  ; 
Noes  229:  Majority  144.— (Div.  List, 
No.  13.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
wish  to  raise  a  point  of  Order  in  connec- 
tion with  the  division  just  taken.  I 
should  like  to  have  your  ruling  as  to  the 
closing  of  the  door  when  a  division  is 
called.  On  the  occasion  of  the  last  di- 
vision the  door  was  shut,  or  rather  the 
officer  endeavoured  to  shut  the  door, 
when  hon.  Members  were  pressing  in. 
I  succeeded  in  struggling  through — it 
was  a  short  struggle,  but  a  rather  fierce 
one.  I  should  like  to  know  what  is  the 
Bule  in  the  matter.  My  impression  of 
the  old  Rule  is  that  the  door  should  not 
be  shut  while  there  is  a  Member  in 
sight. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  :  As  far  as  my  recol- 
lection goes— and  it  goes  a  long  way 
back — the  Bule  is  that  as  long  as  any- 
body is  in  sight  the  door  shall  not  be 
dosed.  I  was  engaged  in  writing  a 
letter  when  the  division  bell  rang  a  few 
minutes  ago ;  and  I,  like  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Nolan),  ex- 
perienced some  difficulty  in  getting  in 
the  House. 

Tub  chairman  :  I  apprehend  it  is 
the  duty  of  hon.  Members  to  attend  the 
Committee;  but  when  a  division  is 
called  a  few  minutes  are  allowed  to  en- 
able hon.  Members  to  take  their  places. 
The  door  is  not  usually  shut  while  hon. 
Members  are  coming  in ;  but  a  limit 
must  be  put  to  the  time  the  Committee 
is  waiting,  otherwise  the  general  body 
of  Members  will  be  put  to  great  invon- 
venience. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ayreed  to. 

ARMY   (SUPPLEMENTARY   ESTI- 
MATES, 1886-6). 

(3.)  £  1 00,  Warlike  Stores  and  Works. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
amount  expended  in  the  year  1883-4  in 
this  Vote  was  £1,429,000.  The  Esti- 
mate for  1884-5  was  £1,619,000,  less 
£356,500  appropriation  in  aid,  leaving 
a  total  of  £1,262,500.  Now,  Sir,  in 
that  year  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
was  brought  in  just  as  a  Supplementary 
Estimate    is   brought   in  now.      The 
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amount  was  £370,000;  but  the  Esti- 
mate was  very  different  from  the  pre- 
sent Estimate  in  point  of  form.  Hon. 
Members  may  possibly  remember  that 
in  the  ordinary  Estimate  for  the  Works 
and  Stores  Vote  there  is  a  very  large 
and    detailed    statement   showing  the 

roific  appropriations  of  money,  and 
t  it  has  been  customary,  when  large 
Supplementary  Votes  are  asked  for  in 
connection  with  such  services  as  these, 
to  furnish  to  the  House  some  detailed 
information  corresponding  with  the  de- 
tailed statement  wluch  is  set  forth  in  the 
ordinary  Estimate.  In  the  year  1 884-5, 
when  an  Estimate  like  this  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Committee,  the  sum  waa 
set  forth  in  detail  under  as  many  as  1 3 
different  headings.  In  the  present  case 
there  is  absolutely  nothing  of  the  kind. 
We  have  lumped  together  under  Vote 
12  sums  amounting  to  £190,000,  and 
underVoteld  sums  amounting to£74, 158, 
a  totol  of  £264 , 1 58.  There  is  deducted 
more  than  £250,000,  which  is  put  down 
as  appropriations  in  aid  from  Vote  12. 
I  defy  anybody  to  make  out  from  this 
Paper  what  are  the  services  in  connec- 
tion with  which  this  very  large  expen- 
diture of  money  is  to  take  place.  In  the 
Estimates  for  last  year  wo  had  the  total 
sum  of  £258,600  put  down  for  storee ; 
but  from  that  there  was  deducted  the  som 
of  £559, 1 82  on  account  of  what  are  called 
appropriations  in  aid.  That  smaller 
sum  was  principally  made  up  in  this 
way — Value  of  stores  on  repayment, 
£433,000  ;  proceeds  of  sale  of  old  stores 
and  material,  £115,000.  As  I  say,  in 
this  Supplementaiy  Estimate  we  have 
absolutely  nothing  to  show  in  what  par- 
ticular Department  of  the  public  expen- 
diture it  is  necessary  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment for  further  money.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  when  the  War  Office  wants  a 
sum  of  over  £250,000,  they  are  able  so  to 
juggle  their  figures  that  they  ^pear  to 
come  to  the  House  lor  the  sum  of  £100, 
while  in  reality  they  want  £264,000 
over  and  above  that  for  which  it  is  not 
necessary  they  should  submit  any  dis- 
tinct Vote  at  all.  The  reason  of  this 
is  that  as  the  Army  Estimates  are  now 
presented  and  prepared  there  is  given 
to  this  large  spending  Department^  the 
War  Office,  power  to  raise  funds  on  its 
own  account  by  getting  rid  of  paUio 
stores.  The  stores  which  they  got 
rid  of,  or  intended  to  get  rid  of, 
dniing  the  financial  year  we  sot  dowa 
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at  £115,000.  Now,  the  getting  rid  of 
old  stores  to  the  tune  of  £115,000  in 
one  year  is  a  very  considerable  transfer 
of  property,  probably  to  the  loss  of  the 
puoHo.  But  instead  of  limiting  them- 
selves to  that  very  liberal  allowance, 
the  War  Office,  for  reasons  which  it  does 
not  set  forth  in  this  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate, take  a  further  sum  of  £264,000. 
I  think  the  Committee  will  agree  with 
me  that  it  is  necessary  the  Government 
should,  in  the  first  instance,  give  some 
explanation  of  the  reason  why  they  have 
thought  lit  to  draw  up  this  particular 
Supplementary  Estimate  in  the  very  ob- 
scure form  in  which  it  is  brought  up, 
without  the  least  indication  of  the  par- 
tictdar  direction  in  which  this  extra 
money  is  to  be  spent  in  connection  with 
stores;  and,  in  the  second  place,  that 
they  should  explain  to  the  Committee 
how  it  is  that  they  are  able  to  raise  so 
very  large  a  sum  as  upwards  of  £250,000 
to  appropriate  in  aid  of  this  Vote,  espe- 
cially when  they  have  already  taken  a 
third  of  a  million,  as  shown  in  the  ori- 
ginal Estimate.  They  have  got  now 
£359,000  to  appropriate  ;  and  if  to  that 
you  add  £264,000,  you  get  the  enormous 
sum  of  £623,000  on  this  one  Army  Vote, 
which  the  Government  are  able  to  pro- 
cure apparently  by  getting  rid  of  stores. 
It  is  the  old  battle  that  was  fought  over 
and  over  again,  not  only  in  this  Com- 
mittee, but  in  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, and  by  many  of  the  best  finan- 
ciers connected  with  the  House,  when 
they  insisted  that  there  should  be  some- 
thing like  a  check  placed  on  the  War 
Office  in  respect  to  its  stores.  Now,  Sir, 
I  know  that  under  this  Vote  it  may  be 
said  that  the  Navy  has  drawn  a  great 
deal  more  stores,  more  armaments,  from 
the  Military  Service  than  is  usual ;  but 
whether  the  Navy  has  drawn  much  or 
little,  what  I  contend  for  is  that  the  Esti- 
mate submitted  to  the  Committee  ought 
to  show  how  much  the  Navy  does  so  draw. 
And  on  this  point  I  beg  to  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General,  in  his  Eeport  on  this 
very  Vote  last  year,  pointed  out  that  the 
Appropriation  Account  did  not  afford  in- 
formation relative  to  the  stores  supplied 
to  the  Navy  in  that  financial  year  which 
was  desired  by  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  in  1880,  and  referred  to 
again  in  the  56th  paragaph  of  the  Ke- 

Sort  of  that  Committee  in  1 884.     Then, 
ir,   the    Public  Accounts   Committee 
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themselves  reported  in  reference  to  this 
Vote— 

"  They  are  strongly  impressed  with  the  ad- 
vantage of  an  audit  independent  of  and  outside 
of  the  Department,  however  careful  and  exact 
the  Departmental  audit  may  be.  They  consider 
that,  in  the  public  interest,  more  evidence 
should  be  afforded  that  the  quantities  and 
value  of  the  Army  and  Nary  stores  are  amply 
maintained  from  year  to  year,  and  that  for  this 
purpose  a  complete  stock-taking  should  be 
undertaken.'* 

Now,  no  such  thing  as  a  proper  stock- 
taking has  been  undertaken  by  the  War 
Office,  and  the  consequence  is  that  they 
are  able  to  get  rid  of  Army  stores  to  a 
very  large  extent,  as  may  be  seen  by 
reference  to  these  apj>ropriations  in  aid 
of  the  Store  Vote  year  after  year.  Be- 
fore the  Committee  accedes  to  the  pre- 
sent demand,  I  ask  the  Government  to 
explain,  first  of  all,  what  are  the  extra 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  Stores 
Vote — Vote  12 — which  we  now  have  be- 
fore us,  and  what  are  the  sources  from 
whence  they  have  drawn  this  extra  sum 
of  £264,000,  described  as  an  appropria- 
tion in  aid. 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAE  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannebman)  : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  anticipated  by 
his  rising  the  explanation  of  this  Vote 
which  I  had  intended  to  make.  I  can 
easily  understand  that,  without  explana- 
tion, the  Vote  may  be  somewhat  mis- 
leading. There  is  nothing  in  it,  how- 
ever, connected  with  the  sale  of  old 
stores,  or  with  the  Navy.  The  fact  is 
this,  that  a  larger  amount  of  repayment 
services  than  were  calculated  upon  have 
arisen  in  the  course  of  the  year.  De- 
mands have  been  made  by  India  and 
the  Colonies  for  supplies  of  stores  to  an 
extent  greater  than  was  anticipated  last 
spring.  The  Committee  will  easily  see 
it  is  difficult  to  anticipate  exactly  how 
large  such  demands  may  be.  In  this 
year  they  have  greatly  exceeded  both 
the  repayments  from  the  Colonies,  and 
also  the  demands  made  by  them,  for  the 
manufacture  of  stores  has  exceeded 
the  calculations  formed.  The  result  has 
been  that  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ment has  been  put  to  the  expense  of 
£190,000,  shown  in  the  first  column, 
for  the  production  of  stores  demanded 
on  repayment  by  India  and  the  Colonies. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  have  received 
larger  appropriations  in  aid  of  that  ex- 
penditure. The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  knows  very  well  that  we 
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are  allowed  to  take  to  the  credit  of  a 
Vote  any  receipts  which  we  expect  to 
receive  during  the  year.  It  is  really 
only  in  order  to  bring  the  matter  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  House  of  Commons 
that  we  have  brought  this  Vote  forward ; 
and  the  only  way  in  which  we  can  do  so 
is  by  asking  for  this  small  Vote  of  £100. 
The  nature  of  these  services  is  explained 
on  the  other  side  of  the  page  in  the  Esti- 
mates. The  hon.  Member  complains 
that  the  Vote  does  not  explain  itself; 
but  I  would  call  his  attention  to  the 
note  at  the  end,  which  thoroughly  ex- 
plains the  matter.  I  need  hardly  say 
that  the  present  Government  is  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  Vote ;  but  I  believe  it 
to  be  perfectly  regular. 

General  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
said,  that  he  was  one  of  the  earliest  pro- 
posers of  crediting  Votes  of  money  to 
oe  expended  with  the  receipts  derived 
from  the  respective  Votes.  He  might  be 
justified  in  saying  that  he  had  been  in 
communication  with  the  Treasury,  and 
he  had  received  a  distinct  assurance 
that  the  greatest  caution  would  be  exer- 
cised in  preventing  abuses  in  the  man- 
ner of  usine  these  receipts ;  but,  in  this 
case  now  oefore  the  Oommittee,  the 
very  abuse  which  he  feared  was  perpe- 
trated. Here  they  had  two  Votes  lumped 
up,  and  the  receipts  from  one  made  to 
apply  to  both.  It  was  obvious,  how- 
ever, that  instead  of  £100  being  asked 
for  in  this  Vote,  the  real  amount  de- 
manded was  £74,000,  and  the  whole  sum 
needed  to  meet  the  expenditure  on  Vote 
1 3  and  the  sum  for  Vote  1 2.  He  wished 
to  protest  against  this  mode  of  voting 
the  Supplies  of  the  country,  and  he  earn- 
estly hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would  press 
his  objection  to  a  division. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT:  I 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campboll- 
Bannerman)  has  given  us  a  fair  indica- 
tion of  the  nature  of  the  Vote  before 
118.  I  quite  understand  that  £195,000 
was  estimated  for  stores  that  might  have 
been  required  for  India  and  the  Colo- 
nies, and  that  £264,000  is  in  excess  of 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  expected  to  receive.  I  am,  there- 
fore, quite  satisfied  with  the  explana- 
tion; but  the  question  which  I  wish  par- 
ticularly to  raise  to-night  is  a  question 
which  more  intimately  affects  the  late 
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Secretary  of  State,  orhisFredecefl8or(the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  and  relates  to 
the  purchase  of  the  Small  Arms  Factonr 
at  Sparkbrook,  near  Birmingham,  which 
I  believe  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
made,  and  I  believe  he  made  an  ex- 
ceptionally good  bargain  for  the  coun- 
try ;  for  I  understand  the  original  cost 
of  the  factory  was  £175,619,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  purchased  it  for 
£50,000.     But,    having   bought  these 
premises,  I  should  like  to  know  what 
use  is  the  Government  going  to  make 
of  them  ?    We  want  to  know  whether 
they  are  g^ing  to  make  a  central  arsenal 
of  them  ?    I  oelieve  that  Sparkbrook  is 
within  about  two  miles  of  iBirmingham, 
and  is  situated  upon  a  canal,  so  that  it 
would  be  a  very  good  place  for  a  central 
arsenal.    I  believe  that  all  our  small 
arms  could  be  made  there,  if  they  will  re- 
move the  Enfield  Factory  to  Sparkbrook. 
I  think  that  about  20  to  30  per  cent 
might  be  saved  in  the  manufacture  of 
small  arms  if  the  Enfield  Factory  were 
removed  to  Sparkbrook.    I  have  always 
beenoneof  those  who  have  contended  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  central  arsenal  as 
well  as  a  central  place  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  small  arms ;  and  I  think  this  is  a 
convenient  opportunity  for  establishing 
one.    I  hope  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
will  tell  us  what  is  to  be  done  in  the 
matter.     I  believe  my  right  hon.  Friend 
made  a  good  bargain,  however,  under 
any  circumstances ;  for  if  the  factory  came 
to  be  re-sold,  it  would  fetch  a  great  deal 
more  than  has  been  paid  for  it.     I  am 
also  told  that  there  is  another  good  site 
in  the  same  neighbourhood — Holford — 
which  origina]lyco8t£  130,000,  but  which 
could  be  purchased  at  the  present  time  for 
£30,000  ;  that  it  is  situated  by  the  side 
of  a  river,  and  that  it  would  be  a  magni- 
ficent place  for  storing  powder  or  o&er 
materials,   and  has  a  range  of  1,000 
yards.    It   may  be  well  for  the  pre- 
sent Government  to  consider  whether 
they  could  not  with  advantage  secure 
this  other  site.    I  merely  call  attention 
to  this  matter,  however,  because  I  should 
like  to  know,  when  we  have  purchased 
these  places,  what  are  they  going  to  be 
applied  to? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  In  answer  to 
the  appeal  which  has  been  made  to  mo 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  I  have  to  say  that 
the  credit  for  the  purchase  at  Sparkbrook 
was  not  due  to  me  or  to  the  Oovemment 
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of  which  I  was  a  Member.    The  Spark- 
brook  Faotory  was  purchased  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  my  Predecessor  in  Office  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  and   all  the 
matters    included    in    this    Vote    were 
authorized  by  him.     I  understood  from 
my  noble  Friend  that  it  was  a  wise  ex- 
penditure, that  it  was  properly  incurred, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  very  good  ex- 
penditure for  the  Public  Service ;  but  I 
am   not  entitled   to   any  credit  in  the 
matter  whatever.     With  regard  to  the 
other  property  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  mentioned,  I  was  advised 
that  it  was  not  necessary  in  the  public 
interest  that  it  should  be  acquired,  and, 
therefore,  when  it  was  suggested  to  me, 
I  declined  to  entertain  the  question.     It 
will  be  seen  that  of  this  sum  of  £74,000 
a  very  small  sum  indeed  was  authorized 
by  the  late  Government,  and  that  was 
necessary,  as  the  Committee  would  see 
at  once,  owing  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
Public  Service.     I  should  like  to  say,  in 
reference  to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Kincardineshire,  (Sir 
George  Balfour),  that  the  system  under 
which  this  Vote  was  now  asked  for  was 
bad ;  it  was  necessary  that  the  House 
should  be  brought  to  know  thoroughly 
the  expenditure  which  had  taken  place. 
It  may  seem  absurd  to  ask  for  a  Vote 
of  £100  on  account  of  an  expenditure 
which  amounts,  perhaps,  to  £250,000 ; 
but  the  object  of  it  is  to  show  the  House 
what  the  Government  have  been  obliged 
to  spend  inevitably  when  the  House  was 
not  sitting,  and  when  they  had  to  act 
upon  their  own  responsibility.     I  think 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  was  exceedingly  anxious  to  be 
informed    that  under   this    system  the 
House  is  put  in  full  possession  of  all 
that  the  Government  is  doing.     Well, 
all  I  can  say  is  this,  that  every  farthing 
that  the  Committee  is  asked  to  spend  in 
this  Vote  has  been  unavoidably  laid  out, 
and  I  am  perfectly  willing  and  ready  to 
justify  every  Id.  that  I  am  responsible 
for. 

Mr.  BEAND  :  In  reference  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  I  should  like  to 
explain  how  the  purchase  of  the  Spark- 
brook  Factory  came  about.  The  Go- 
vernment had  some  premises  in  Bagot 
Street,  Birmingham,  which  were  used 
for  the  repair  of  arms  belonging  to  all 
the  Servioes.     Those  premises  were  a 


great  deal  too  circumscribed  for  the 
work,  and  as  there  was  a  favourable 
opportunity  of  disposing  of  them  they 
were  sold,  and  the  Sparkbrook  Factory 
being  for  sale,  the  matter  was  laid  before 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and 
he  approved  of  its  purchase.  I  believe 
that  the  purchase  was  a  good  one  for 
the  country;  but  it  was  made  on  no 
understanding  that  it  was  to  be  turned 
into  a  central  arsenal.  It  was  not 
made  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
the  number  of  the  Government  Facto- 
ries, but  merely  for  carrying  out  the 
work  of  repairing  arms  which  had  been 
done  at  the  Bagot  Street  premises. 

Mb.  WIGGIN  :  I  think  it  is  a  very 
excellent  idea,  indeed,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  improve  their  works  by 
sending  these  small  arms  for  repair  to 
Birmingham.  They  have  a  great  num- 
ber of  skilldd  artizans  there  ;  and,  as  far 
as  I  know,  there  is  no  place  where  they 
can  supply  better  arms,  or  supply  them 
more  expeditiously,  than  in  Birmingham. 
I  think  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing 
if  the  Government  can  get  the  small 
arms  made  at  Birmingham  ;  and  I  hope 
they  will  be  able  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  in  regard  to  extending  their 
factories  in  Birmingham. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would  see 
that  in  this  case  of  supplemental  expen- 
diture several  Votes  were  lumped  toge- 
ther— Votes  12  and  13— as  if  both 
needed  to  be  increased,  whereas  only 
one  of  the  Votes — No.  13 — needed  the 
grant,  while  it  was  clear  that  the  appro- 
priation of  receipts  solely  belonged  to 
Vote  12,  and  should  not  be  applied  to 
Vote  13.  Unless  they  adhered  to  the 
principle  that  the  money  should  be  ap- 
propriated to  those  Votes  for  which  they 
were  asked,  they  would  get  into  great 
confusion,  and  they  would  be  estab- 
lishing a  very  bad  precedent. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  prolong  the  discussion  ;  but  I  am  sure 
that  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will 
see  that  it  was  necessary  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  made  acquainted  with 
the  demands  made  upon  the  Exchequer 
which  have  not  been  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament, but  which  have  been  sanctioned 
by  the  Treasury.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  will  see  that  wbea  it  becomes  a 

S  G  3 


1689 


Zand 


{COMMONS} 


RegUtry  BM, 


1640 


qnestion  of  account,  tlie  Auditor  General 
will  make  the  matter  perfectly  clear,  so 
that  the  amounts  dealt  with  will  be 
shown  in  each  case. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-mor- 
row. 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day. 

LAND  REGISTRY  BILL  [Xor^f*].— [Bill91.] 

(Mr.  Henry  H,  Fowler.) 

OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Eewry  H.  Fowler,) 

Mb.  INCE  :  Having  given  Notice  of 
certain  Amendments  to  this  Bill,  I  now 
desire  to  state  that  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion,  not  altogether  willingly,  that 
it  will  be  better  to  leave  this  whole 
matter  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  may,  therefore,  say 
that,  acting  with  the  full  concurrence  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friends  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  Brixton  Division  of  Lambeth 
(Mr.  Baggally)  and  the  Harrow  Division 
of  Middlesex  (Mr.  Ambrose),  it  is  not 
our  intention  to  oppose  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  on  this  Bill,  nor 
to  move  any  Amendments  to  it  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment  will  take  very  seriously  into 
their  consideration  the  advisability  of 
abolishing  this  Office  entirely.  The 
Land  Hegistry  Office  has  proved  an 
entire  failure,  and  a  source  of  consider- 
able expense  to  the  country.  During  the 
year  1884-5  the  expenses  of  the  Office 
were  £6,206,  while  the  fees  received  only 
amounted  to  £852,  there  being  thus  a 
loss  to  the  country  of  over  £5,000.  In 
the  same  way,  during  1885-6  the  loss  to 
the  country  amounted  to  £5,325.  With 
regard  to  tiiie  Office  itself,  there  is  scarcely 
any  business  done  in  it,  and  the  Profes- 
sion generally  regard  it  as  a  useless 
incumorance  in  connection  with  the  law. 
To  show  that  this  opinion  is  justified  by 
the  facts,  I  will  just  mention  a  couple 
of  cases  referred  to  by  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society.  A  purchase  of  land  was 
made  to  the  extent  of  £2,900,  and  the 
cost  of  completing  the  purchase  was 
£56  6«.  ^d.    An  application  was  then 
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made  to  place  the  property  in  the  Land 
Registry  Office,  and  the  coet  was 
£124  12«.  7d.  In  another  case,  when 
an  indefeasible  title  had  been  obtained 
under  the  Act,  a  small  portion  of  the 
property  was  afterwards  sold,  and  in- 
stead of  the  sale  costing  a  moderato 
sum,  say  £10,  after  a  delay  of  four 
months  it  cost  £25.  The  truth  is,  that 
this  Office  is  very  expensive  and  ose- 
less;  and  I  venture  to  sug^gest  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  propriety  of 
considering  the  policy  of  windings  up  its 
affairs  and  carting  off  the  papers  to  the 
Public  Record  Office.  I  believe  it  is  a 
desirable  thing  that  this  should  bed<»ie; 
and  while  I  cordially  support  the  Bill 
which  has  been  brought  in,  because  it 
is  intended  to  prevent  an  nnneoessaiy 
and  useless  appointment,  I  hope  the 
Government  will  g^  still  further  and 
deal  with  the  Land  Begistiy  Office  in 
the  way  I  have  indicated. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlkb)  :  The  point 
which  has  just  been  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  8t.  Pancras  (Mr. 
T.  H.  Bolton)  is,  no  doubt,  of  very  great 
importance ;  but  it  is  not  one  which  caa 
be  discussed  on  the  present  Motion.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  will  raise  that  queatioa 
on  the  Estimates  for  the  Land  Registiy 
Office  he  will  be  perfectly  in  Order,  aad 
the  Government  will  then  be  in  a  position 
to  state  their  views  on  the  subject.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  before  the  House  is  to 
abolish  a  sinecure  of  £2,500,  and  I  hope 
that  the  House  will  pass  it  with  the 
least  possible  delay,  because,  in  my  opt- 
tion,  it  is  greatly  in  the  public  interest 
that  it  should  become  law. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  :  Sir,  having  taken 
irxuch  interest  in  the  question  of  the 
Land  Registry  for  some  time  past,  I  aa 
very  glad  indeed  that  the  occurrence  of 
a  vacancy  should  have  afforded  me  Uw 
opportunity,  which  was  at  once  taken,  of 
urging  upon  the  Treasury  the  neceeaity 
of  not  filling  up  the  Office.  I  am  glad 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Inoe) 
has  acted  on  the  sense  of  the  pnUk 
interest  which  he  expressed,  in  noC 
g^ing  further  in  his  opposition  to  thts 
Bill.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is 
a  sort  of  inducement  to  the  Qoven- 
ment  to  look  favourably  on  the  qneetioa 
of  salary ;  but  all  I  can  say  is,  that  if  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  girea  any 
more  salary  to  the  Registrv  fof  th# 
duty  he  has  to  perform,  my  hoo. 
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bers  to  give  their  support  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' — {Ifr.  Leveson  Gower.) 

Lord  ALGEENON  PEEOY  :  Sir,  I 
rise  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months,  because 
I  believe  that  it  is  bad  in  principle,  and 
that  its  passage  would  create  an  evil 
precedent  as  regards  the  creation  of  im- 
provements and  tho  maintenance  of  roads 
in  the  Metropolis.  As  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  has  said,  the  circumstances 
are  somewhat  peculiar.  The  land  origin- 
ally was  part  of  the  Green  Park.  The 
improvements  were  made  without  any 
consultation  taking  place  between  the 
Government  andthe  vestries,  either  of  St. 
Martin-in-the-Fields  or  of  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  who  are  interested  in 
the  matter.  In  Clause  1  it  will  be  noted 
that  the  Bill  provides  that  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works  shall  direct  that 
the  streets  shall  be  wholly  or  partially 
under  the  management  of  all  or  any  of 
the  following  Bodies : — that  is  to  say,  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  the  Ves- 
try of  St.  Martin-in-tho-Fields,  and  the 
Vestry  of  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
and  that  tho  roads  shall  be  maintained 
by  those  Bodies.  But  there  is  another 
objection — namely,  that  the  parishes 
are  to  be  charged  with  the  expense 
incurred  in  the  maintenance  of  these 
works  up  to  the  time  of  this  Order — 
that  is  to  say,  that  they  are  to  be 
charged  for  all  this  without  having  been 
consulted  in  any  single  respect  with  re- 
gard to  the  improvements  in  question. 
Now,  Sir,  we  have  hoard  a  good  deal 
about  the  desirability  of  local  self-go- 
vernment in  the  Metropolis,  and  I  hope 
in  this  division  we  who  are  opposed  to 
the  Bill  will  have  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James 
Stuart),  who  was  so  eloquent  on  this 
subject  on  Friday  last,  because  the  Ves- 
tries at  present  are  the  representatives 
of  the  ratepayers,  and  in  the  present 
case  they  were  in  no  way  consulted. 
This  Bill,  therefore,  strikes  at  the  very 
root  of  local  self-government.  The 
Government,  in  a  highhanded  way,  de- 
cides that  certain  improvements  are 
necessary ;  they  make  them,  and  then, 
without  having  consulted  the  Vestries, 
turn  round  and  throw  upon  the  rate, 
payers  the  expense  of  maintaining  the 


improvements.  Therefore,  Sir,  the 
very  strong  objection  which  the  rate- 
ratepayers  take  is  that  they  were  never 
consulted  on  the  matter  in  any  way 
whatever.  The  case  of  widening  Picca- 
dilly is  not  at  all  a  parallel  case  with 
the  present,  because  then  the  consent  of 
the  Vestrios  was  asked,  whereas  in  this 
instance  it  was  not.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  benefit  which  it  is  said  these 
streets  were  to  the  parish  of  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
representing  the  Treasury  only  said  that 
house  property  was  increasing  in  value. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  informed  the 
House  that  this  is  absolutely  the  case ; 
I  rather  think  that  the  parish  is  very 
indirectly  benefited,  if  at  all,  by  these 
improvements ;  while  as  to  the  charge 
of  maintaining  the  roads,  the  difference 
is,  that  instead  of  having  to  maintain 
one  road  they  would  have  to  maintain 
four  or  five.  With  regard  to  the  parish 
of  St.  Martin-in-the-Fields,  it  will  de- 
rive no  benefit  whatever  from  the  altera- 
tions. Well,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  referring  this  matter  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  it  seems 
to  me  that  that  Boatd  is  not  at  all  a 
proper  Body  to  refer  it  to;  and  I  say 
that  if  it  is  to  bo  decided  what  portion 
of  the  Metropolis  is  to  bear  the  charge, 
it  should  be  decided  by  the  Government 
of  the  day,  and  not  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  I  do  not  wish  to  de- 
tain the  House  at  any  great  length  in 
explaining  the  objections  to  this  mea- 
sure. The  fact  is,  that  when  these  im- 
provements were  made  the  Government 
of  the  day  made  a  very  gross  mistake — 
they  forgot  to  consult  the  Vestries.  Had 
they  done  that  they  would  not  have  been 
in  the  position  in  which  they  are  now 
placed,  and  they  would  not  have  been 
obliged  to  draw  up  a  measure  like  this 
in  order  to  whitewash  themselves.  At 
a  time  when  we  are  talking  so  much 
about  local  self-government,  both  in  and 
out  of  the  Metropolis,  it  is,  I  think,  de- 
sirable that  we  should  adhere  to  some  of 
the  first  principles  of  local  government, 
and  not  throw  upon  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis,  or  any  part  of  it,  the 
expense  of  maintaining  works  as  to  the 
desirability  of  which  they  were  not  con- 
sulted. As  to  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Leveson  Gower)  that 
the  district  is  one  of  the  richest  portions 
of  the  Metropolis,  it  would  appear  that 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  thinks  that  rates 
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of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
having  undertaken  to  maintain  the  line 
of  road  on  the  Thames  Embankment.  The 
Board  say  that  they  are  not  road  authori- 
ties, and  that  they  require  to  have  statu- 
tory powers  for  the  maintenance  of  roads, 
without  which  they  cannot  act.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  undertook 
the  maintenance  of  the  road  on  the 
Thames  Embankment,  because  it  went 
through  such  a  number  of  parishes  and 
concerned  so  many  authorities,  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  main- 
tenance should  rest  upon  them.  Lastly, 
the  Office  of  Works  decline  to  be  respon- 
sible for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads 
in  question.  They  say  that  they  can- 
not hold  the  country  responsible  for 
voting  every  year  the  large  sum  of 
£1,500  or  £1,600  for  the  maintenance 
of  Metropolitan  roads;  and,  therefore, 
the  best  course,  in  their  opinion,  was 
to  lay  the  matter  before  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works  as  being  a  great 
Municipal  Authority.  The  opinion  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was 
accordingly  sought,  and  the  following 
opinion  was  given  on  the  20th  of  June, 
1883.  They  said  that  the  best  course 
would  be  that  statutory  powers  should 
be  obtained  to  enable  the  Board  to  de- 
termine by  what  parish  or  parishes  the 
roads  should  hereafter  be  maintained ; 
and  in  accordance  with  that  opinion  a 
Bill  was  brought  in  during  the  following 
year — 1884 — but  for  one  reason  or  an- 
other it  never  succeeded  in  getting  into 
Committee,  and  it  is  now  in  the  same 
position  as  it  was  in  the  Session  before 
last.  Now,  certain  objections  ure  urged 
to  the  proposals  contained  in  this  Bill. 
It  is  said  that  it  is  entirely  unfair  that 
two  great  Boards,  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  and  the  Board  of 
Works  Oommissioners,  should  not  main- 
tain the  roads,  and  that,  as  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  is  an  interested 
party  in  this  question,  they  should  not 
be  made  arbitrators  or  apportioners  of 
the  amount  to  be  raised  from  the 
parishes  in  settlement  of  this  question. 
iBut  I  shall  try  to  show  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  is  not  liable,  in 
the  interest  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment,  at  any  rate  not  legally  liable,  for 
the  maintenance  of  roads  in  the  Metro- 
polis; and  we  have  an  instance  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  under- 
taking such  an  operation  as  I  have  de- 
Boribed,  or  rather  of  having  powers  to 
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undertake  such  an  operation,  by  a  pre- 
vious Act — that  is  to  say,  by  the  Metro- 
politan Local   Management  Act,  186S, 
powers  are  given  to  the  Metropolitan 
JBoard  of  Works  to  apportion  the  con- 
tributions  of  different  parishes  to  ^e 
maintenance  of  a  work,  street  or  other- 
wise, that  goes  beyond  the  bomndaiks 
of  a  parish  and  exists  in  more  than  one 
parish.     But,   no   doubt,  there  is  thi« 
difficulty  in  the  present  case,  which  is 
that  the  whole  of  these  new  works  are 
in  the  parish  of  St.  Martin-in-the- fields 
at  the  present  time,  so  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  is  unable  to  act  exe^ 
by  the  sanction  of  Parliament.      Now. 
Sir,  as  briefly  as  I  can,  I  have  explained 
the  nature  of  the  objections  that  hav« 
been  raised  to  the  Bill ;  and  I  yentuie 
to  remind    hon.   Gentlemen   who  may 
think  that  it  is  not  a  good  BiU,  or  that 
it  may  require  amendment  on  eonsideit- 
tion  in  Committee,  to  remember  thtt 
there  will  be  ample  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussion,  inasmuch   as,   being  partij  a 
public  and  partly  a  private  measore,  it 
will  have  to  go  before  a  Hybrid  Oom- 
mittee  —  that  is  to  say,  a  Committee 
formed  partly  of  Members  of  this  House 
and  partly  by  Members  chosen  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection ;  and  I  belieTe, 
if  the  Bill  is  allowed  to  pass  the  second 
reading,  that  all  the  interests  involved 
in  this  question  will  be  amply  repre- 
sented;   that  hon.  Members  will  have 
opportunities  of  making  their   wishes 
known,  and  that  there  will  be  also  an 
opportunity  of  amending  the  Bill  by  the 
incorporation  of  any  other  scheme  which 
may  seem  more  equitable  and  just.   Bat 
I  wish  especially  to  bring  before  the 
House  the  fact  that  it  is  eTerybodVa 
interest    that    this  subject    should   be 
thoroughly  investigated  before  a  Com- 
mittee, and  that  this  Bill  is  brought 
into  the  House  as  a  protest  against  the 
cost  of  maintenance,  which  amounts  to 
between  £1,500  and  £1,600,  being  levied 
as  a  permanent  annual  charge  upon  Um 
Treasury — that  is  to  say,  upon  the  gene- 
ral taxpayers  of  the  country.     J^  I 
ask   hon.  Members  who,   during   this 
Session,   have  shown  a  laudable  leal 
for  economy,  to  bear  in  mind  that  we 
think  that  it  is  neither  just  nor  ivght 
that  the  whole  countiy  should  be  taxed 
for  the    maintenance   of   Metropolitia 
roads,  and  that,  too,  in  the  weiothieit 
part  of  the  wealthiest  city  in  the  worU ; 
and,  therefore,  I  would  ask  hon. 
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is  that  these  parishes  and  the  Metro- 
politan Board  between  them  should  bear 
the  expenses  ?  If  it  is  intended  that  the 
management  of  these  roads  should  be 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
follow  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy),  because  I  look  upon  it  as  a  re- 
ligious duty  to  vote  against  putting 
further  powers  into  the  hands  of  that 
Body. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  what  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  is,  and  I  reply  to  him  that  it  is 
that  the  Consolidated  Fund  should  cease 
to  pay  charges  that  properly  belong  to 
the  ratepayers  of  London ;  the  principle 
of   the  measure  is  to  throw  upon  the 
wealthiest  city  in   the  world  the  same 
burden  that  falls  on  Manchester,  Bir- 
mingham, Leeds,   Liverpool,  Glasgow, 
Edinburgh,  and  other  large  Provincial 
towns — the  duty  of  repairing  its  own 
streets  out  of  its  own  rates.     I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy)  that  this  is  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple and  precedent.     I  think  the  prin- 
ciple of  throwing  this  burden  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  is  bad,  and  I  think 
that  the  precedent  which  has  been  set 
in  this  case  is  also  bad.     I  do  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  by  going  into  details 
which  have  been  so  fully  dealt  with  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Plunket).     This  is  emphatically  a  case 
for  the  consideration  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.    The  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
Kepayment  Clause.     That  is  a  clause  to 
enable  the  Treasury  to  obtain  repayment 
in  regard   to  the  maintenance  of  the 
roads  since  the  roads  were  completed. 
This  is  a  question  we  should  be  quite 
prepared  to  accept  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  upon  when  all  the  facts  have 
been  heard.  It  is  a  question  between  two 
parishes —St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
and    St.   Martin-in-the-Fields — and,  in 
the  absence  of  a  general  Local  Authority 
in  London,  there  is  no  proper  authority 
which  can  be  intrusted  with  the  manage- 
ment of  this  matter  except  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.     I  protest,  as 
I  have  protested  on  other  occasions  be- 
fore I  occupied  my  present  Office,  against 
London  being  placed  in  a  more  advan- 
tageous position  than  large  Provincial 
towns  in  having  its  improvements  carried 
out  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  whole  country. 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  want 
to  see  the  improvements  of  London 
carried  out  at  the  expense  of  the  whole 
country ;  but  I  must  say  there  is  another 
side  to  this  question.  Here  is  a  great 
improvement  which  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment have  undertaken  to  carry  out 
without  having  previously  arranged  with 
the  Local  Authorities  the  way  in  which 
the  expenses  should  be  borne.  Accord- 
ing to  the  proposal  now  made,  having 
undertaken  these  improvements,  the  Go- 
vernment now  desire  to  throw  part  of 
the  costs  of  maintaining  them  upon  a 
certain  parish  because  a  small  portion 
of  the  improvement  happens  to  be  within 
that  parish.  The  large  portion  of  the 
costs  which  will  be  thrown  upon  this 
parish  the  parish  will  have  no  power 
whatever  of  recovering  from  the  owners 
of  adjacent  property.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  however,  I  think 
my  hon.  Friends  will  be  well-advised  if 
they  do  not  oppose  the  second  reading, 
but  reserve  their  case  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  blundering  in  this  matter.  If 
the  authorities  had  acted  wisely,  they 
would  have  seen  their  way  clear  before 
undertaking  this  duty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

GLEBE    LOANS    (IRELAND)   ACTS 

CONTINDANCE  BILL. 

(Jfr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Henry  B.  Fowler.) 

[bill    107."]      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  fob  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Mobley)  :  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  more  than  three  or 
four  minutes  in  explaining  to  it  the 
object  of  this  Bill.  In  1870  an  Act  was 
passed  subsequent  to  the  Irish  Church 
Act  called  the  Glebe  Loans  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870.  The  object  of  it  was  to 
enable  the  Board  of  Works,  acting  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury,  to  make  loans 
for  the  following  four  purposes : — First 
of  all,  for  the  erection  or  improvement 
of  dwelling-houses  or  offices  of  a  glebe  ; 
secondly,  to  purchase  glebe  land  not  ex- 
ceeding 10  acres;  thirdly,  to  purchase 
dwelling-houses;  and,  fourthly,  to  pay 
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are  only  paid  by  the  rioli.  But  I  venture 
to  remind  him  that  that  is  not  so ;  and 
the  charges  that  would  fall  upon  the 
parishes  for  the  maintenance  of  these 
works  would  have  to  be  defrayed  by  the 
poorer  classes  also ;  and  in  the  parishes 
of  St.  Martin-in-the-Fields  and  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  there  are  a 
great  many  poor  ratepayers  who  object 
to  have  these  rates  forced  upon  them 
against  their  will. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ^'  upon  this 
day  six  months."  —  {Lord  Algernon 
Feroy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  Sir,  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  cannot  support  the  opposition 
of  my  noble  Friend  who  objects  to  this 
Bill.  It  was  moved  originally,  not  by 
the  late  Conservative  Government,  but 
by  its  Predecessor,  the  former  Liberal 
Government ;  but  when  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury's  Government  came  into  Office 
I  had  the  honour  for  a  short  time  of 
presiding  over  the  Office  of  Works. 
Now,  my  noble  Friend  who  objects  to 
this  Bill  does  so  on  three  grounds.  I 
shall  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
general  statement  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Bill,  because  I  do  not  think  they  need 
to  be,  or  could  be,  given  more  clearly  or 
fully  than  they  have  been  in  the  state- 
ment which  the  House  has  had  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill. 
But  the  objections  to  the  Bill,  as  I  under- 
stand them,  are  really  threefold.  In  the 
first  place,  it  is  objected  that  there  was 
no  consultation  with  the  Vestries  before 
these  arrangements  were  made ;  in  the 
second  place,  that  the  parishes  are  to  be 
charged,  not  only  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  roads  in  the  future,  but  also  with 
the  expense  already  incurred;  and, 
thirdly,  that  if  any  reference  is  to  be 
made  at  all,  the  Metropolitan  Board  is 
not  the  authority  to  whom  this  matter 
should  be  intrusted,  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  how  the  cost  is  to  be  defrayed. 
Well,  Sir,  as  to  the  first  of  these  objec- 
tions, I  admit  that  there  was  a  slip  in 
the  proceedings  when  it  was  first  deter- 
mined to  make  these  improvements  at 
Hyde  Park  Corner.  It  would  have  been 
more  regular,  and  have  saved  all  this 
trouble,  if  the  Vestries  of  St.  Martin-in- 
the-Fields  and  St.  George's,   Hanover 
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Square,  had  been  consulted.     As  soon 
as  I  went  into  Office,  I  put  myself  im. 
communication  with  the  Bepresentatms 
of  those  Vestries  in  this  House ;   and 
although  there  was  considerable  willing- 
ness to  assist  the  Government  in  tlus 
matter,  I  found  afterwards  that  unless 
a  Bill  was  brought  in  the  question  would 
never  be  settled,  and  that  the  taxpayers 
would  go  on  to  the  end  of  time  paying 
for  these  roads.    The  second  obje^ioa 
of  my  noble  Friend  is,  that  it  is  not  £tir 
to  make  these  parishes  pay  for  the  ex- 
pense already  incurred.    Well,  I  say, 
and  I  wish  to  be  frank,  that  I  think  thst 
a  very  fair  matter  for  discussion  by  Hm 
Select  Committee  to  whom  this  Bill  is  io 
be  referred .  It  is  not  at  all  the  most  mate- 
rial part  of  it.  Though  I  do  not  now  posi- 
tively say  that  these  expenses  should  not 
be  borne  by  these  parishes,  as  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  yet  I  think  that  is  a  veiy 
fair  matter    of  argument.     The  third 
question  raised  by  my  noble  Friend  is, 
that  the  Government  ought  to  have  un- 
dertaken this  measure  itself,  and  should 
not  have  intrusted  it  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.     Well,  if  the  QoTem- 
ment  were  going  to  pay  the  expenses  in 
the  future,  there  might  be  some  giooiid 
for  that  view;  but,  even  so,  I  do  not 
think  the  Office  of  Works  is  the  proper 
authority  for   managing   these    roMs. 
They  ought  to  be  managed,  as  all  roads 
are  managed  in  other  parts  of  the  eoun- 
try,  by  the  Vestries  and  Local  Authori- 
ties of  places  through  which  the  roa^ 
run.  I  would  submit  to  the  House,  that 
if  this  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,   thssre 
will  be    ample   opportunity    giv^t    to 
thrash  out  the  whole  question.    Bj  tii&t 
means  the  original  mistake  would  be 
remedied.      The  parishes  would  ksTS 
full  opportunity  of  stating  their  claims 
and  rights,  and  when  the  Bill  has  beea 
considered  by  a  Select  Conunittee,  I  havs 
no  doubt  that  the  main  object  of  the 
measure — namely,  that  the  maiutenan«e 
of  the  roads  should  rest  with  the  panshcs 
through  which  they  run,  will  be  adoptsd 
by  the  House. 

Mr.  BEUNNEE:  I  desire  to  ask 
what  is  the  principle  of  this  Bill  ?  la 
assenting  to  the  second  reading,  I  under- 
stand you  assent  to  the  principle.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  puttisfr 
of  this  power  into  the  hands  of  tks 
Metropoutan  Board  of  Works  is  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  or  whether  it 
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is  that  these  parishes  and  the  Metro- 
politan Board  between  them  should  bear 
the  expenses  ?  If  it  is  intended  that  the 
management  of  these  roads  should  be 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
follow  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy),  because  I  look  upon  it  as  a  re- 
ligious duty  to  vote  against  putting 
further  powers  into  the  hands  of  that 
Body. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee)  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  what  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  is,  and  I  reply  to  him  that  it  is 
that  the  Consolidated  Fund  should  cease 
to  pay  charges  that  properly  belong  to 
the  ratepayers  of  London ;  the  principle 
of  the  measure  is  to  throw  upon  the 
wealthiest  city  in  the  world  the  same 
burden  that  falls  on  Manchester,  Bir- 
mingham, Leeds,   Liverpool,  Glasgow, 
Edinburgh,  and  other  large  Provincial 
towns — the  duty  of  repairing  its  own 
streets  out  of  its  own  rates.     I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy)  that  this  is  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple and  precedent.     I  think  the  prin- 
ciple of  throwing  this  burden  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  is  bad,  and  I  think 
that  the  precedent  which  has  been  set 
in  this  case  is  also  bad.    I  do  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  by  going  into  details 
which  have  been  so  fully  dealt  with  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Plunket).     This  is  emphatically  a  case 
for  the  consideration  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee.    The  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
Repayment  Clause.     That  is  a  clause  to 
enable  the  Treasury  to  obtain  repayment 
in  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
roads  since  the  roads  were  completed. 
This  is  a  question  we  should  be  quite 
prepared  to  accept  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  upon  when  all  the  facts  have 
been  heard.  It  is  a  question  between  two 
parishes— St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
and    St.   Martin-in-the-Fields — and,  in 
the  absence  of  a  general  Local  Authority 
in  London,  there  is  no  proper  authority 
which  can  be  intrusted  with  the  manage- 
ment of  this  matter  except  the  Metro- 
r)litan  Board  of  Works.     I  protest,  as 
have  protested  on  other  occasions  be- 
fore I  occupied  my  present  Office,  against 
London  being  placed  in  a  more  advan- 
tageous position  than  large  Provincial 
towns  in  having  its  improvements  carried 
out  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  whole  country. 


Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  do  not  want 
to  see  the  improvements  of  London 
carried  out  at  the  expense  of  the  whole 
country;  but  I  must  say  there  is  another 
side  to  this  question.  Here  is  a  great 
improvement  which  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment have  undertaken  to  carry  out 
without  having  previously  arranged  with 
the  Local  Authorities  the  way  in  which 
the  expenses  should  be  borne.  Accord- 
ing to  the  proposal  now  made,  having 
undertaken  these  improvements,  the  Go- 
vernment now  desire  to  throw  part  of 
the  costs  of  maintaining  them  upon  a 
certain  parish  because  a  small  portion 
of  the  improvement  happens  to  be  within 
that  parish.  The  large  portion  of  the 
costs  which  will  be  thrown  upon  this 
parish  the  parish  will  have  no  power 
whatever  of  recovering  from  the  owners 
of  adjacent  property.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  however,  I  think 
my  hon.  Friends  will  be  well-advised  if 
they  do  not  oppose  the  second  reading, 
but  reserve  their  case  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  blundering  in  this  matter.  If 
the  authorities  had  acted  wisely,  they 
would  have  seen  their  way  clear  before 
undertaking  this  duty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

GLEBE    LOANS    (IRELAND)   ACTS 

CONTIN  DANCE  BILL. 

(Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Henry  B.  Fowler.) 

[bill    107."]      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Morley)  :  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  more  than  three  or 
four  minutes  in  explaining  to  it  the 
object  of  this  Bill.  In  1870  an  Act  was 
passed  subsequent  to  the  Irish  Church 
Act  called  the  Glebe  Loans  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870.  The  object  of  it  was  to 
enable  the  Board  of  Works,  acting  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury,  to  make  loans 
for  the  following  four  purposes : — First 
of  all,  for  the  erection  or  improvement 
of  dwelling-houses  or  offices  of  a  glebe  ; 
secondly,  to  purchase  glebe  land  not  ex- 
ceeding 10  acres;  thirdly,  to  purchase 
dwelling-houses;  and,  fourthly,  to  pay 
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off  debt  incurred  in  this  way.  The 
loans  are  repayable  by  hall-yearly  in- 
stalments extending  over  a  period  of  35 
years — £5  for  every  £100  advanced. 
They  repay  principal  and  interest  at  a 
certain  rate  over  a  fixed  period .  In  prac- 
tice the  house  and  the  land  descend  from 
one  parish  priest,  or  clergyman,  or  mi- 
nister to  his  successor  as  parish  pro- 
perty. The  administration  of  the  Act 
requires  the  Board  of  Works  to  satisfy 
themselves  as  to  the  title  to  the  land, 
and  also  as  to  the  solvency  of  the  secu- 
rity offered,  and,  further,  that  the  pre- 
mises shall  be  kept  insured,  a  great  deal 
of  work  being  thus  thrown  upon  the 
Department.  There  are  three  securities 
required,  of  whom  one  must  be  other 
than  the  clergyman  who  makes  the  appli- 
cation. The  total  issue  under  the  Act, 
as  it  has  been  renewed  since  1870,  has 
been  £371,787.  Of  that  very  large  sum 
the  amount  outstanding  on  the  29th 
of  January  last  was  no  more  than 
£373  08,  lOi.  By  this  time,  or  by  the 
dlst  of  this  month,  it  is  supposed  that 
even  that  small  arrear  will  have  been 
made  still  less.  The  Act  of  1870  was 
limited  to  expire  in  five  years,  and  was, 
unfortunately,  so  worded  as  not  to  be 
capable  of  being  continued  by  the  annual 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  and  so 
it  has  been  re-enacted  by  successive  Qo- 
yernments  in  1876,  1878,  1880,  and 
1883.  This  last  Act,  the  Act  of  1883, 
expires  on  the  3l8t  of  August  next,  and 
what  the  present  Bill  proposes  to  do  is 
to  continue  the  Act  for  two  more  years, 
until  the  end  of  1888 — two  and  a-half 
years  more— and  then  further  to  enable 
it  to  be  continued,  as  other  Acts  of  a 
similar  kind  are  continued,  in  the  Ex- 
piring Laws  Oontinuance  Bill.  These 
are  the  two  objects  of  the  Bill  which  I 
now  beg  to  move  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  John  Morley,) 

Mb.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON :  I  would 
wish,  before  this  Bill  is  read  a  second 
time,  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  question  connected 
with  it  which,  I  think,  he  himself  will 
see  the  necessity  of  considering.  Several 
deputations,  representing  clergymen  of 
different  persuasions  and  from  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  waited  on  one  of  his 
nedeeessors  in  Offioei  the  present  Be- 
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oretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevel^an), 
and  upon  Earl  Spencer,  oomplaining 
that  the  annual  pajrments  were  not 
extended  over  a  longer  period  of 
years,  and  thereby  saving  or  re- 
lieving clergymen  who  had  purchased 
under  the  Act  from  the  old  owners 
from  the  very  large  responsibility  oast 
upon  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  to  the  case  of  clergymen 
purchasing  and  erecting  houses  under 
the  Act.  Well,  these  gentlemen  com- 
plain of  the  g^eat  hardship  which  is  put 
upon  them  to  have  to  contribute  large 
repayments  during  their  own  life-timo, 
and  having  to  leave  to  their  successors 
an  entirely  free  residence  in  their  re- 
spective parishes.  They  think  it  would 
be  far  more  desirable  and  convenient — 
and  I  would  not  confine  this  to  any 
one  denomination — to  have  the  period 
extended  over  a  certain  number  of  year  . 
Several  representations  of  this  kind 
have  been  made  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment from  time  to  time.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  subject  has  yet  been 
brought  under  the  noticeof  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secretary, 
owing  to  his  having  been  but  a  very 
short  time  in  Office ;  but  now  that  I 
have  referred  to  it,  I  trust  he  will  give 
it  his  attention. 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlbb)  :  I  under- 
stand my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  to  say  that  it  is  not  in 
our  power  to  alter  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 

ULSTER  CANAL  AND   TYRONE  NAVl- 

QATION  BILL. 

MOTION  FOB    LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  leave  bo  giren  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
proTide  for  the  tninaferof  the  Ulster  Oaaal  and 
the  Tyrone  Narigation  or  Coal  Island  Oaaal 
from  the  Commistionen  of  Pablio  Worka  in 
Ireland  to  the  Lagan  Navigation  Company,  and 
for  other  purpoaea.'* — (JTr.  Henry  B.  iW^r.) 

Colonel  NOLAN:  This  is  a  vorj 
extraordinary  Bill  to  be  brought  in  b j 
the  Oovemment  without  some  consulta- 
tion  with  the  Irish  Members,  who  have, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  oppoeed  a  similar 
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proposal  in  two  other  Sessions  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  not  only  opposed  now  by 
new  Irish  Members,  but  by  at  least 
three  Members  of  the  Commission  which 
sat  to  consider  the  subject  five  years 
ago— namely,  myself,  the  hon.  Member 
who  sat  for  County  Lei  trim  and  who 
now  sits  for  an  English  constituency 
(Mr.  Tottenham),  and  Mr.  Dickson. 
And  I  should  like  to  know  if  Lord 
Monteagle  approves  of  the  measure, 
because  formerly  he  was  opposed  to  its 
principle  ?  I  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation  of  the  measure. 
There  is  a  sheet  of  water  in  the  North 
of  Ireland  called  Lough  Neagh,  of  which 
the  neighbouring  farmers  complain,  as 
it  injures  their  farms.  Well,  the  Go- 
Ternment  propose  to  hand  over  a  Canal 
to  a  Company  with  £3,000.  The  offer 
is  a  very  generous  one,  and  I  do  not 
complain  of  it ;  but  I  complain  that  in 
the  Bill  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  carry 
out  this  arrangement,  a  clause  is  in- 
serted declaring  that  Lough  Neagh 
should  be  kept  up  to  its  summer  level, 
which  is  its  technical  Parliamentary 
level.  It  is  possible  by  doing  this  to 
injure  the  people  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  Lough  to  the  extent  of  £100,000 
or  £200,000.  I  should  be  perfectly 
ready  to  assent  to  the  Bill,  if  this  clause 
having  reference  to  the  keeping  up  of 
the  level  of  Lough  Neagh  were  omitted 
from  it.  The  passing  of  such  a  clause, 
besides  doing  present  harm,  may  do 
much  injury  to  those  who  may  want  to 
reduce  the  level  of  the  Lough  at  some 
future  time.  The  Ulster  Canal  is  a 
valueless  concern ;  but  there  is  another 
one  which  is  still  worse.  The  Ulster 
Canal,  I  believe,  is  of  some  little  use, 
though  a  very  little  ;  but  if,  for  the  sake 
of  this  and  the  other  Canal  I  mention, 
this  clause  is  inserted,  whilst  doing  a 
vast  deal  of  harm  to  the  farmers  on  the 
shores  of  the  Lough,  very  little  good 
will  accrue  to  anybody.  As  having 
been  a  Member  of  the  Commission,  and 
as  never  having  found  any  of  the  Irish 
Members  support  the  Bill — not  even 
those  through  whose  localities  the  Canal 
passes — I  conceive  it  desirable  to  offer 
this  protest.  I  want  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  promise  to  omit  this  clause 
of  which  I  speak. 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler):  It  is 
rather  unusual  to  offer  opposition  to  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  at  this  stage.    It  seems 


to  me  that  the  title  of  the  measure 
sound  like  the  refrain  of  a  very  old  song 
that  we  have  heard  year  after  year  and 
seen  put  off  night  after  night.  My 
desire  in  bringing  it  in  so  early  in  the 
Session  was  to  obtain  the  judgment  of 
the  House  upon  it,  one  way  or  the 
other,  as  soon  as  possible,  and  finally 
to  dispose  of  it.  If  the  Members  from 
Ireland  are  of  opinion  that  the  measure 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, I  shall  be  happy  to  concur  in  that 
view,  and  have  it  carefully  considered 
in  that  way ;  but  I  must  say  it  has  been 
represented  to  the  Gt)vernment  that 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  in  the  neighbourhood  which 
will  be  affected  by  it.  It  is  said  that 
the  Bill  will  operate  to  the  advantage 
of  the  people  living  on  the  banks  of 
the  Canal.  The  Canal  is  40  miles  in 
length,  and  is  costing  £1,100  a-year, 
whilst  earning  nothing.  It  has  been 
thought  that  if,  by  handing  it  over  to 
a  Navigation  Company,  it  could  be 
rendered  more  useful,  it  would  be  well 
to  make  the  experiment.  The  Govern- 
ment do  not  propose  to  give  the  Com- 
pany more  than  £3,000 ;  but  if  we  hand 
over  the  Canal,  we  shall,  of  course,  put 
those  who  receive  it  under  a  strict  obli- 
gation to  put  it  under  thorough  repair, 
and  make  it  efficient  for  the  navigation 
of  the  district  through  which  it  runs. 
The  question  is  one  on  which  we  should 
wish  the  House  to  be  free  to  express  an 
opinion  ;  and  all  I  would  say  is  that  this 
is  hardly  the  time — before  the  measure 
is  printed  and  is  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members— to  enter  into  a  discussion  of 
its  details.  If  it  is  now  read  a  first  time, 
I  would  take  care  not  to  put  down  the 
second  reading  at  an  hour  when  it 
would  be  inconvenient  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  deal  with  it.  As  I  have 
said,  after  the  second  reading,  if  it  is 
desirable  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  I  should  be  glad  to  assent 
to  it.  A  large  portion  of  the  Irish  people 
say  that  the  measure  is  one  which  will 
operate  greatly  to  their  advantage.  I 
am  not  here  to  say  whether  they  are 
right  or  wrong  ;  but  I  think  Parliament 
should  pass  judgment  on  it,  so  as  to  dis- 
pose of  it  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON:  I  hope  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Colonel  Nolan)  will  see  his  way  to  the 
withdrawal  of  his  opposition  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill.     He  takes  a  deep 
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interest  in  the  development  of  the  indus- 
trial resources  of  Ireland.  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  working  with  him  on  the 
Fiers  and  Harbours  Commission,  and 
am  in  a  position  to  say  that  the  interest 
he  took  in  that  matter  and  the  ability  he 
displayed  have  greatly  benefited  the 
fishermen  of  Ireland.  This  Bill  which 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  wishes  to 
introduce  to-night  will  largely  develop 
the  industrial  resources  of  Ulster,  and  I 
therefore  trust  that  it  will  not  be  .op- 
posed by  those  hon.  Members  who  really 
desire  to  develop  the  industrial  resources 
of  the  country.  I  regret  that  I  am 
almost  alone  here  to-night  on  this  side 
of  the  House ;  but  it  was  not  expected 
that  opposition  would  be  offered  to  the 
first  reading  of  the  Bill.  If  it  had  been 
known  that  this  opposition  was  to  be 
offered,  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  in- 
terested in  the  development  of  the  in- 
dustrial resources  of  Ulster  would  have 
taken  care  to  attend  in  order  to  say 
something  about  it.  I  trust  the  House 
will  listen  to  the  views  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  and  that  the  Bill  will  be 
read  a  first  time  now.  I  beg  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  not  to  throw 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  developing  the 
resources  of  Ireland ;  and  I  assure  them 
that  this  measure  happens  to  be  one 
which  will  largely  develop  the  resources 
of  the  Province  of  Ulster,  which  they 
say  they  would  like  to  see  at  one  with 
the  rest  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  BIGGAE:  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  has 
spoken  about  developing  the  industrial 
resources  of  the  Province  of  Ulster. 
Well,  I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the 
House  the  extent  to  which  the  Province 
of  Ulster  is  benefited  by  the  Canal  he 
wishes  to  hand  over  to  this  Navigation 
Company,  at  a  cost  of  £3,000  to  the 
State.  At  present  the  Canal  has  an  in- 
come, derived,  I  believe,  from  coals,  of 
something  less  than  £50  a-year,  whilst 
the  cost  of  putting  it  in  something  like 
decent  order  and  looking  after  it  amounts 
to  something  over  £1,000  a-year.  If 
that  is  the  way  in  which  the  industrial 
resources  of  the  Province  of  Ulster  are 
to  be  developed,  I  think  the  sooner  the 
development  of  the  industrial  resources 
of  the  Province  of  Ulster  is  given  up  the 
better.  The  hon.  Member  says  he  is 
very  sorry  that  he  is  the  oidy  Tory 
Member  from  Ulster  present  at  this 
moment.    I  also  am  very  sorry  that  that 


is  so,  because  I  should  have  liked  to 
some  of  them   express   their   Qpraiorf 
upon  this  matter — I  should  have  Hkec 
to  have  heard  some  of  those  who  vest 
the  other  day  with  an  ex  parts  stataovct 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.    Arl 
here  I  would  protest  as  stron^j  as  I 
can  against  this  system  of  private  eir 
wigging.       Any    representations    tkct 
have  to  be  made  to  the  Gk>venuneni  4k 
subjects  of  this  kind  should  be  nadf 
here — any  pressure  which  it  is  thoof^ 
desirable  to  put  upon  them  skovild  be 
attempted  on  the  floor  of  this  Houe. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  made  no  defence  at  all  lor 
this  Bill ;  or,  if  at  all,  one  of  a  veij  wesk 
nature.    What  he  says  is,  that  the  mea- 
sure is  one  that  has  often  been  be&n 
the  House,  and  which  has  oflem  becc 
opposed,  and  opposed  suocessfalij.    No 
doubt,  he  thinks  it  only  ri^ht  that  h* 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  tiding  lii 
skill  to  effect  that  which  his  Predeoef- 
sors  have  hitherto  failed  to  do.    T^ 
may  be  all  very  well  from  his  point  cf 
view;  but  to  my  mind  it  is  a  sflnaci 
waste  of  the  time  of  this  House.    1: 
seems  to  me  that  no  more  effectiTe  syv 
tem  for  wasting  time  could  be  deviM 
than   that  of  persisting.  Session  afts 
Session,  in  the  introduction  of  a  BtZ 
which  is  thoroughly  indefensible.     But 
as  I  have  said,  the  hon.  Member  has  nu 
offered  a  word  in  favour  of  his  meanirft. 
In  opposition  to  the  Bill  we  have  hesri 
the   hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman  th« 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Xolsa. 
who  was  a  Member  of  the  Hoyal  Oam- 
mission  which  investigated  the  facts,  is 
connection  with  this  project,  on  the  spoL 
and  which  saw  that  the  piopoeal  m 
untenable.    We  are  told  that  this  Canal 
is  one  of  those  links  in  the  chain  of 
water  conmiunication  which  is  to  lead 
from    the    North   of    Irdand    to    tW 
Shannon ;  but  it  is  a  useless  Hnk,  like 
that  one  lower  down,  upon  which  a 
former    Government    spent    £2OO,C00. 
The  link  to  which  I  refer,  for  whkh  a 
former    Government    were    repoosbje. 
was  so  utterly  useless  that  no  boat  cooji 
navigate  it;    it  was  so  stupidlj  ooa- 
structed  that  no  Canal  boats  comid  « 
below  the  bridges  without  being  rsba^ 
That  is  an  example  of  the  way  in  whki 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  esxiao 
on  its  business.    There  is  no  donbt  that 
some  few  people — some  few  residf  t  a 
I  the  locality  oi  the  Canal—maj  be 
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or  less  satisfied  with  this  Bill,  and  pro- 
bably a  coal  dealer  or  two,  non-resident 
in  the  locality,  will  be  benefited  by  it ; 
but  I  would  point  out  that  the  whole 
district,  through  which  the  Canal  runs, 
is  at  the  present  moment  uncommonly 
supplied  with  railway  accommodation. 
The  railways  do  not  charge  a  higher 
rate  for  the  carriage  of  produce  along 
their  route  in  the  absence  of  competition 
than  they  would  do  if  the  Canal  com- 
peted for  the  traffic.  We  have  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  railways  would  raise 
their  rates  a  single  \d,  if  the  Canal  were 
done    away  with.      Whilst,   therefore, 
there  are  no  advantages  to  be  gained  by 
the  passing  of  this  Bill,  I  would  point 
out  that  it  may  have  a  very  mischievous 
effect,  because  it  would  render  it  impos- 
sible for  all  time  to  come  to  lower  the 
level  of  Lough  Neagh.     Even  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  people  living  on  the  banks 
of    Lough    Neagh    periodically    suffer 
injury  from  floods.     There  is  another 
objection  to  Bills  of  this  sort ;  there  are 
no  Local  Authorities  in  Ireland  who  are 
competent  to  superintend  their  opera- 
tion.    I  think  it  is  fatal  to  any  Bill  of 
this  kind  if  there  is  no  Hepresentative 
Body  by  whom  it  can  be  carried  out.   It 
is  all  very  well  for  irresponsible  people, 
who,  in  some  cases,  know  nothing  of  the 
facts  of  the  case,  to  promote  such  Bills 
as  this.     I  know  that  several  of  the  hon. 
Members  from  the  North  of  Ireland  have 
no  local  knowledge  whatever,  and  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  they  know  nothing  of 
the  merits  of  this  case.     I  maintain  that 
until  we  get  a    Local  Representative 
Body  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  who  can 
represent    the    ratepayers    fairly    and 
honestly,  no  Bill  dealing  with  questions 
of    taxation    for    drainage    and    other 
mattersjof  that  sort  should  be  allowed  to 
pass.       I  trust  my  hon.   Friends  will 
divide  with  me  against  the  Bill  even  at 
its  present  stage ;  and  I  think  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  who  are  in 
favour  of  economy,  will  see  it  would  be 
very  much  better  to  sell  the  land  of  the 
Canal   for  the   £5,000  which  it  would 
bring  than  to  expend  any  more  money 
upon  it.     The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
told  us  that  this  Canal   Company  had 
entered  into  a  certain  undertaking.     It 
is  no  use  to  talk  about  the  Company 
entering  into  undertakings.     We  know 
what   a    shady    public  Company    will 


undertake.  In  point  of  fact,  it  will 
undertake  anything ;  but  to  get  it  to 
fulfil  its  undertakings  is  a  very  difficult 
matter.  I  think  that,  unless  the  Govern- 
ment is  able  to  offer  very  much  stronger 
reasons  than  they  have  done  yet  why 
this  Bill  should  pass,  it  is  right  that  the 
House  should  insist  upon  a  postpone- 
ment to  allow  of  further  consideration. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    On  behalf  of 
my  constituents  in  South  Derry,  who 
have  great  interest  in  the  drainage  of 
the  Bann,  I  wish  to  offer  this  Bill  my 
strongest  opposition.     We  often  hear  it 
said  that  the  Irish  people  regard  the 
English  Exchequer  as  a  cow  from  which 
they  are  continually  drawing.      But  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  hon.  Gentlemen  re- 
presenting English   constituencies  that 
what  we  are  doing  in  this  case  is  to 
oppose  the  absolute  throwing  away  of 
£3,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money  into  the 
waters  of  the  Ulster  Canal.     Now,  the 
most  astonishing   thing  to  me  is  that 
some  of  the  Members  of  the  Opposition 
who  approached  the  Treasury,  in  the 
form  of  a  deputation,  on  Friday  last, 
should  have  the  hardihood  to  put  for- 
ward some  of  the  statements  they  did. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir 
James  Corry)  had  the  superb  audacity 
to  say  that  our  opposition  to  the  de- 
velopment of  this  Canal  was  due  to  our 
having  an  interest  in  Bailway  Companies 
in  Ireland.     Any  argument,  of  course, 
against  a  Parnellite   Member  is  good 
enough.  At  one  time  we  are  represented 
as  being  in  a  state  of  the  most  wretched 
and  depressed  poverty,  and  at  another 
time  we  are  represented  as  having  such 
great  interests  in  Eailway  .Companies 
that  we  are  opposed  to  Canals.    I  am 
surprised  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Coriy) — because  he  was  made  a  Baronet 
by  tne  late  Tory  Government  for  value 
received — is  not  here  to-night,  in  order 
to  defend  the  unjust  attack  he  made 
upon   Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
for  their  action  in  connection  with  this 
Canal.     I  will  read,  for  the  instruction 
of    English    Members,    one    statement 
made  by  a  member  of  the  deputation  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.     Hon. 
Gentlemen    will   then    understand   the 
value  of  this  Canal  to  Ireland.     The 
Canal  is  now  making  a  total  of  £50  per 
annum ;  what  chance,  therefore,  is  there 
of    the   Company    ever    repaying   the 
£3,000  proposed  to  be  advanced  by  the 
State?  The  secretary  to  the  Canal  Com- 
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pany — and  I  take  this  from  the  report 

in  The  Belfast  Newe  Letter ^  which  was 

sent  by  a  special  reporter  and  across  a 

special  wire — said — 

"  There  were  26  locks  on  the  Oanal,  and  it 
would  take  £10,000  to  put  the  Canal  in  work- 
ing order." 

£10,000  to  begin  with !  At  £50  a-year 
the  House  can  imagine  how  many  years 
it  would  take  to  make  up  £10,000. 

"  Two  proposals  had  been  made  for  raising 
this  sum.  The  first  was  that  the  Government 
should  lend  it  to  the  Navigation  Company  ;" 

— that  was  a  most  cynical  and  delightful 
attempt  to  offer  adequate  security  for 
the  repayment  of  loan  and  interest — 

"And  the  second  proposal  was  that  £3,000 
should  be  given  by  the  Government,  the  Com- 
pany being  left  to  borrow  the  other  £7,000. 
The  hon.  Gentleman's  Predecessors  were  pre- 
pared to  accede  to  the  latter  proposal." 

The  first  proposal  was  that  £10,000 
should  be  expended,  and  when  that 
would  not  wash  the  Company  were 
content  with  £3,000.  Yes;  1  venture 
to  say  they  would  have  been  satisfied 
with  £2,000,  or  £1,000,  or  £500,  or 
anything  they  could  squeeze  out  of  the 
Government.  I  will  not  say  they  wanted 
to  share  it  amongst  themselves ;  but,  no 
doubt,  they  wished  to  make  the  pretence 
they  were  going  to  do  something  with 
these  26  locks,  and  then  become  bank- 
rupt in  the  face  of  the  public.  The 
whole  question  of  the  Canalization  of 
Ireland  is  a  very  difficult  one.     In  my 

J'udgment,  the  number  of  Canals  in 
reland  is  much  too  large.  On  this 
Lower  Bann  you  are  at  present  taxing 
the  farming  population  of  Ireland 
£15,000  a-year  for  the  maintenance  of 
these  navigation  locks,  some  of  which 
locks  were  so  objectionable  to  the  peace- 
able population  generally — to  the  non- 
Catholic  population  along  the  banks — 
that  they  blew  them  out  with  dynamite. 
The  people  argued  that  not  a  single 
boat  passed  along  the  Canal  but  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  acres  of  their 
land  were  being  flooded.  What  a  farce 
it  is  to  pretend  to  go  on  with  navigation 
when  you  have  nothing  to  navigate. 
There  are  railways  on  each  side  of  the 
Canal  to  take  all  the  traffic  the  districts 
produce.  There  is  no  boat  upon  the 
Canal,  and  yet  you  tax  the  people  thou- 
sands of  pounds  to  make  useless  works 
for  the  purpose  of  navigation,  instead  of 
letting  the  rivers  do  what  Gbd  intended, 
and  that  is  to  drain  the  land  of  Ireland 
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down  to  the  sea.    Yoa  keep,  by  meaaa 
of  these  useless  locks,  Lou^  Neagh  to 
a  level  three  or  four  feet  liigher  thaa 
was  ever  intended ;  but  the  worst  of  all 
is  that  when  you  appointed  a  Gk>Ter&- 
ment  Commission  to  inquire   into  the 
whole  subject — a  Commission  oonai^in^, 
as  it  did,  of  the  late  Memb^  for  Ty- 
rone (Mr.   T.   Dickson),   the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman    who,    in    the  last 
Parliament,   represented  County  Dub- 
lin, but  who  now  sits  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  Division  of  Kent  (Colonel  Kiag- 
Harman),   and  the    hon.   and    gallast 
Gentleman    the  Member    for    Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan),  and  that  Comnuasioo 
condemns  the  thing  root  and  branch — 
which  has  also  been  done  by  many  msn 
of  independent  character — the  Ooveis- 
ment  still  comes  forward  and  proposes 
to  cast  the  money  of  the  ratepayers  into 
the  foetid  waters  of  the  Ulster  CanaL 
On  behalf  of  my  constituents,  who  are 
deeply    interested  in  the  drainage  of 
Lough  Neagh,  I  join  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  in 
his  opposition  to  this  BilL     I  think  it  k 
a  monstrous  thing  that  gentlemen  ahoald 
be  allowed  to  come  over  from  Ireland 
and  pretend  to  the  Treasury  that  thqr 
are  entitled  to  borrow  £3,000,    when 
they  admit  that  to  do  properly  what  is 
suggested  an  expenditure  of  £10,000  is 
necessary.    For  them  to  say  they  eu 
ever  pay  the  interest  on  the  borrowed 
money  is  a  sham  and  a  delusion,  and  if 
my  hon.  Friend  goes  to  a  diviaioa  I 
shall  certfidnly  support  him. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  This 
is  a  matter  which  a  number  of  na  now 
sitting  on  these  Benches  have  persaot- 
ently  fought  against  a  series  of  Financial 
Secretaries  to  the  Treasuiy,  and  I  know 
for  a  fact  that  one  of  the  Predecossort 
of  the  present  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
in  his  own  mind,  did  not  approve  of  the 
Bill  which  his  official  position  compelied 
him  to  support  in  the  House.  I  pnt  it 
to  Members  opposite,  who  have  mani- 
fested a  much  greater  desire  than  I 
have  ever  witnessed  before  to  give 
effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  Repreamta- 
tives  of  Ireland,  that  this  is  a  mattar 
in  which  we  have  reached  practical 
unnanimity,  and  that  in  no  aaaembly  ia 
Dublin  would  such  a  project  as  this  haw 
the  least  chance  of  success.  If  carried  at 
all,  the  Bill  will  be  carried  agaiast  the 
unanimous  wish  of  the  Reproanntatifw 
of  Ireland.    It  is  supported  by  a  jmj 
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sinall  number  of  men,  who  do  not  appear 
to  have  really  studied  the  ease  in  all  its 
bearings,  and  therefore  cannot  be  alive 
to  the  very  serious  and  joblike  cha- 
racter of  the  measure  proposed.  I  do 
not  wish  to  quote  extensively  from  Re- 
ports of  the  Commissioners  appointed  to 
examine  this  question  ;  but  I  venture  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  so  far  back 
as  1861  Sir  John  Maclean,  who  was  cer- 
tainly very  unbiassed,  reported  that  the 
only  plan  he  could  suggest  by  which  the 
Oanal  could  be  made  useful  was  to  take 
off  the  lock  gates,  drain  the  Canal,  and 
convert  its  bed  into  grass  land  which 
might  be  let  for  grazing ;  that  gentleman 
adding  that  the  banks  and  waste  land, 
vrliich  in  many  places  were  of  consider- 
able width,  might  be  let  for  tillage. 
Liater  Commissioners  had  reported 
against  any  further  expenditure  of 
money — they  showed  it  was  perfectly 
useless ;  and  they  also  showed  that  the 
loss  of  money  tasen  at  the  lowest  rate 
of  interest  charged  by  the  Treasury  for 
any  advances  of  this  kind  must  amount 
annually  to  over  £6,000.  Now  we  are 
asked  to  make  a  drain  on  the  Treasury 
of  a  very  considerable  amount,  and  to 
hand  that  sum  over  to  a  Company  which 
undertakes  to  do  something.  What  that 
Bomethiug  is  is  not  very  clear ;  but  the 
inevitable  result  will  be  that  in  a  short 
time  the  Treasury,  as  mortgagees,  will 
be  obliged  to  foreclose  because  they  will 
not  be  able  to  receive  either  their  in- 
terest or  principal,  and  then  they  will 
be  in  precisely  the  same  position  as  now, 
with  a  worthless  security  on  their  hands, 
and  have  to  come  to  the  House  with  an- 
other Bill  in  order  to  induce  some  other 
Company  to  take  it  up.  And  so  the 
game  will  go  on.  Public  money  will  be 
wasted,  and,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Derry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has  said,  injury  will 
be  done  to  the  agricultural  land  in  the 
neighbourhood.  They  have  done  the 
same  thing  here  as  in  many  other  parts 
of  Irelimd ;  they  have  dammed  up  the 
watercourses  and  prevented  the  water- 
courses doing  what  they  ought  to  do- 
namely,  carry  off  the  surplus  water  to 
the  sea.  I  have,  myself,  seen  tens  of 
thousands  of  acres  in  one  stretch  under 
water,  which,  if  these  rivers  were  only 
allowed  to  do  what  they  were  intended 
and  made  to  do,  might  never  have  been 
flooded  at  all.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 


Fowler^  recognizes  the  evident  sense  of 
the  maiority  of  the  House ;  but  perhaps 
he  would  prefer  to  have  time  to  consider 
his  position.  He  may  possibly  be  pre* 
pared  to  assent  to  the  Motion  to  adjourn 
the  present  debate.  If  it  meets  with  his 
view  of  the  present  situation,  I  will  move 
that  this  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Arthur  0^  Connor.) 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb)  :  I  assure 
my  hou.  Friends  that  I  have  no  wish  to 
force  on  this  Bill  against  the  opposition 
of  the  Irish  Members.  Of  course,  there 
is  to  this,  as  to  every  question,  two  sides, 
and  I  should  like  the  House  to  hear  the 
other  side.  I  may  add  that  the  Treasury 
are  to  be  relieved  from  £1,100  a-year, 
and  that  is,  perhaps,  the  bait  held  out  to 
us.  But  I  am  quite  willing  to  assent  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  on  con- 
dition that  ample  Notice  be  given  of  its 
resumption  in  order  that  all  Members 
from  Ireland  ma^  have  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  views  upon  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

POST     OFFICE  —  8UBMABINE     TELE- 
GRAPH    CONTRACT    (ST.  VINCENT 
TO  THE  WEST  COAST  OF  AFRICA). 
kesolution. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  moved— 

"That  the  Contract,  dated  the  19th  day  of 
January  1886,  for  the  construction  of  a  Sub- 
marine Telegraph  Line  from  the  Island  of  St. 
Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  be  ap- 
proved.** 

Mr.  HENNIKER-HEATON  objected 
to  the  Motion  being  taken  at  that  hour 
of  the  night. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It  was  arranged 
that  this  should  be  taken  to-night ;  but 
I  have  no  wish  to  press  it  at  this  late 
hour  if  any  objection  is  raised.  I  there- 
fore propose  to  postpone  it  till  to- 
morrow. 

Debate  adfoumed  till  To-morrow. 

SHOP  HOURS  REGULATION  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Shop  Hours  KeguLition 
Bill  nominated  o/,— Mr.  Bakbt,  Mr.  Broad- 
HTRST,  Sir  James  Fbbouson,  Mr.  Tubooobb 
Fbt,  Sir  JoUK  LuBBocxi  Mr.  Fbanois  Powbll^ 


Mr.  Thobold  Boobbb,  and  Mr.  Stuabt- 
"Wobtley: — ^Three  to  bo  tho  quorum. — (Sir 
John  Zubboek,) 

HouM  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

One  o'clock. 


^^^»^^^^^^*^»IW 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  2nd  March,  1686. 


MINUTES.]  —  Took  the  Oath  —  The  Lord 
Minster  (Marquess  of  Oonyngham). 

Public  Bills — First  Beading ^mectric  Lighting 
Act (1882)  Amendment*  (25). 

Third  Beading — Freshwater  Fisheries  (Eels)  • 
(23),  and  paned. 

MOUNTED  VOLUNTEER  INFANTRY. 
QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  mounted  men  being  attached 
to  infantry  volunteer  corps  at  the  request 
of  the  commanding  officer  if  no  extra 
charge  be  thereby  entailed  ?  said,  since 
he  had  placed  the  Notice  of  this  (Ques- 
tion upon  the  Paper  he  had  received  in- 
formation that  it  was  the  desire  of  the 
1st  Middlesex  Infantry  Volunteers,  bet- 
ter known  as  the  Victorias,  to  have  a 
small  squad  of  mounted  Infantry  at- 
tached to  their  regiment.  The  replies, 
however,  that  had  been  received  from 
the  War  Office  upon  the  subject  had 
been  unsatisfactory.  If  permission  were 
given  to  form  such  mounted  squad  but 
little  expense  would  be  incurred  by  the 
country,  because  the  men  who  would 
form  it  were  perfectly  willing  to  defray 
the  cost  of  equipping  themselves  out  of 
their  own  pockets,  the  only  demand 
made  being  that  they  should  receive  the 
ordinary  capitation  grant  of  30«.  now 
paid  to  efficient  Volunteers. 

The  under  SEORETARY  op 
STATE  (Lord  Sandhurst),  in  reply,  said : 
The  experiment  of  allowing  mounted 
men  to  be  attached  to  Volunteer  corps  at 
their  own  expense  is  now  being  tried  in 
six  cases.  In  two  cases  out  of  of  the  six 
the  authority  has  been  cancelled,  and  in 
a  third  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  scheme 
can  be  continued.  Therefore  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  does  not  think  it  advisable 
to  further  extend  the  permission  until 
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he  has  gained  more  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  remaining  existing  com- 
panies. 

VENTILATION  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
BEsoLunoir. 

The  Earl  of  UMERIOK  roee  to 
move — 

"  That  the  evidence  of  John  Percy,  Esqmie, 
M.  D.,  taken  before  the  Select  Committee  oa 
the  Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Pariiamenta  aad 
Office  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Bla^  Bod 
in  eession  1869,  be  laid  upon  the  Tabk,  and 
that  the  same  be  printed.*' 

The  noble  Earl  said,  the  evidence  would 
be  of  much  value  in  reference  to  the 
lighting  and  ventilation  of  tlie  House. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  asked 
whether  the  evidence  referred  to  had 
not  been  already  printed  ? 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK  said,  that 
he  understood  it  had  not  been  printed. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  failed  to  see  what  advantage  was  to 
be  derived  from  adopting  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Earl,  especiallv  as  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  had  been  dii«<^ed 
to  Dr.  Percy's  evidence.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  ventilation  of  the  House 
would  be  all  that  could  be  desired  if 
they  would  open  the  windows  and  dis- 
pense with  the  elaborate  system  thej 
had  introduced. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
thought  the  House  should  be  lighted  by 
electricity,  and  they  would  then  get  zid 
of  the  heat  created  by  the  gas  falling  (m 
their  Lordships'  heads,  and  a  greatdeal 
of  the  misery  and  discomfort  soffered 
by  them.  The  machinery  below  for 
pumping  up  fresh  air  was  of  a  most 
elaborate  and  costly  description,  and  the 
steam-engine  required  for  it  could  be 
utilized  to  generate  the  electric  light. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  said  evidence  laid  on  the  TaHe 
accordingly,  and  to  he  printed,  (No.  26.] 

elbctrio  lightina  act   (1882)   akeoh 
ment  bill  [h.l.] 

A  BiU  to  amend  and  extend  the  Electric 
Lighting  Act,  1882.— Was  presents  by  The 
Lord  Rayleigh ;  read  1».  (No.  26.) 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  F 
o*  clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a  quaztar 

pait  Ten  o^ckxt 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday ^  2nd  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct  Comiottbb  —  Town 
Holdings,  appointed. 

Pbiyatb  Billb  {by  Order) — Second  Beading^ 
London  and  South  Western  Railway  * ; 
Midland  Railway,  debate  adjourned. 

Second  Beading — Re/etred  to  Select  Committee — 
£ast  liondon  Water. 


PRIVATE  JBUSmHSS. 


EAST  LONDON  WATER  BILL  (by  Order). 
SEOOND    BEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tlie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (/Sir  Charles  Fonter.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  :  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  on  the  same  terms  as  those 
suggested  yesterday  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney)  in 
regard  to  the  Lambeth  and  Southwark 
and  Yauzhall  Water  Bills. 

Mr.  BUXTON :  In  addition  to  the 
reasons  which  were  given  by  mj  hon. 
Friend  yesterday,  I  wish  to  add  one  more 
why  these  Bills  should  have  a  somewhat 
wider  inquiry  than  is  ordinarily  given  to 
a  Private  Bill.  The  Bill  itself  proposes 
to  absorb  a  piece  of  valuable  property  in 
the  shape  of  a  foot-path  which  is  very 
much  used  by  working  people.  The 
proposal  will  enable  the  Company  to 
absorb  public  property  without  giving 
compensation,  and  in  a  way  in  which  it 
can  never  be  restored. 

Colonel  MAEIINS:  I  believe  there 
is  no  opposition  to  the  course  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers)  proposes  to  take ;  and 
when  the  Bill  is  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  the  question  raised  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  West 
Essex  (Mr.  Buxton)  will  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Committee  before  whom  the  Bill 
is  sent. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

VOL.  OCCn.  [third  8EBIB8.1 


Ordered^  That  it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  agaiost  the  Bill, 
presented  within  the  time  limited  by  the 
Standing  Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee ; 
and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be 
heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents, 
or  Witnesses,  be  heard  upon  their  Petitions, 
if  they^  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  against  such  Petitions.— (ITr.  Thorold 
Rogere.) 

MIDLAND  RAILWAY  BILL  [by  Order). 
SECOIO)    RBADINa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5tr  Charles  Forster.) 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON  :  I 
have  given  Notice  of  my  intention  to 
move  an  Amendment  upon  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  which  is  as 
follows: — 

**That  this  House,  whilst  not  unwilling  to 
consider  favourably  an  application  from  the  said 
Company,  under  proper  conditions,  for  power 
to  make  arrangements  with  other  Companies 
tending  to  economise  the  cost  of  transport  to  the 
Company,  refuses  to  entertain  the  same  as  a 
mere  incident  in  a  Bill  for  miscellaneous  objects, 
and  unaccompanied  by  the  offer  of  any  com- 
pensating advantages  to  the  public." 

It  is  well  known  that  copies  of  Private 
Bills  introduced  into  this  House  are  not 
circulated  among  Members  in  the  same 
way  as  other  Parliamentary  Papers ;  and 
I  may  add  that  very  important  powers, 
and  powers  affecting  great  questions  of 
principle,  may  be  sought  by  a  Private 
Bill  without  the  attention  of  the  House 
being  directed  to  it.  With  regard  to  the 
Bill  now  under  consideration,  it  seeks 
to  confer  very  large  additional  powers 
upon  the  Midland  Railway  Company; 
and  I  do  not  find,  in  the  report  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Whamcliffe  meeting, 
that  any  mention  is  made  of  some  very 
extraordinary  powers  which  I  am  about 
to  show  are  included  in  the  Bill.  Ooing 
through  the  different  heads,  I  find  that 
the  Bill  gives,  in  the  first  place,  power 
to  make  roads,  to  prepare  roads,  to  ac- 
quire land,  and  so  on.  And  then  all  at 
once  I  come  to  an  entirely  different  mat- 
ter. By  a  clause  in  the  Bill  powers  are 
asked  for,  which  amount  virtually  to  the 
power  of  amalgamation  with  other 
Companies,  and  not  only  to  a  power  of 
amalgamation  with  other  Companies, 
but  absolutely  to  a  power  of  amalga- 
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mation  with  any  Company  with  which 
this  railway  is  in  communication.  Now, 
the  House  is  aware  that  the  Midland 
Bailway  and  its  branches  extend  over  a 
wide  extent  of  England,  and  that  the 
line  is  in  communication  with  railways 
from  the  Land's  End  to  the  frontier  of 
Scotland.  Therefore  the  Bill,  as  it 
stands,  actually  asks  for  the  power  of 
amalgamation  with  almost  every  Com- 
pany; at  any  rate,  in  England  and 
Wales.  [An  hon.  Member  :  And  Scot- 
land, too.]  My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
it  touches  Scotland  also ;  and  therefore, 
by  assenting  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  the  powers  contained  in  it  will 
also  apply  to  the  Scotch  railways.  I  do 
not  know  whether  that  is  the  intention 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill ;  but,  to  my 
apprehension,  that  would  be  the  effect 
of  passing  the  BUI  in  its  present  shape. 
Surely  that  is  a  question  of  principle 
which  ought  to  be  carefully  considered 
by  the  House  before  the  second  reading 
is  passed.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  say  that  I  believe  it  is  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  a  reconstruc- 
tion and  amalgamation  of  Kailway 
Companies;  and  I  believe  that  the 
sooner  that  is  effected  the  better,  for 
this  reason — that  it  would  enable  the 
Bail  way  Companies  to  diminish  their 
expenses,  and  give  them  the  means  of 
reducing  their  rates  and  charges  to  the 
public.  But  it  is  one  thing  for  this 
power  to  be  obtained  by  the  Bailway 
Companies,  in  order  that  they  may 
be  in  a  position  to  lower  their  rates, 
and  it  is  quite  another  thing  to  feel 
sure  that  they  would  make  use  of  that 
power  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
when  it  is  conferred  upon  them.  I 
certainly  cannot  find,  within  the  four 
corners  of  this  Bill,  anything  which 
will  insure  to  the  public  any  compen- 
sating advantages  for  the  powers  given 
to  the  Midland  Bailway  Company  if 
this  Bill  passes.  That  is  the  point  to 
which  I  think  it  is  important  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House.  I  believe 
that  every  hon.  Member  will  admit  that 
of  all  the  Bailway  Companies  the  Mid- 
land Bailway  Company  is  probably  the 
one  which,  on  the  whole,  has  done  more 
in  the  interests  of  the  public  than  any 
other  Bailway  Company.  I  candidly 
acknowledge  that  they  were  the  first 
to  introduce  a  system  of  running 
trains  at  a  comparatively  cheap  and 
uniform   rate    of   fares.    But   that  is 
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not  a  reason  why  we  Bhould  not  tek« 
precautions  in  order  to  be  certain  that 
the  powers  we  grant  to  them   will  be 
used,  not  only  to  their  own  adTantage, 
but  also  to  the  advantage  of  the  pnbUc 
Evidence  was  given  before  the  Baiiwaj 
Bates  Committee,  which  sat  during  two 
Sessions,  that  certain  promises,   wbieh 
the  Midland  Bailway  held    oat  when 
they  applied  for  an  extension  of  thcar 
system,  have  not  altogether  been  ful- 
filled.    I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  facts 
of  the  case  myself;  but  I   think  there 
are  hon.  Members  in  the   House  who 
will  be  able  to  give  information  npoQ 
the  matter.     However  honest  a  Hailwaj 
Company  may  be,  I  think  it  is  our  dutj 
in  this  House  to  see  that  the  public  in- 
terests are  safeguarded.    This  is  a  ques- 
tion in  which,  at  any  rate,  we  ought  to 
know  that  the  attention  of  any  Oommit- 
tee  to  whom  the  Bill  may  be  refamd 
will  be  fully  drawn,  and  that  the  inten- 
tions of  the  House  will  be  fully  indicated 
and  distinctly  understood — namely,  that 
if  increased  powers  are  to  be  given  to 
this  or  any  other  Bailway  Company, 
some  compensating  advantage  to  the 
public  will  be  looked  for.     For  this  rea- 
son I  beg  to  move  the  Resolution  whic^ 
I  now  submit. 

Mr.  HICKMAN :  I  rise  for  the  par* 
pose  of   seconding  the  Motion,  and  I 
ask  for  that  indulgence  of  the   Ho«w 
which  is  usually  accorded  to  thoee  who 
address  it  for  the  first  time.     1  promiat 
to  be  as  brief  as  possible.    My  grouadi 
of  opposition  to  the  Bill  are  quite  dis- 
tinct and  separate  from  those  of  the  hoa. 
Baronet.     I  object  to  the  BiU  becansa, 
on  a  former  occasion,  in  Private  BiS 
legislation,  the  Midland  Bailway  Oom- 
pany  held  out  to  the  great  iron  distiicte 
of    Staffordshire   certain  expectatki8a» 
and  g^ve  certain  pledges,  whic^  thaj 
have  since  altogether  ignored  and  le- 
f  used  to  carry  out.    The  histoiy  of  the 
transaction  to  which  I  refer  is  shoHly 
this.    In   1882  a  Bill  was   promoted, 
called  the  Wolverhampton,  Walsall,  and 
Midland  Junction    Bailway    BilL     Ii 
opening  the  case  before  the  Commoas 
Committee,  Sir  Edmund  Beckett  said 
that  the  object  of  the  line  was  not  to 
serve  mere  local  purposes,  but  to  intra* 
duce  the  Midland  system  into  Stafioid- 
shire.     Although  this  was  nominaUy  a 
Private  Bill,  the  Midland  Company  paid 
the  expenses  of  promoting  it,  and  wj 
have  since  made  the  line.    It  is  now  it 
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their  possession,  and  worked  by  them. 
Sir  James  AUport,  the  then  General 
Manager  of  the  Midland  Bailway,  in 
his  evidence  before  the  Commons  Oom* 
mittee,  was  asked  this  Question — 

**  The  promoters  and  ironmasters  say  that  if 
yon  g^t  to  Wolverhampton  they  will  have  a  re- 
duction of  rates.  What  is  yoor  opinion  of 
that?" 

The  answer  was — 

'*  I  have  always  heen  of  opinion  that  the  rates 
of  the  South  Staffordshire  district  are  too  high. 
We  have  had  no  control  of  them.  The  London 
and  North  Western  are  the  people  who  have 
fixed  the  rates,  hut  they  are  too  high." 

In  answer  to  another  Question  Sir 
James  AUport  said — 

"  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  in  look- 
ing at  other  iron  districts,  the  South  Stafford- 
shire rates  are  too  high.*' 

He  was  asked  if  there  would  be  a  per- 
manent reduction,  and  his  answer  was — 

"  I  should  think  so." 

Sir  James  AUport  was  then  asked — 

"Suppose  that  you  and  the  London  and 
North  Western  Company  got  to  loggerheads, 
and  then  come  to  an  arrangement ;  would  that 
arrangement  he  permanent  or  temporary  ?  " 

Sir  James  Allport  said,  in  reply — 

**  I  cannot  give  you  a  better  illustration  than 
what  we  are  doing,  where  we  have  it  entirely 
in  our  own  hands.  We  charge  at  present  from 
the  Staveley  ironworks  to  London  10«.  6<f.  per 
ton." 

Question — 

**  Who  competes  with  you  there  P'* 

Answer — 

'*  Nobody ;  it  is  entirely  on  our  own  line,  and 
it  is  either  10«.  ^d.  or  lit.  From  South  Staf- 
fordshire it  ie,  I  believe,  15«.  I  cannot  give 
any  better  answer  than  that." 

Asked — 

'*  What  is  the  difference  between  the  dis- 
tances ;" 

The  answer  was — 

"  The  distance  from  Staveley  to  London  is 
greater  than  from  Wolverhampton.  That  shows 
what  the  Midland  Company  d!o." 

Now,  Staveley  is  149  miles  from  Lon- 
don, and  Birmingham  only  113;  but 
the  Birmingham  rate  is  15#.  for  113 
miles,  while  the  Staveley  rate  is  only 
12«.  ^d  for  149  miles.  Sir  James  Allport 
repeated  the  same  evidence  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and 
he  added  that  his  Company  had  done 
very  little  in  Staffordshire  in  respect  of 
the  London  trade,  which,  he  said,  was 
owing   to    the  excessive  gradients  on 


their  existing  lines.  He  was  asked  this 
Question — 

*'  If  you  could  get  a  line  more  suitable  for 
the  traffic,  yon  would  be  inclined  to  push  that 
trade  to  a  considerable  extent  P  " 

Answer — 

*'  Yes." 
Question — 

"  Even  by  competing  rates,  if  necessary  ?  " 
Answer — 

"  Yes ;  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not.'  * 
He  was  then  asked  by  Earl  Fortesoue-— 

''  Are  the  Midland  Ck)mpany  prepared  to  bind 
themselves  permanently  to  take  lower  rates 
under  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  ?  " 

Answer — 

''No;  I  do  not  think  the  Midland  Com* 
pany  would,  because  whatever  rates  are  put 
in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  would  be  binding  on 
the  whole  Midland  system.  I  think  the  Mid- 
land Company,  who  have  developed  the  iron- 
stone and  various  trades  upon  their  line,  would 
be  a  guarantee  to  the  traae  that  the  Midland 
Ck)mpany  would  put  them  on  the  same  footing." 

That  is  to  say,  the  same  footing  as 
Staveley.  Well,  Sir,  when  the  Midland 
Company  made  that  railway,  the  Iron 
Masters'  Association  of  Staffordshire  ap- 
plied to  Sir  James  Allport  to  redeem  the 
pledges  he  had  given.    But  he  said — 

"We  cannot  without  the  consent  of  other 
Companies ;  we  have  entered  into  an  agree- 
ment with  other  Companies,  and  without  them 
we  cannot  reduce  our  rates." 

Now,  what  we  complain  of  is  that  such 
a  combination  should  have  been  entered 
into.  I  venture  to  say  that  it  is  an  un- 
holy combination,  because  the  result  of 
it  is  this  —that,  although  we  could  easily 
satisfy  a  particular  Company  that  it  is 
to  their  interest  to  reduce  certain  rates 
and  charges,  they  are  unable  to  do  it, 
because  the  other  Companies  with  whom 
they  are  acting  will  not  ag^ee.  Suppose, 
for  instance,  a  trader  goes  to  the  Lon- 
don and  North- Western  BaUway  Com- 
pany in  order  to  get  a  rate  between  two 
stations  on  their  line ;  the  Company  see 
that  their  traffic  would  be  increased  by 
granting  a  rate ;  but  they  cannot  do  it 
without  having  first  obtained  the  con- 
sent of  the  Great  Western  and  the  Mid- 
land Companies.  As  they  are  competing 
with  each  other  for  the  traffic,  it  is  im- 
possible to  obtain  their  consent ;  and  the 
effect  is  that  no  reduced  rates  are  se- 
cured. Originally  there  was  only  one 
railway  to  Liverpool ;  but  since  that  day 
two  other  Companies  have  lines  to  Livcr- 
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upon  a  Committee,  nor  do  the  public 
appear  before  the  Committee.  The  only 
questions  fought  are  the  interests  of 
rival  Companies,  and  the  public  have 
nobody  to  support  them,  so  that  it  is  in 
vain  to  attempt  to  get  their  interests 
considered.  It  is  invariably  the  case 
that  a  Select  Committee  upstairs  only 
deals  with  those  questions  which  are 
fought  out  in  the  interests  of  rival  rail- 
ways. I  think  this  is  not  a  Bill  which 
ought  to  go  before  a  Committee  without 
some  such  Besolution  as  that  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  prepared ;  and  there- 
fore I  give  my  hearty  support  to  the 
Amendment. 

The  president  of  thh  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Muiojella)  :  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Banbury  Di- 
vision of  Oxfordshire  (Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelson)  is  perfectly  justified  in  op- 
posing this  Bill  as  it  stands ;  and  unless 
the  Midland  Railway  Company  are  pre- 
pared, as  I  understand  them  to  be,  to 
accept  a  clause  safeguarding  the  in- 
terests of  the  public,  I  shall  certainly 
oppose,  or  ask  the  House  to  postpone, 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  until  some 
arrangement  with  the  Company  can  be 
made.      This  Bill  contains,  no   doubt, 

Sowers  of  amalgamation  quite  unprece- 
ented  in  an  Omnibus  Bill  of  this  cha- 
racter. *  I  do  not  say  that  these  powers 
may  not  be  most  desirable,  not  only  in 
the  interests  of  the  Company,  but  of  the 
public.  No  doubt,  the  principle  of  com- 
petition has  in  many  instances  been 
carried  to  an  unreasonable  length.  A 
large  number  of  trains  are  run,  many  of 
which  are  comparatively  empty ;  and  it 
is  time  that  some  better  means  were 
come  to  for  putting  an  end  to  the  waste- 
ful system  of  management  now  pursued 
by  Railway  Companies.  But  this  House 
has  a  right  to  know,  before  assenting  to 
a  Bill  of  this  character,  the  nature  of  the 
arrangements  proposed  by  the  Company ; 
and  we  have  a  right  to  be  told  what  ad- 
vantage the  public  will  derive  from  it. 
A  perfectly  correct  account  has  been 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Hickman)  in  regard  to  the 
Midland  Company  and  its  dealing  with 
the  traders  of  South  Staffordshire ;  but 
I  think  that  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  been  more  appro- 
priate on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
which  I  hope  to  introduce  to  the 
House  next  Monday.  This  is,  un- 
doubtedly, a  case  for  investigation  and 
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inquiry,  and  possibly  a  case  for  tiie 
consideration  of  the  Railway  Ccon- 
missioners  themselves.  A  clause  has, 
however,  been  submitted  to  the  Rail- 
way Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to-day  on  behalf  of  the  Company 
which,  if  introduced  into  the  Bill,  wHl 
provide  that  any  agreement  made  under 
the  powers  of  the  Bill  shall  receive  the 
assent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  of  some 
tribunal  nominated  by  that  I>epartmeiit 
That  clause  is  as  follows : — 

"  Any  agreement  made  under  the  powers  d 
this  Act  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  t^ 
Board  of  Trade  or  a  tribunal  to  he  nominated 
by  them  in  that  behalf  in  manner  proTided  hj 
Part  m.  (rating  to  Working  Agreements)  9l 
*  The  Railway  Clauses  Ck>naolidati<Mi  Aoi,  18S3  :* 
and  in  considering  any  agreement  submitted  to 
them  for  approval  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  ladi 
tribunal  as  aforesaid,  shall  have  due  regard  to 
the  interests  of  the  public  and  of  other  railwmvt, 
and  may  attach  to  their  approval  of  any  agxee> 
ment  such  terms  and  conditions  as  they  wmj 
think  necessary  or  just  for  the  public  protectiao 
and  advantage,  and  for  the  security  of  any  oths 
Railway  Company  or  Companies.*' 

I  should  not  have  been  prepared  to 
assent  to  the  second  readiDg*  of  the  Bill 
if  I  had  not  received  information  item 
the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade  tha: 
this  clause  is  to  be  introduced,  and  that 
they  are  satisfied  with  it.  I  truct  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Hallamshire  Division  of  the  Weat  Bidiag 
(Mr.  Mappin),  who,  I  believe,  repreeanti 
the  Companv  here,  will  be  prepared  to 
engage  on  the  part  of  the  Company  that 
if  the  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  this 
clause  will  be  introduced  into  it.  If  not^ 
I  must  certainly  oppose  the  aecond 
reading. 

Mb.  MAPFIN  :  I  have  no  instractiou 
to  do  so. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  behalf  of  the  Midland  Company 
will  accept  the  clause,  I  will  ask  the 
House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  t 
second  time;  because  I  certainly  con- 
sider that  some  of  the  powers  which  it 
asks  for  are  very  desirable.  I  have  do 
wish  to  protract  the  further  procedure 
in  regard  to  this  Bill,  if  there  is  an  on- 
derstanding  that  this  clause  is  inserted, 
ffiving  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  any  tri- 
bunal the  Board  of  Trade  might  appoint, 
a  control  over  the  arrangements. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  Board  of  Trade  k 
going  to  take  the  responsibility  of  as- 
senting to  a  contemplated  amalgamatioa 
between  the  Midland  Bailway  Uompaay 
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asked  for  by  the  traders,  the  traders  of 
the  country  will  hare  to  complain  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Bailway  Companies,  and 
of  the  high  tolls  charged  by  Companies 
which  used  to  run  as  competing  rail- 
ways, but  who  are  now  compelled  to 
work  in  co-operation.  The  effect  of  all 
our  system  of  railway  legislation  has 
been  to  oblige  the  Bailway  Companies 
to  raise  double  and  treble  the  amount 
of  capital  which  the  country  requires 
for  the  conveyance  of  its  traffic.  If  the 
House  will  allow  this  Bill  to  go  to  a 
Committee  with  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Banbury 
(Sir  Bernhard  Samnelson),  all  these 
questions  will  be  carefully  considered, 
and  the  Midland  Company  enabled  to 
make  arrangements  which  will  suit  the 
interests  of  the  trade. 

Mb.  WIGQIN  :  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Banbury  (Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelson)  has  admitted  that  no  Com- 
pany has  acted  more  liberally  and  more 
generously  to  the  public  than  the  Mid- 
laud  Company.  I  happen  to  know 
something  about  that  Company ;  I  know 
the  Directors  personally;  and  I  know 
that  they  all  feel  that  the  interests  of 
the  Midland  Bailway  are  bound  up  with 
the  interests  and  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try. They  have  done  everything  to  de- 
velop and  increase  the  trade  of  the  coun- 
try. This  Bill  will  givo  increased 
facilities  to  the  Company  for  making 
better  arrangements  with  regard  to 
competing  railways,  by  means  of  which 
a  reduction  in  the  number  of  trains  and 
a  considerable  saving  in  the  working 
expenses  of  the  line  may  be  effected. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Hickman)  has  a  grievance,  his 
proper  plan  is  to  go  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  therefore  I  hope  the  House 
will  take  the  course  in  regard  to  this 
Bill  which  it  usually  takes  on  other 
occasions — that  is,  that  they  will  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  and  sent 
to  a  Select  Committee,  before  whom  anv 
suggestion,  any  grievance,  or  any  recom- 
mendations will,  doubtless,  bo  properly 
attended  to.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
for  Banbury  will  be  satisfied  with  the 
clause  already  contained  in  the  Bill,  and 
that  he  will  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC:  My  hon.  Friend 
who  spoke  after  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  (Mr.  Mappin)  said  that 
there  was  no  reason  for  taking  this  Bill 
out  of    the  ordinary  course.     Now,  I 


think  that  there  is  every  reason  for  doing 
so.  The  Bill  itself  appears  to  involve  a 
new  departure  from  railway  legislation  ; 
and  I  venture  to  assert  that  in  the  Mid- 
land Counties  there  is  universal  dissatis- 
faction as  to  the  way  in  which  those 
counties  are  served  by  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies. There  is  not  one  of  them  which 
has  not  tied  down  and  bound  its  own 
hands  by  agreements  with  other  Com- 
panies which  render  it  utterly  impos- 
sible for  them  to  do  justice  to  the  people 
whose  interests  they  ought  to  serve. 
To-day  we  hear  the  old  story — let  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  and  it  can  be 
amended  in  Committee.  We  have  heard 
that  over  and  over  again  in  this  House 
for  the  last  30  years.  A  Bailway  Com- 
pany, be  it  remembered,  goes  into 
a  Parliamentary  Committee  with  the 
money  of  the  shareholders;  it  obtains 
the  most  expensive  legal  advice  that 
can  be  got ;  perhaps  it  gets  beaten  one 
year ;  but  it  will  be  found  that  the  next 
year  the  same  measure  is  brought  for- 
ward again.  What  is  the  result  of  this  ? 
The  opponents  have  exhausted  their 
means  and  their  money  in  opposing  it 
in  the  first  instance.  Everyone  connected 
with  the  Midland  Company  is  aware  of 
that  fact,  and  knows  very  well  that  it 
has  been  going  on  for  years.  The  Mid- 
land Company  has  been  asking  every 
year  for  fresh  legislation ;  not  only  have 
they  dealt  with  the  question  of  rates, 
but  it  is  impossible  to  tell  in  a  Bill  of 
this  sort  what  question  is  not  dealt  with ; 
and  I  defy  anybody  to  say  what  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  may  not  do.  I  think  thero 
ought  to  be  some  better  mode  of  ascer- 
taining the  nature  of  the  provisions  of 
Private  Bills,  so  that  the  public  may 
know  at  once  what  is  really  going  to  be 
proposed.  I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Banbury  (Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelson)  will  not  take  the  disinte- 
rested advice  which  has  been  given  to 
him  ;  that  he  will  not  allow  this  Bill  to 
go  into  Committee  ;  but  that  he  will  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  this  new 
departure  in  railway  legislation. 

Sib  BICHABD  PAGET :  I  have  no 
desire  to  find  fault  with  the  Midland 
Bailway  Company  for  the  course  it  has 
taken;  but  I  simply  wish  to  say  that 
we  have  no  evidence,  if  the  House  re- 
fuses to  accept  this  Besolution,  that  the 
matter  can  be  dealt  with  in  Committee, 
and  for  this  reason — that  the  interests 
of  the  general  public  are  not  represented 
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S oration.  My  object,  however,  is  not  to 
iscuss  the  scheme,  but  to  point  out  the 
constitution  and  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body  of  Belfast,  and  to  urge  the 
House  to  seize  this  opportunity  of  re- 
forming the  conduct  of  the  Corporation 
of  Belfast  in  the  only  way  open  to  the 
House,  by  reforming  its  constitution. 
The  fact  which  I  will  place  in  the  fore- 
ground in  respect  to  the  local  govern- 
ment of  Belfast  is  this — that  there  are 
three  Local  Boards  in  Belfast,  and  that 
this  Bill  is  promoted  by  one  of  them, 
while  the  other  two  oppose  it.  The  Bill 
is  promoted  by  the  Corporation,  and  it 
is  opposed  by  the  "Water  Board  and  by 
the  Harbour  Board ;  so  that  the  condi- 
tion of  local  government  in  Belfast  is 
this — that  these  three  Boards,  instead 
of  sensibly  agreeing  among  themselves 
at  home  by  appointing  arbitrators  or  by 
some  other  method,  have  changed  the 
scene  of  conflict  from  Belfast  to  London ; 
and  we  are  now  about  to  engage  a  bat- 
talion of  counsel  and  an  army  of  wit- 
nesses to  fight  out  their  disagreements 
by  the  cumbersome  and  costly  method 
provided  by  this  House  for  the  business 
of  Private  Bill  legislation,  with  the 
result  that  the  whole  costs  of  this  pro- 
longed litigation  will  fall  ultimately,  in 
one  form  or  another,  upon  the  unfortu- 
nate ratepayers  of  Belfast.  But  cost  is 
no  consideration  to  the  Town  Council  of 
Belfast ;  in  fact,  I  must  say  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast  appear  to  be  pos- 
sessed of  what  I  would  call  a  mania  for 
legislation.  How  many  local  Acts  have 
the  Corporation  passed  in  40  years? 
The  House  will  be  astonished  to  find 
that  they  have  passed  no  less  than  14. 
I  believe  it  would  be  hard  to  find  any- 
thing to  compare  with  that  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  legislation  of  any  Municipa- 
lity in  the  Kingdom.  The  expenditure 
in  Parliamentary  costs  which  this  Cor- 
poration has  placed  on  the  town  of  Bel- 
fast in  one  generation  is  £150,000  ;  and 
I  am  driven  to  the  conclusion  from  the 
fact  that  there  must  be  some  official 
person  or  persons  concerned  with  the 
Town  Council  of  Belfast  who  find  it 
convenient  to  promote  Bills  in  this 
House  year  after  year,  and  who  find  it 
desirable  to  spend  thousands  and  tens 
of  thousands  of  the  ratepayers'  money 
under  the  agreeably  vague  and  general 
heading  of  **  Parliamentary  costs." 
Seven  of  the  14  local  Acts  have  been 
passed  within  the  last  20  years,  about 

Mr,  Sexton 


which  time  the  Town  Council  began  to 
consider  the  question  of  main  drainage. 
I  want  to   know  why  the  question  of 
main  drainage  was  not  dealt  with  in  any 
of  these  Acts  ?    The  last  Act  passed  by 
the  Town  Council  was  in  1884.     It  waa 
a  very  considerable  measure.     It  cost  a 
great  deal  of  money.     Why  did  not  the 
Town  Council  of  Belfast  mature  their 
main  drainage  scheme  and  include  it  in 
that    measure;    or  why   did   they  not 
postpone    the    Bill     until     the     main 
drainage    scheme    was     matured,    in- 
stead   of    placing    the     cost     of   two 
considerable  measures  upon   the  rate- 
payers of  the  town  ?    I  am  entitled  to 
emphasize,  the  fact,  at  the  same  time, 
that  Belfast  is  suffering  at  the  present 
moment  from  acute  depression  of  trade, 
and  that  the  bulk  of  the  persons  who 
have  to  pay  the  cost  of  these  proceedings 
find  it  very  hard  indeed  to  procure  the 
means  of  subsistence.     I  have  also  to 
complain  that  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast 
were  not  consulted  in  reference  to  this 
Bill ;  they  have  not  boen  afiTorded  by  the 
Town  Council  an  opportunity  of  holding 
a  public  meeting  to  consider  the  Bill 
and  criticize  this  scheme,  or  of  offering 
any  alternative  scheme  or  schemes.    It 
is  no  easy  thing  in  Belfast  to  find  men 
of  different  religious  creeds    agreeing 
upon  any  public  question  ;  but  npon  the 
question  now  before  the  House  I  am  ia 
a  position  to  say  that  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  of  all  religious  creeds  are  ab- 
solutely of  one  opinion,  and  that  that 
opinion  is  against  the  Corporation.  [Sir 
James  Corbt  :  No,  no !]     It  is  proper 
to  observe  that  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
was  lately  expelled  from  the  representa- 
tion of  Belfast  says  "  No  !  "     He  is,  I 
suppose,  taking  a  Christian  revenge  oa 
those   who  rejected  him.     Two  public 
meetings  of  ratepayers  have  been  held 
in  Belfast  in  the  course  of  the  last  six 
weeks — one  of  them  attended  by  Pro- 
testants in  St.  George's  Hall,  and  ose 
attended    by  Catholics  in  St.   Maiy*! 
Hall ;  and  at  both  meetings  the  oondoct 
of  the  Corporation  in  reference  to  this 
matter  was  strongly  condemned.     At 
the  meeting  in  St.  George's  Hall,  on  the 
29th  of  January,  this  ResolutioQ  was 
passed — 

'*  That  we  are  strongly  of  opinion  tbaihe£git 
the  Corporation  proceeded  to  oDtain  Parinnua* 
tary  powers  to  carry  out  such  an  ezt«asi« 
scheme  of  sewerage  as  that  which  is  at  proKot 
before  Parliament  entailing  soeh 
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and  other  Companies?  I  Mr.  Mun- 
DELLA :  No ;  not  at  all.]  If  that  were  so, 
I  think  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  should 
be  continued.  I  think  it  is  impossible 
to  follow  this  Bill  clause  by  clause  in  a 
discussion  upon  the  second  readiog ;  and 
I  think  the  best  course  would  be  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment  on  the  undor- 
Btanding  that  we  reserve  the  right  of 
opposing  the  Bill  when  it  comes  back  to 
us  on  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee. 
There  would  also  be  a  further  under- 
Btandinc^  that  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
appear  before  the  Committee  in  order  to 
see  that  this  clause  is  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  which,  in  their  opinion,  will  fully 
protect  the  interests  of  the  public.  If 
the  interests  of  the  public  are* hereafter 
found  not  to  be  protected  by  that  clause, 
it  will  be  open  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
oppose  the  Bill  on  Beport. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL :  We  have 
only  at  present  the  Bill  before  us  ;  and 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
placed  before  us  a  clause,  wo  have  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  it.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  further  tells  the 
House  that  the  Bill  which  he  is  going 
to  introduce  on  Monday  is  likely  very 
seriously  to  afifect  this  question.  Then, 
what  I  wish  to  propose,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, is  a  course  which,  I  venture 
to  think,  will  meet  the  urgency  of  the 
case.  Certainly,  I,  for  one,  am  not  pre- 
pared, having  only  just  heard  the  clause 
read,  to  accept  it.  I  would  therefore 
propose  that  the  debate  bo  adjourned 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill, 
together  with  the  clause  referred  to  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  Staveley  Hill.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next. 

BELFAST  MAIN  DRAINAGE  BILL. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  sexton,  in  rising  to  move  - 

*•(!.)  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill,  that 
they  do  insert  in  the  Bill  Clauses  for  the  fol- 
lowing purposes :  — 

To  assimilate  the  Municipal  franchise  of 
the  borough  of  Belfast  to  the  existing 
Parliamentary  franchise ; 

To  enable  every  person  qualified  to  vote  at 
a  Municipal  election  in  Belfast  to  be 


a  candidate  for  election  to  the  office  of 
councillor  or  alderman  ; 

To  constitute  the  present  boundary  of  the 
Parliamentary  borough  of  Belfast  the 
boundary  of  the  Municipal  borough,  and 
to  direct  and  provide  for  a  new  division 
of  the  Municipal  borough  into  wards, 
as  recommended  in  the  Keport  of  the 
Municipal  Boundaries  (Ireland)  Commis- 
sion, dated  the  27th  of  June  1882,  and 
to  authorize  a  proportionate  increase  in 
the  number  of  aldermen  and  councillors  ; 

To  provide  for  an  entire  new  election  of  all 
the  aldermen  and  councillors  of  the 
borough,  upon  the  reformed  franchise, 
within  the  present  year. 

**  (2.)  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  they  do  strike  out  of  the  Bill  such 
Clauses  as  do  not  relate  to  the  Main  Drainage 
Scheme." 

said  :    In  moving  these  Besolutions  I 
would  venture  respectfully  to  solicit  for 
this  matter  the  particular  attention  of 
the  House.    The  occasion  is  singularly 
exceptional,  for  although  this  Motion  is 
directed  immediately  to  the  matter  of  a 
Private  Bill,  it  will  be  found  to  have  a 
bearing,  and  an  important  bearing,  at 
the  present  juncture,   upon  the  great 
public  question  of  the  local  government 
of  town  communities  in  Ireland.     The 
Bill  referred  to  in  the  Motion  is  a  Bill 
promoted  by  the  Town  Council  of  Bel- 
fast for  the  purpose  of  executing  a  main 
drainage  scheme.      The  Town  Council 
has  been  peddling  with  the  subject  of 
main  drainage  for  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century ;  and  the  result  of  their  exploits 
upon  this  question,  legislative  and  other- 
wise, was  summed  up  the  other  day  with 
general  assent  at  a  public  meeting  of  the 
ratepayers  of  that  town,  when  a  speaker 
said  that  the  Corporation  of  Belfast  were 
the  chief  polluters  of  river  and  sea  in 
the  Three  Kingdoms.     I  do  not  propose 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  scheme,  ex- 
cept to  say  that  it  rests  upon  the  autho- 
rity of  one  solitary  engineer ;  that  it  is 
opposed  by  many  engineers ;  that  it  was 
emphaticallycondemned  20  years  ago  by 
a  Commission  acting  on  behalf  of  the 
Local  Harbour    Board ;    and  that  the 
general  drift  of  the  local  opinion  is  that 
this  scheme,  if  carried  into  efifect,  would 
create  in  the  vicinity  of  Belfast  a  vast 
cesspool,    which  would    endanger    the 
public  health ;  and,  finally,  that  although 
the  Corporation  only  propose  to  expend 
£150,000  on  this  project,  good  judges 
think  that  the  scheme,  if  it  is  ever  car- 
ried into  effect,  will  cost  the  good  round 
sum  of  £500,000  in  addition  to  the  debt 
of  £500,000  now  resting  upon  the  Cor. 
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to  assimilate  the  munioipal  to  the  Parliamen- 
tary franchise." 

Mr.  James  Dempsej  said  the  fxanoliise 
in  the  boroughs  limits  the  municipal 
voters  to  something  like  5,000.     There 
are  in  that  5,000  between  1,000  and 
2,000  Oatholios,  who  have  never  bad  a 
member,  and   wbo  have  been  as  cer- 
tainly disfranchised  during  the  last  25 
years  as  those  wbo  live  in  houses  under 
the  £10  valuation.     There  are  500  or  600 
others  wbo  are  independent  men,  and 
repudiate  and  condemn  every  action  of 
tbe  Council,  so  that  positively  it  is  a 
small  clique  numbering    about    3,000 
who  bave  control  of  all  the  streets  and 
public  buildings,   all  our  sewage    ar- 
rangements, our  parks  and  cemeteries, 
the  employment  of  all  the  men  in  tbe 
service    of  the    Corporation,    and    tbe 
entire  expenditure  of  this  large  sum  of 
£200,000.    In  short,  although  there  are 
in  Belfast  250,000  persons  entitled  to 
vote  in  tbe  election  of  a  Member  of  tbis 
House,   there  is  only  one  in   10   wbo 
has  any  effective  share  in  tbe  election 
of  the  Town  Council.     Sucb  is  tbe  fran- 
chise; and  what  is  tbe  result?    The 
Council  is  composed  entirely  of  men  of 
one  Party,  one  creed,  one  social  grade. 
I  say  that  is  composed  entirely  of  men 
of  one  Party.    I  admit,  indeed,  tbat 
there  is  one  out  of  the  40  wbo  is  de- 
scribed as  a  Liberal ;  but  tbat  gentleman 
was  admitted  when  it  became  known 
tbat  I  would  be  a  candidate  for  one  of 
tbe  Parliamentary  Divisions,  for  it  was 
seen  that  in  order  to  defeat  me  it  was 
necessary  to  capture  the  Liberal  vote 
and  admit  a  Liberal.     The  Council  con- 
sists not  only  of  one  Party,  but  of  one 
creed.     There  is  not  a  single  Catholic 
in   it;   and,  indeed,   tbere   never  was. 
There  are  70,000  in  tbe  town.     Tbere 
are   10,000  Catholics  wbo  are  Parlia- 
mentary voters,  and  between  1,000  and 
2,000    Catbolic  burgesses.      Yet    that 
large  class  of  people  have  not  one  soli- 
tary voice  in  tbe  Town  Council.    It  also 
consists  not  only  of  men  of  one  Party 
and  men  of  one  creed,  but  of  men  of 
one  grade  —  men  whose  personal   in- 
terests— and    I    say  it    boldly — whose 
personal    interests    in    tbe    matter    of 
municipal    taxation    are    directly    op- 
posed to    the    interests    of    the    mass 
of  the  people.     This  Council  transact 
their  business  practically  in  private.  By 
private  committees  they  fix  the  rates, 
accept  tbe  contracts,  order  tbe  works, 
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promote  tbeir  Bills,  act  without  oontzt)! 
or  criticism  and  without  responsibility, 
and  tbe  public  meetings  of  the  Council 
are  mere  empty  show,  little  better  than 
a  mere  parade.  They  have  lavished 
large  sums  of  money  on  tbe  wealthy  a&d 
fashionable  portions  of  tbe  town  where 
members  of  the  Town  Council  reside  and 
carry  on  tbeir  business.  Everyone  who 
walks  through  the  town,  as  fkr  as  the 
working  men's  districts  are  concerned, 
and  sees  tbe  watching,  paviDg*,  and 
lighting-  of  those  districts,  knows  from 
the  evidence  of  one  or  more  of  his  owx 
senses  that  the  interests  and  rights  of 
the  working  classes  and  artizans  have 
been  grossly  and  discreditably  ne^ecCed 
I  have  judged  and  condemned  the  Cor- 
poration of  Belfast,  and  I  urg^  the  ne- 
cessity of  reform  on  two  special  gronodfi 
— first,  their  action  so  far  as  the  qn6»- 
tion  of  the  salaries  of  their  officials  is 
concerned ;  and,  secondly,  the  incidence 
of  rates.  What  is  the  local  feeling  in 
regard  to  the  salaries  of  ofi&cials  ?  Let 
me  give  it  in  a  few  words  from  tb« 
notice  convening  one  of  the  pnUic 
meetings — 

**  A  universal  wave  of  depression  has  haes 
passing  over  the  whole  ooont^,  and  Belibat,  im 
common  with  other  centres  of  industry^  is  iid- 
faring  from  its  effects.  The  wages,  and,  ooor- 
qnently,  the  spending  power  of  the  people,  hare 
been  reduced.  Many  of  the  Town  UoancOlori, 
who  have  reduced  the  wages  of  their  own  wxxk- 
people,  are  amongst  those  who  are  most  eager 
to  advance  the  salaries  of  many  of  the  Corpon- 
tion  officials,  particularly  that  of  the  Town 
Clerk,  who  now  receives  £2,075  a-year  out  of 
the  rates  of  tbe  town." 

The  Town  Clerk  of  the  capital  citj  of 
Ireland  receives  only  £800,  while  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Belfast  receives  £2,075. 
It  was  £2,000  on  the  Ist  of  January 
last ;  but  in  tbe  middle  of  a  crisis  foUov* 
ing  12  months'  depression,  in  which  tbe 
working  men  of  the  town  had  had  to 
submit  to  five  successive  redactions  of 
their  wages,  tbis  Town  Council  added 
the  trifle  of  £75  to  the  already  enormou 
salary  of  the  Town  Clerk.  The  Town 
Clerk  of  Belfast  must  certainly  be  a  very 
marvellous  personage.  He  receives  a 
larger  salary  than  the  able  and  distin* 
guished  gentleman  who  holds  the  posi- 
tion of  Clerk  to  the  House  of  Commoitt. 
He  receives  a  larger  salary  than  toy 
British  Under  Secretary  of  Sfcate^  tad 
larger  than  the  Under  Secretary  to  tJM 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland ;  and  I  am 
assured  that  if  this  scheme  goes  throogi 
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peDditore,  they  ought  to  have  pnblicly  offered 
a  prize  of  £100  for  the  best  plan." 

Mr.  Dunwoody,  the  mover  of  the  re- 
solution, said  that  if  the  scheme  should 
turn  out  a  failure  it  would  do  infinitely 
more  harm  than  at  the  best  it  could 
possibly  do  good ;  and  that,  therefore, 
the  Council  ought  to  take  time  and  do 
the  thing  well  and  properly.  At  the 
meeting  in  St.  Mary's  Hall  on  the  Ist 
of  February  the  Chairman  said  that — 

"  They  had  no  voice  in  the  drafting  of  the 
Bill;  that  they  had  no  representation  in  the 
Town  Council  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  working 
men  of  Belfast ;  and  that  they  looked  upon  the 
works  and  improvements  of  the  Council  with 
the  greatest  suspicion." 

Mr.  James  Dempsey,  a  prominent  citi- 
zen of  Belfast,  said — 

''I  do  not  think  it  long  since  the  Town 
Councillors  of  Hull  were  mulcted  in  a  large 
sum  of  money  for  introducing  a  Bill  without 
calling  a  town  meeting  to  ask  the  approbation 
of  the  people.  The  Town  Council  have  no 
public  spirit ;  it  is  simply  the  arrangement  of  a 
petty  clique  meeting  monthly  in  public  and 
occasionally  in  Committees.  This  Bill  was 
concocted  in  Committee ;  it  has  not  been  dis- 
cussed in  public,  and  it  has  been  published  in 
only  one  newspaper.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Haslett, 
and  was  unable  to  get  a  copy  of  it." 

Another  gentleman,  Mr.  McHugh, 
said — 

''  If  this  measure  regarding  drainage  were  a 
good  one  the  Council  might  have  let  the  rate* 
payers  know  what  it  was.  It  would  have  done 
no  harm  to  have  called  a  meeting  of  ratepayers 
to  see  if  it  could  have  stood  the  light  of  day." 

It  cannot  stand  the  light  of  day ;  and 
the  ratepayers  of  Belfast,  through  me, 
have  petitioned  this  House  against  the 
Bill.  I  desire  to  *  say  that  they  would 
have  opposed  the  Bill  in  the  regular  way 
were  it  not  that  the  crisis  through  which 
they  are  passing,  the  shrinking  of  in- 
comes, and  the  great  poverty  prevailing 
in  the  town,  has  prevented  them  on  this 
occasion,  as  in  former  years,  from  op- 
posing the  Bill  by  counsel  and  witnesses 
in  the  regular  way.  They  are  unable, 
at  this  moment,  from  their  poverty  to  do 
this.  I  have,  however,  presented  a 
Petition  from  the  ratepayers  to  this 
House ;  and  I  think  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  I  am  justified,  and  that  it 
is  my  duty  in  the  interest  of  these  rate- 
payers, to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  matter.  The  Town  Coun- 
cil in  Belfast,  with  reference  to  this 
question,  have  pursued  towards  the  rate- 
payers a  policy  which  I  must  describe  as 
a  policy  of  stealth  ;  and  in  the  House  of 


Commons  they  have  pursued,  not  a 
policy  of  stealth,  but  a  policy  of  head- 
long haste.  The  first  reading  was  taken, 
undoubtedly,  before  the  Eecess  occa- 
sioned by  the  change  of  Government ; 
but  the  second  reading  was  taken  with- 
out the  ordinary  and  eflfective  Notice  to 
Members  of  the  House,  being  snatched 
on  the  very  day  the  House  re- assembled 
after  the  Becess  by  an  inpromptu 
Motion  without  Notice,  at  a  moment 
when  the  Irish  Members,  who  were  well 
known  to  tako  a  deep  interest  in  the 
Bill,  had  not  the  slightest  idea  that  it 
was  intended  to  rush  it  through  the 
House.  Such  a  practice  may  be  clever 
and  may  be  sly,  but  it  sometimes  de- 
feats itself.  If  the  ratepayers  had  re- 
ceived proper  notice  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  I  should  not  have 
troubled  the  House  with  this  opposi- 
tion ;  but  the  second  reading  was  cleverly 
snatched,  and  that  fact  will  insure  that 
the  Bill  will  receive  much  more  vigilant 
consideration  in  all  its  further  stages,  if 
ever  it  reaches  any  further  stage — a 
matter  in  regard  to  which  I  entertain  a 
very  considerable  doubt.  I  ask  the 
House  to  seize  this  opportunity  of  re- 
forming the  constitution  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body  of  Belfast ;  and  the  only  way 
in  which  it  can  bo  reformed  is  by  ex- 
tending the  municipal  franchise,  and 
giving  the  people  of  Belfast  the  right  of 
deciding  what  schemes  shall  be  carried 
out  for  the  future  benefit  of  the  town. 
Now,  the  population  of  Belfast  is 
250,000.  It  has  a  municipal  income 
of  £200,000  annually,  and  a  debt  of 
£750,000.  The  Parliamentary  voters 
number  32,000 ;  but  how  stands  the 
municipal  franchise  ?  The  Chairman  of 
the  meeting  at  St.  George's  Hall,  on 
the  29th  of  January,  said — 

'^  There  is  in  this  town  a  population  of 
250,000  souls.  Less  than  6,000  of  that  250,000 
are  entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of  those  who 
have  charge  of  the  rates.  Forty  persons  con- 
stitute the  Town  Council.  These  40  people  are 
sufficiently  shrewd  in  the  management  of  their 
own  concerns  and  in  the  disposal  of  their  own 
funds  to  their  employes  ;  but  how  dififerent  it  is 
when  they  are  dipping  their  hands  into  the 
money  of  the  ratepayers." 

The  Chairman  of  the  meeting  said — 

^^  The  municipal  franchise  is  a  fictitious  fran- 
chise. Out  of  almost  260,000  of  a  population 
only  about  6,700  have  a  voice  in  the  election  of 
Town  Councillors.  It  is  a  franchise  for  the 
extensive  proprietors  of  house  property,  and  not 
for  working  men,  and  we  are  determined  to 
oppose  the  Bill  unless  a  clause  is  inserted  in  it 
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portionally  increased,  or,  in  other  words,  that 
the  incidence  of  taxation  might  fall  more  heavily 
on  the  dwellings  of  the  poor." 

I  will  sum  up  by  a  reference  to  the 
speech  of  the  Chairman  at  the  meeting 
in  St.  George's  Hall.     He  said — 

''  The  householders  and  ratepayers  of  Belfast 
are  totally  exhausted  by  paying  the  rates,  and 
the  landlords  of  the  houses  are  obliged  to  charge 
the  tenant  a  high  rent — a  rent  which  is  per> 
fectly  unendurable.  In  the  locality  in  which  I 
live  house  rent  which  20  years  ago  was  1«.  %d. 
a- week  is  now  2«.  6e/.  a- week  on  account  of  the 
rates." 

I  condemn  the  system  of  local  taxation 
as  being  unjust  and  iniquitous,  and  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  House  that  it 
has  already  been  emphatically  con- 
demned by  two  Committees,  which,  by 
their  composition,  were  of  great  autho- 
rity, one  being  presided  over  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen),  and  the  other 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  the  present  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. I  rest  my  claim  to  the  assimi- 
lation of  the  Municipal  and  Parliamen- 
tary franchises  in  Belfast  upon  this  fact 
—and  I  beg  the  attention  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney)  to  it 
— that  this  House  four  years  ago,  and 
Parliament  four  years  ago,  by  the  Eng- 
lish Municipal  Corporations  Act,  applied 
the  principle  for  which  I  now  appeal  to 
all  the  boroughs  in  England.  I  further 
say  that  this  House  has,  in  several  Ses- 
sions, by  the  passage  of  the  Irish  Muni- 
cipal Franchise  Act,  endeavoured  to 
apply  the  principle  for  which  I  now  ask 
to  all  boroughs  in  Ireland.  I  pass  on  to 
point  out  that  what  I  ask  to  be  applied 
to  Belfast  has  been  for  many  years  the 
law  in  the  borough  of  Dublin.  And, 
lastly,  I  say  that  this  House  last  year 
took  advantage  of  the  introduction  of  a 
Private  Bill  by  the  Eathmines  Town- 
ship Board  to  pass  a  clause  popularizing 
the  franchise  in  the  sense  of  my  present 
Motion,  and  that  clause  is  now  part  of 
the  operative  law,  and  has  worked  with 
most  salutary  effect.  I  ask  the  House 
to  follow  out  in  this  case  the  policy  they 
adopted  last  year  in  the  case  of  the 
township  of  Eathmines.  Next,  I  ask 
that  the  property  qualification  shall  be 
removed,  and  I  think  everyone  will 
admit  that  it  is  absurd  to  place  in  the 
path  of  municipal  voters  a  property  bar 
which  no  longer  exists  so  far  as  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  are  concerned.    The 
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chief  defect  in  the  town  of  Belfast  is  the 
dead  level  of  uniformity;  bat  if  my 
proposition  regarding  the  property  quah- 
ncation  be  adopted,  the  effect  will  be  to 
produce  in  the  Council  more  adequata 
representation  of  the  variety  of  dasaes 
and  the  diversity  of  interests  existing  is 
the  town.  Clause  11  of  the  Act  of  1SS3 
provides  that — 

<<  Every  person  shall  be  qualified  to  be  elected 
and  to  be  a  Councillor  who  is,  at  the  time  ef 
election,  qualified  to  elect  to  the  office  of  Gooi- 
ciUor." 

r**That  does  not  apply  to  Ireland.''] 
The  Municipal  Act  of  1882  does  not  ex- 
tend to  Scotland  or  Ireland ;  but  I  aak 
that  it  should  be  made  to  do  so.  In  the 
third  place,  I  ask  that  the  boundary  of 
the  borough  and  the  division  of  the 
wards  shall  be  revised.  Four  years  ago 
a  Boyal  Commission  reported,  after  aa 
elaborate  inquiry  of  12  days  conducted 
upon  the  spot,  that  the  boundary  of  the 
borough  ought  to  be  extended,  and  that 
the  number  of  the  wards  should  be  in- 
creased from  five  to  eight.  That  Report 
has  been  already  adopted  for  two  pur- 
poses. It  was  adopted  in  1884  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Water  Board,  and  this 
strange  anomaly  has  been  produced — 
that  persons  living  outside  the  munkdpal 
boundary,  but  inside  the  Parliamentary 
boundary  of  Belfast,  are  now  actuallj 
taxed  for  the  purposes  of  water,  although 
they  have  no  voice  whatever  in  the 
representation.  In  the  second  place,  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  was 
adopted  for  the  Parliamentary  borough 
of  Belfast  by  the  Redistribution  of  Seats 
Act  of  last  year;  and,  seeing  that  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  has 
been  applied  by  this  House  to  two  nses 
for  which  it  never  was  intended,  I  think 
I  may  very  reasonably  demand  that 
now,  after  an  interval  of  four  years,  the 
Report  shall  be  applied  to  the  paiticolar 
use  for  which  it  was  intended.  The 
present  boundary  of  Belfast  was  fixed  55 
years  ago  upon  a  Report  of  a  Royal 
Commission.  The  population  of  the  tovn 
thou  was  only  one-half  what  it  is  now. 
The  number  of  houses  in  the  town  was  a 
great  deal  less  than  one-half,  and  the 
valuation  of  the  town  was  only  one- 
fourth  what  it  is  at  the  present  moment 
And,  Sir,  the  town  has  progressed  m 
much  in  every  way;  it  has  ao  rapidly 
and  so  greatly  extended  in  all  directioas 
that  the  boundary  and  the  wards  made 
in  1853  have  many  years  ago  beooou 
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this  Town  Clerk  is  to  have  £500  more 
added  to  his  salary,  and  lie  will  then 
enjoy  tbo  distinction  of  having  a  larger 
salary  than  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
will  have  to  reply  to  mo,  the  Deputy 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Indeed,  I  am  told  that  the  admirers  of 
the  Town  Clerk  of  Belfast  do  not  intend 
to  rest  until  he  receives  a  salary  of 
£3,000,  which  would  involve  4rf.  in  the 
pound  on  the  ratepayers ;  and  when  ho 
gets  that  salary  he  may  indeed  he  said 
to  have  attained  the  height  and  pinnacle 
of  municipal  glory.  A  speaker  at  the 
meeting  in  St.  George's  Hall  explained 
the  position  thus.     He  said — 

'*  No  doubt  Town  Clerk  Black  is  master  of 
the  Council,  and,  of  course,"  [added  this  intelli- 
gent gentleman]  "  if  a  man  is  his  own  pay- 
master, we  may  not  be  astonished  if  be  is  paid 
a  large  salary." 

Well,  it  appears  that  the  Town  Council 
hat>  heen  going  from  bad  to  worse.  I 
find  it  stated  that  in  former  times  it  has 
been  the  universal  practice  of  the  Town 
Council  to  take  into  consideration  the 
salaries  of  its  officials  early  in  November, 
and  thus  allow  the  ratepayers  a  clear 
month's  notice  of  what  was  to  be  done 
in  the  following  year.  What  did  they 
do  in  this  case?  They  set  aside  the 
Standing  Order,  and  postponed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question  until  the  1st 
of  January,  and  then  they  pushed  it 
forward  without  giving  notice,  and  the 
proceedings  were  born,  baptized,  and 
confirmed  at  a  substantial  luncheon  on 
that  day.  The  Corporation  have  made 
free  with  the  ratepayers'  money,  and 
they  have  done  it  at  such  a  time  and  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  suggest  plainly  that 
in  their  consciences  they  condemned  the 
action  they  were  taking.  Will  this 
House  hesitate  about  taking  the  oppor- 
tunity now  afibrded  by  this  Bill,  of  re- 
forming the  municipal  government  of 
Belfast,  and  thus  putting  an  end  to  a 
state  of  things  such  as  I  have  described, 
in  the  midst  of  a  community  of  working 
men  who  find  it  hard  to  live  and  yet 
have  to  pay  the  Town  Clerk  a  salary 
equal  to  the  salary  of  the  Governor  of 
an  important  Dependency  of  the  British 
Empire  ?  I  also  appeal  to  the  House  on 
the  ground  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
municipal  rates  have  been  administered. 
The  whole  fiscal  policy  of  the  Town 
Oouncil  of  Belfast  for  40  years  has  been 
to  lower  differential  and  raise  uniform 
rates— to  lower  the  rates  which  bear  on 


the  wealthy  man  and  increase  those 
which  press  heavily  on  the  poor  man. 
Forty  years  ago  there  was  in  Belfast  a 
differential  rate  for  police  purposes  of 
1«.  Qd.  in  the  pound  on  the  poorest  class 
of  holdings — those  valued  under  £20. 
That  rate  is  now  1*.  8i.  Forty  years 
ago  that  rate  on  the  wealthiest  class  of 
buildings  valued  at  over  £80  was  4«.  6r/. 
in  the  pound ;  now  it  is  d«.  Ad,  in  the 
pound.  The  Corporation  have  increased 
the  rate  on  the  working  man  and  taken 
off  one-third  from  the  rich.  Side  by 
side  with  this  another  process  has  gone 
on.  Since  1865  a  uniform  rate— the 
general  purposes  rate — was  established, 
and  it  pressed  equally  on  the  houses  of 
the  poor  and  rich.  It  gave  the  poor 
man  no  relief.  Outside,  in  the  districts 
not  watched  and  lighted,  that  was  Ix.  ^d. 
in  the  pound ;  it  is  now  2«.,  and  the  Cor- 
poration are  now  endeavouring  by  this 
Bill  to  make  it  2«.  td.  The  rate  for 
watched  and  lighted  districts  has  been 
2«.  in  the  pound;  now  it  is  2«.  8(^.,  and 
the  Corporation  propose  to  make  it 
39.  Ad,  In  other  words,  in  the  course 
40  years  they  have  taken  one-third  off 
the  taxation  of  the  wealthy  men,  of 
whose  class  the  Council  are  composed, 
and  they  now  propose  to  add  two-thirds 
to  the  taxation  of  the  poor  men,  who  are 
the  petitioning  ratepayers,  whose  claims 
I  am  now  urging  because  they  have  not 
the  money  and  the  means  of  opposing 
this  Bill  by  witnesses  before  the  Com- 
mittee. I  am  supported  in  my  condem- 
nation of  the  course  taken  by  the  Town 
Council  by  one  of  the  Members  for  Bel- 
fast— I  refer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
East  Division  (Mr.  De  Cobain) — whose 
authority  on  the  subject  is  of  great 
value,  for  he  occupied  for  many  years 
the  important  position  of  Treasurer  to 
the  Town  Council  of  Belfast.  I  believe 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  that  hon. 
Member  left  that  position  because  he 
happened  to  have  a  mind  of  his  own,  a 
possession  which,  in  dealing  with  the 
Town  Council  of  Belfast,  was  inconve- 
nient, and  made  the  position  of  the  pos- 
sessor rather  precarious.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Belfast  has  written  a 
letter,  in  which  he  says — 

"  The  police  rate,  which  is  now  the  only  dif- 
ferential rate,  has  shrunk  to  one-half  its  former 
proportions,  while  the  general  purposes  rate,  a 
rate  struck  for  the  paring  and  sewering  of  the 
town,  mainly  is  charged  with  two-thir&  of  the 
cost  of  the  police  force  in  order  that  differential 
rating  may  be  reduced  and  uniform  rating  pro- 
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several  members  of  the  Council,  the 
other  is  himself  a  member  of  the  Coun- 
cil, an  Alderman  (Mr.  Haslett).  The 
worthy  Alderman  is  recogDized  by  public 
opinion  in  Belfast  as  being  the  Town 
Clerk's  Qrand  Vizier — as  being  the  per- 
son who,  next  to  the  supreme  Town 
Clerk  himself,  is  master  of  the  Council, 
who,  next  to  the  supreme  Town  Clerk, 
is  the  ruling  municipal  spirit.  Well, 
8ir,  I  challenge  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
▼ote  against  this  Motion,  and  then  go 
and  justify  himself  to  the  men  who  sent 
him  here.  With  regard  to  the  other 
two  Members  for  the  town — there  are 
four  in  all — ^I  am  happy  to  say — and  I 
have  already  quoted  the  crushing  in- 
dictment levelled  by  one  of  them,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  East  Division 
(Mr.  De  Cobain),  against  the  fiscal 
policy  which  has  been  pursued  for  40 
years  by  the  dominant  party — I  am 
sanguine  of  their  support.  They  were 
elected  by  the  votes  of  the  working  men  ; 
they  have  pledged  themselves  to  the 
electors  to  support  and  defend  the  go- 
verning point  of  my  Motion — namely, 
the  assimilation  of  the  Municipal  and 
Parliamentary  franchise.  These  two 
Gentlemen  are  proud  of  the  title'  of 
Orange  Democrats,  and  I  should  cer- 
tainly be  very  much  surprised  if  they 
did  anything  else  but  cordially  support 
my  Motion,  the  immediate  effect  of 
which  will  be  to  give  the  Protestant 
Conservatives,  the  Orange  artizans  of 
Belfast,  their  proner  share  in  the  con- 
trol, levying,  ana  expenditure  of  those 
local  taxes  which  the  law  obliges  them 
to  pay.  The  great  majority  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  are  credited  in 
Ireland  with  a  desire  to  reform  the 
local  government  of  that  country ;  and 
it  is  because  I  am  persuaded  of  the  sin- 
cerity of  that  desire  that  I  confidently 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  afford- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  an  earnest  of 
that  sincerity  by  accepting  the  present 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Belfast'Main  Drainage  Bill,  that  they  do 
insert  in  the  Bill  Glauses  for  the  following  pur- 
poses:— 

To  assimilate  the  Municipal  franchise  of 
the  borough  of  Belfast  to  the  existing 
Parliamentary  franchise ; 

To  enable  every  person  qualified  to  vote 
at  a  Municipal  election  in  Belfast  to  be  a 
candidate  for  election  to  the  office  of 
coundUor  or  alderman ; 

Mr.  Sexton 


To  constitute  the  present  bonndan  of  the 
Parliamentary  borough  of   Belmst  tike 
boundary  of  the  Municipal  bctfongii, 
to  direct  and  provide  for  a  new  mvin 
of  the  Municipal  boroogh  into 
recommended  m  the  Report  of  tlio 
cipal  Boundaries  (IreUmd) 
dated  the  27th  of  June  1882,  and  to 
thorize  a  proportionate  incroaae  in  tk* 
number  of  aldermen  and  councilloin ; 

To  provide  for  an  entire  new  ^ectioa 
of  all  the  aldermen  and  ooanoillon  ol 
the  borough,  upon  the  reformed  fisa- 
chise,  within  the  present  year.'* 
Sexton.) 


r. 


The  chairman  op   WAYS 
MEANS  (Mr.  Gotjktney)  :  Mr.  Speaks, 
the    hon.    Gentleman    seems  to    hare 
thought    the  Motion  he    has   made  is 
somewhat  extraordinary,   and   he  garv 
two  reasons  hy  way  of  apology  for  it 
He  says  that  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  was  snatched.     I  may  point  out 
that  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  Honte 
prescribe  that  three  clear  days'  Notic« 
of  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  should  be 
given.     Three  clear  days'   Notice  waa 
given  in  this  case ;  and,  therefore,  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Bill  had  ample 
Notice  of  its  coming  on.    [Mr.  Skxtot  : 
During  the  three  days  the  House  was 
in  Kecess.]    It  cannot  be  held  that  the 
second  reading  was  snatched.  Secondly, 
it  is  snggest^  that  within  the  next  18 
months  or  so  what  is  now  proposed  to  be 
done  in  respect  to  Belfast  must  be  dose 
in  respect  to  the  other  cities  and  bo* 
roughs  of  Ireland.    Well,  that  may  be 
taken  in  two  ways.     Inasmuch   as  a 
general  measure  is  coming  on,  it  vmj 
be  suggested  that  that  is  a  veiy  good 
reason  why  we  should  wait,   and  not 
deal  with  any  special  place  beforehand ; 
but  I  do  not  rise  to  dwell  upon  the 
of  the  case  at  all.    I  rise,  Sir,  to 
to  the  House  some  preliminaiy 
siderations  which  will  enable  hon.  M 
hers  to  pronounce  an  opinion  as  to  whe- 
ther this  question  should  be  now  enter- 
tained.     I  have  had    to    oonsideri  of 
course,  the  matter,  in  fulfilment  of  the 
duties  of  the  Offioe  I  have  the  hoaovr  to 
hold  ;  and  I  confess  I  have  soms  olasr 
opinions  on  the  subject  myself,  and  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  explain  my  msaniig 
to  the  House,  bo  that  they  may  agivs  m 
my  judgment  of  the  matter.    Now,  the 
hon  Oentleman  went  at  great  length  iito 
the  merits  of  the  drainage  question— he 
said  a  great  deal  about  the  cost,  aboet 
the  en^eer,  about  the  way  the  achfois 
was  onginated,  and  he  went  into  sevenl 
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absurdly  inappropriate.   I  may  add  that 
the   scheme  which  I  propose  for  the 
extension  of  the  boundary  and  the  re- 
division  of  the  wards  was  not  only  the 
scheme  of  the  Eoyal  Commission,  but 
the  scheme  of  the  Corporation  itself.    If 
the  wards  are  increased,  the  number  of 
Councillors  will  have  to  be  increased  in 
proportion — from  40   to   64 ;    64   is,    I 
think,  about  the  number  of  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Dublin.     It  is  certainly  not  too 
large  a  number  of  Councillors  for  a  town 
of  the  extent  and  importance  of  Belfast ; 
but  if  there  is  any  radical  objection  on 
this  point,  I  would  be  willing  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Corporation  should  be  re- 
distributed, and  that  to  each  of  the  eight 
wards  there  should  be  given  one  Alder- 
man and  four  Councillors.     Finally,  I 
ask  that  there  should  be  a  new  election 
of  all  the  Councillors  on  the  new  fran- 
chise in  the  course  of  the  present  year. 
In  this  I  follow  the   precedent  of  the 
Dublin  Corporation  Act  of  1849.     That 
Act  altered  the  franchise  and  the  division 
of  the  wards  in  Dublin ;   and  by  the 
14th  clause  it  enacted  that  there  should 
be  an  entirely  new  election  of  Aldermen 
and  Councillors  for  the  borough ;  that  the 
Councillors  should  all  go  out  of  office  on 
the  25th  of  November;   and  that  the 
Aldermen  should  hold  office  for  two  days 
longer  in  order  to  conduct  the  new  elec- 
tions.    Now,  if  tliere  was  cause  for  a 
new  election  in  the  case  of  the  borough 
of  Dublin,  it  is  stronger  in  the  case  of 
the  borough  of  Belfast ;  because  if  you 
carry  this  Motion,  not  only  will  you  alter 
the  franchise  and  the   division  of  the 
wards,  but  you  will  alter  the  boundary 
of  the  borough  and  the  number  of  the 
wards.     And  there  is   a  still  stronger 
reason,  and  that  is  that  you  will  be  in 
the  presence  of  a  scheme  involving  the 
health  and  comfort  and  the  convenience 
of  the  great  body  of  the  people  in  the 
town,  and  involving,  as  I  have  said  be- 
fore, the  incurring  possibly  of  a  debt  of 
£500,000.     And   I  maintain  that  it  is 
impossible  for  this  House,  in  presence  of 
the  fact  that  all  parties  are  agreed  that 
in  a  year  or  two  a  measure  such  as  that 
I  propose  for  Belfast  must  be  given  for 
every  borough  in  Ireland — in  the  pre- 
sence of  that  fact  it  is  impossible  for  the 
House,   for  anyone  in  the  House,   to 
contend  that  a  sum  of  £500,000  should 
be  expended  by  the  Corporation  of  Bel- 
fast, which  is  a  body  now  devoid  of  all 
moral  authority,  which  would  not  repre- 


sent the  new  electoral  body,  and  which 
has  acted  in  this  matter  without  consul- 
tation with  the  ratepayers,  but  actually 
in  the  face  of  every  evidence  of  disappro- 
bation and  dissent  from  the  ratepayers. 
Now,  Sir,  I  claim  that  the  public  voice 
of  Belfast  is  altogether  in  my  favour ; 
that  not  a  voice  has  been  raised  on  be- 
half of  the  Corporation ;  that  the  merits 
and  facts  of  the  case  as  expounded  by 
me  are  altogether  upon  my  side ;  and  that 
the  House  is  bound,  by  the  precedents 
I  have  correctly  and  precisely  cited  to  it, 
to  proceed  in  the  direction  I  suggest  in 
my  Motion.  I  assure  the  House  that  in 
making  this  Motion  I  have  not  been 
actuated  in  the  least  degree  by  any 
political  motive.  [^AlaughJ]  I  perceive 
that  that  the  hon.  Members  who  laugh 
at  that  expression  are  Englishmen  who 
know  very  little  about  Belfast,  and  I 
notice  that  the  hon.  Members  for  Bel- 
fast maintain  a  becoming  gravity.  The 
reason  why  I  say  I  have  no  political 
motive  is  this — that  upon  the  Parliamen- 
tary vote  which  I  propose  to  apply  to 
the  municipal  affairs  of  Belfast,  Bel- 
fast at  the  General  Election  returned 
four  Conservatives.  Can  I,  then,  have 
a  political  motive  ?  Like  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  James  Corry),  formerly  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast,  but  now  the  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh,  I  am  taking  a  Christian 
revenge — I  am  endeavouring  to  give  the 
full  franchise  to  the  men  in  the  munici- 
pality, to  the  men  amongst  others  who, 
by  their  Parliamentary  votes,  defeated 
me.  But,  Sir,  in  the  course  of  my  canvass 
and  campaign  in  Belfast,  I  went  through 
the  workmen's  quarters,  and  I  learned 
so  much  of  the  nature  and  the  character 
of  the  municipal  government  of  the  town, 
of  its  secret  ways,  of  its  partiality,  of  its 
obstinacy,  of  its  extravagance,  of  its 
supercilious  disregard  of  the  public 
opinion  of  the  town — I  learnt  so  much 
of  the  feelings  of  the  ratepayers,  their 
indigpiation,  their  helplessness,  and  the 
hardships  they  had  to  suffer,  that  I  de- 
termined, and  I  promised — and  I  am 
keeping  my  promise  now — that  I  would 
lose  no  opportunity  which  might  offer 
to  appeal  earnestly  to  this  House — 
lose  no  time,  for  there  is  no  time  to  be 
lost — in  endeavouring  to  place  the  local 
government  of  the  town  upon  a  conve- 
nient and  reasonable  footing.  I  see 
sitting  in  their  places  two  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  town.  They  are  promoters 
of  the   Bill.     One  is  connected  with 
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There  was  a  Bill  brought  in  with  re- 
spect to  a  portion  of    Dublin — Kath- 
mines.  On  the  consideration  of  that  Bill, 
late  in  July,  after  the  Bill  had  gone 
through  its    stages    before  the  Select 
Committee,  after  it  had  passed  the  other 
House,  it  was  proposed  by  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  alter  the  mimicipal  fran- 
chise within  the  district  of  Bathmines, 
and  that  was  done.     I  do  not  shrink 
from  the  fact  that  the  proposal  was  car- 
ried.    If  you  look  at  the  discussion  on 
that  Bill  as  I  have  done,  you  will  find 
that  the  point  I  am  now  endeayouring 
to  press  on  the  House  was  not  men- 
tioned at  all.    A  great  authority  in  the 
House  made  the  proposal;  it  was  ac- 
cepted and  carried ;  but  it  was  accepted 
and  carried  without  reference    to  the 
question  of  the  propriety  or  impropriety 
of  the  measure.     ['*  Oh ! "]     That  is  a 
mere  statement  of  fact.  Consult  Hansard^ 
and    you  will    find    that    the  case  of 
the  Bathmines  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
taken  as  a  precedent.    I  appeal  to  the 
House,  if  they  wish   that    the    Busi- 
ness of  the  House  should  be  conducted 
properly,  to  disregard  the  action  taken 
in  reference  to  the  Bathmines  Bill.  The 
other  part  of  the  Instruction  relates  to 
the  boundary  of  Belfast  and  the  division 
of  the  wards.     The  first  part  of  the  In- 
struction deals  with  a  puolic  question  ; 
but  the  second  part  deals  with  a  private 
question,    and    private    questions    the 
Orders  of   the  House  have   jealously 
guarded.    The  question  of  the  extension 
of  the  boundary  of  the  borough  of  Bel- 
fast, desirable  as  extension  is,  no  doubt, 
depends  very  largely  upon  the  exact  line 
of    extension.    The    question   involves 
that  of  rating,  the  rating  of  the  inhabi- 
tants within  the  parts  proposed  to  be 
annexed,  the  rating  of  Belfast,  and  the 
rating  of  the  county  from  which  the  parts 
annexed  are  taken.     All  these  things 
are  carefully  guarded  in  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House ;  and  it  is  provided 
that  of  every  alteration  of  the  boundary 
of  a  borough  Notice  should  be  given  in 
October  and  again  in  November,  and 
that  the  whole  neighbourhood  was  pre- 
viously well-informed    and  warned  of 
what  is  proposed.     But  this  proposal  is 
made  without  any  such  previous  Notice. 
Without  any  observance  of  the  Bules 
and  Forms  laid  down  by  the  House,  it 
is  proposed  that  this  Committee  must, 
without  looking  at  the  facts  of  the  case, 
extend  the  boundary  of  the  borough  of 

Mr,  Caurtnejf 


Belfast.    It  is  impossible    to  ooneem 
that  the  House  will  be  bo  careless  of  its 
own  Bules,  will  act  in  suoh  defiasoe  of 
the  safeguards  laid  down,  will  be  so  in- 
different to  the  conduct  of  its  own  pri- 
vate legislation,  as  to  pass  the  Motioa 
which  the  hon.    Gentleman    propoeei. 
The  alterations  proposed   by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  assumed  to  be  quite 
right  in  themselves.    If  brought  forward 
at   the  proper  time  and  in   a    proper 
manner  they  might  be  adopted :  they 
would  undoubtedly  be  supported  by  a 
large  number  of  Members.     It  is  most 
improper  to  propose  them  at  this  time  ; 
and  what  I  desire  is  to  restrict,  if  pos- 
sible, the  attention  of  the  House,  in  the 
first  place,  at  all  events,  to  the  prelimi- 
nary question,   ought  this   InstructioB 
to  be  entertained  ?    Let  us  decide  thai 
in  the  first  place,  allowing  the  case  made 
out  to  be  a  good  case.  If  we  decide  that 
the  Instruction  ought  not  to  be  eatsr- 
tained  I  apprehend  it  will  fall  to  th« 
ground.     If  we  decide  that  the  Instxve* 
tion  ought  to  be   entertained   we  eaa 
then  proceed  to  inquire  into  its  menti, 
with  a  view  to  its  adoption  or  otherwise. 
But  I  wish.  Sir,  to  raise  the  preliminary 
objection  that  this  Instruction  is  one  of 
a  character  which  the  House  ought  not  to 
approve,  and  for  that  purpose  I  {nopose 
to  move  the  Previous  Question,  on  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  vote  without  ex- 
pressing any  opinion  whatever  as  to  th« 
propriety  of  the  alterations  reoommended 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.     We  shall  vote 
only  upon  the  question  as  to  whelhsr 
the  Instruction  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
entertained  at  all ;  and  I  apprehend,  if 
I  move  the  Previous  Question,  the  debsta 
will,  in  the  first  place,  at  all  events,  be 
necessarily  confined  to  the  narrow  ques- 
tion whether  the  Instruction  ought  to  be 
entertained.  [Crt(Mo/'*'Shame!''3  Hoa. 
Gentlemen  call   ^*  Shame."     I  tmsl  I 
shall  never  be  ashamed  to  do  someChisg 
which  is  in  the  fulfilment  of  the 
of   my  Office,  and   in    the 
of  the  order  and  course  of  the 
ness  of  this    House.      For   that  par- 
pose  I  ask  that  the  Previous  Qaeetifls 
should    be    proposed,    and     that    the 
House  should  decide,  in  the  first  plaos, 
whether  they  will  go  any  further  is 
this  matter.    I  will  move  the  Previoas 
Question,  and  then  we  shall  vote  ^'  Aye^ 
or  **  No  "  shall  the  Question  be  put.    1 
think  that  the  great  majoritv  of  ths 
Members  of  the  House,  certaimj  of  the 
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older  Members  of  the  House,  will  be 
BO  jsealous  of  our  Orders  and  Begula- 
tions  that  they  will  vote  for  the  Pre- 
vious Question,  and  thus  refuse  to  allow 
the  merits  of  the  Instruction  to  be  gone 
into.  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the  Previous 
Question. 

Previous  Question  proposed,  "That  the 
Original  Question  be  now  put."— (7%^ 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,) 

Mb.  SEXTON:  As  a  question  of 
Order,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  ask 
whether  the  Previous  Question  will  deter 
the  House  from  considering  the  merits 
of  the  Bill — whether  it  is  proposed  to 
con6ne  the  debate  within  the  narrow 
limits  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  do  not  think  the 
debate  can  be  strictly  confined,  on  the  Pre- 
vious Question  being  moved,  to  the  facts 
relating  to  whether  the  Question  shall, 
or  shall  not,  be  put.  The  Original  Ques- 
tion was  that  it  be  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  on  this  Bill  that  they 
shall  insert  in  it  clauses  for  the  purposes 
stated  in  the  Motion,  since  which  the 
Previous  Question  has  been  moved, 
"That  the  Original  Question  be  now 
put." 

Mb.  HASLETT  :  After  the  challenge 
that  has  been  thrown  out  to  me  that  I 
should  rise  to  defend  this  Bill  as  one  of 
the  Belfast  Members,  I  must  say  at  the 
outset  that  I  regret  very  much  being 
called  upon  in  this  House  to  defend  the 
Town  Uouncil  of  Belfast  against  an 
attack,  to  some  extent  personal,  and  to 
a  very  large  extent  absolutely  erroneous. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  public  of  Bel- 
fast had  no  knowledge  whatever  that  this 
Bill  would  be  brought  forward.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  ratepayers  were 
ignorant  of  what  it  was  proposed  to  do, 
and  had  no  means  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  the  Bill — indeed,  that  the 
whole  matter  was  conducted  in  a  hole- 
in-the-comer  way,  and  brought  in  a 
full-fledg^  shape  before  the  public, 
without  their  having  had  the  slightest 
opportunity  of  expressing  themselves 
with  regard  to  it,  or  voting  upon  it. 
Possibly,  Sir,  the  Members  of  this 
House  will  not  be  surprised  to  find  that, 
by  your  own  laws,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  Bill  should  be  brought 
in  before  November,  and  that  on  the 
35th  of  November  one-third  of  the 
entire  Corporation  retired.  Well,  if 
there  had  been  the  opposition  to  this 
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measure  in  Belfi 
itself,  of  which  w< 
the  question  wouli 
the  election  of  the 
the  question  woul^ 
Party  one,  or  an, 
25th  of  Novembei 
however,  not  a  sin^ 
in  opposition  to  th^ 
know,  not  one  soli 
appeared  in  the  pj 
tion  to  the  candidly 
the  burgesses  for 
bearing  upon  this  \ 
that  a  single  chang 
presentation  owing 
of   Bill  which    is 
severe  influence  up 
it  has  even  been  sa 
four  Boards  are  inl 
and  that  two  of  t 
That  is  so;  but  tl 
said  that  should  hai 
two  Boards  which  ha 
the  Bill  have  petitio 
They  desire    to  ha 
measure  provisions 
their  interests  as  Be 
question  of  the   B: 
them.    Now,  Sir,  \ 
Town  Councillors  th( 
said    that    we    nev 
Catholic  on  the  Tow 

Mr.  sexton  :  1 

Me.  HASLETT : 
stood  the  hon.  Men 
never  had  a  Homa 
Board. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I 
formerly  one. 

Me.  HASLETT: 
Sir,  and  he  was  an  I 
namely,  Mr.  Aldern 
memory  is  very  dear 
also  Mr.  John  Hami] 
the  House  that  Mr. 
then  a  Protestant,  I 
Catholic,  was  a  Men 

An  Irish  Member 
terian. 

Me.  HASLETT : 
Catholic  now,  and  I 
date  his  present  op 
that  when  he  was  o 
presented  the  Bomai 
nas  also  been  stated 
the  Belfast  Town  Cc 
passed  H  Acts  of  P 
true,  and  it  is  the  hi 
growth   of  Belfast. 
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mentaiy  franchise.  We  are  told  that 
we  should  put  it  off  until  another  oppor- 
tanity,  because  this  Bill  does  not  touch 
the  important  interests  invoWed  in  the 
question.  But  is  that  so?  Is  it  de- 
sirable that  we  should  proceed  to  con- 
sider the  provisions  of  this  Belfast  Bill 
without  any  discussion  of  the  real  merits 
of  the  case?  That  is  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
proposes.  Now,  I  do  not  suppose  that 
the  hon.  Member  intends  to  intimidate 
any  of  us — much  less  you,  Sir— and  I 
really  think  that  ho  has  brought  his 
powerful  ability  and  weight  of  argument 
to  bear  not  so  much  upon  this  Motion 
as  upon  one  which  may  be  brought  on 
at  a  later  hour.  I  venture  to  say  that  I 
should  regret  very  much  if  we  were  to 
come  to  a  decision  upon  the  Motion 
without  having  heard  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Belfast  who  have  not  yet 
spoken  ;  and  I  challenge  them  to  stand 
up  in  their  place  and  say  they  believe 
that  the  constituency  which  they  repre- 
sent wish  that  the  power  sought  for  by 
the  Bill  should  be  intrusted  to  the  pre- 
sent Municipal  Authority  of  Belfast. 
The  Municipal  Authority  of  Belfast,  as 
it  has  been  represented  to  me — I  do  not 
know  with  what  accuracy — is  like  the 
Court  of  a  foreign  despotic  Potentate, 
governed  by  a  single  individual.  In 
this  case  the  Buler  is  the  Town  Clerk, 
who  is  the  greatest  Town  Clerk  since 
the  days  of  the  Town  Clerk  of  Ephesus. 
If  the  Members  for  Belfast  would  only 
stand  up  and  give  their  honest  opinion 
on  the  subject  of  this  Bill,  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  House  would  at  once  decline  to 
pass  the  Bill  without  some  such  safe- 
guards as  those  which  are  proposed  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  81ig^ 
(Mr.  Sexton)  in  the  Instruction  which 
he  proposes  to  give  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  :  I  ask  the 
House  not  to  be  led  away  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Besolution  of  my  hon. 
Friend  by  the  highly  technical  and 
somewhat  pedantic  reasons  which  have 
been  g^ven  by  the  hon.  QeDtleman  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  The 
question  is,  whether  the  House  is  to  act 
on  precedent  when  a  precedent  has  been 
set,  and  whether,  considering  the  pre- 
sent preposterous  condition  of  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  in  Ireland,  they  will  cast 
the  opportunity  which  now  presents 
itself  aside,  on  aooount  of  the  flimsy 
raaaoDB  which  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
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and  Means  has  given  ?  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  endeavoured  to  lead  the  House  to 
believe  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  desired  to  induce 
the  House  to  take  a  stop  of  an  objec- 
tionable character.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend  de- 
serves tne  torms  which  have  been  ap- 
plied to  it.  The  House  has  a  regular 
set  of  Bules  and  bye-laws  to  govern  its 
Procedure;  and  are  we  to  understand 
that  those  Eules  and  bye-laws  which 
have  existed  so  long  really  permit  the 
House  to  do  things  which  are  improper 
and  indecent  unless  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  or  some  other  G^tle- 
man  in  a  responsible  position,  rushes 
into  the  breach  to  prevent  anything  im- 
proper from  being  done  ?  I  say  that  if 
the  step  which  my  hon.  Friend  asks  the 
House  to  take  were  unpreoedentod,  ex- 
ceptional, inconvenient,  or  undesirable, 
there  are  Members  in  this  House  who 
have  been  here  long  enough  to  prevent 
any  step  of  the  kind  from  beins  taken. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  supported  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  says  that 
it  is  irregular,  and  a  practice  much  to 
be  deprecated,  to  discuss  public  ques- 
tions upon  a  Private  Bill  even  if  the 
House,  for  good  reasons,  thinks  it  expe* 
dient  to  do  so.  Now,  I  would  venture 
to  give  the  House  two  or  three  reasons 
why  I  think  the  arguments  advanced  by 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  onght 
not  to  have  any  weight  attached  to  them 
on  the  present  occasion.  Surely,  I  may 
venture  to  place  the  question  of  the  Irish 
municipal  franchise  far  above  questions 
such  as  women's  suffrage  or  proportional 
representation.  Indeed,  there  is  no 
analogy  whatever  between  them ;  and  I 
will,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
point  out  why  I  think  so.  In  the  fir^t 
place,  the  questions  of  women's  soffrage 
and  proportional  representation  are  ques- 
tions which  have  never  been  practically 
adjudicated  upon  by  the  House,  and 
they  are  questions  which  differ  in  their 
very  essence  from  the  question  of  the 
extension  of  the  municipal  franchise—a 
question  which,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  point«4 
out^  has  already  beeu  several  times  dealt 
I  with  by  the  House.  Only  three  or  four 
!  years  ago,  the  House  did  for  England 
'  what  we  now  ask  to  have  done  for  the 
'  City  of  Belfast,  the  same  thing  having 
\  been  done  20  or  30  years  ago  for  the 
'  City  of  Dublin.    Bills  for  (he  extcoBioa 
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older  Members  of  the  House,  will  be 
80  zealous  of  our  Orders  and  Begula- 
tioQS  that  they  will  vote  for  the  Pre- 
vious Question,  and  thus  refuse  to  allow 
the  merits  of  the  Instruction  to  be  gone 
into.  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the  Prerious 
Question. 

Previous  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the 
Original  Question  be  now  put."— (7^^ 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Jfeans,) 

Me.  SEXTON;  As  a  question  of 
Order,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  ask 
whether  the  Previous  Question  will  deter 
the  House  from  considering  the  merits 
of  the  Bill — whether  it  is  proposed  to 
conGne  the  debate  within  the  narrow 
limits  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  the 
debate  can  be  strictly  confined,  on  the  Pre- 
vious Question  being  moved,  to  the  facts 
relating  to  whether  the  Question  shall, 
or  shall  not,  be  put.  The  Original  Ques- 
tion was  that  it  be  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  on  this  Bill  that  they 
shall  insert  in  it  clauses  for  the  purposes 
stated  in  the  Motion,  since  which  the 
Previous  Question  has  been  moved, 
''That  the  Original  Question  be  now 
put." 

Mr.  HASLETT  :  After  the  challenge 
that  has  been  thrown  out  to  me  that  I 
should  rise  to  defend  this  Bill  as  one  of 
the  Belfast  Members,  I  must  say  at  the 
outset  that  1  regret  very  much  being 
called  upon  in  this  House  to  defend  the 
Town  Council  of  Belfast  against  an 
attack,  to  some  extent  personal,  and  to 
a  very  large  extent  absolutely  erroneous. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  public  of  Bel- 
fast had  no  knowledge  whatever  that  this 
Bill  would  be  brought  forward.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  ratepayers  were 
ignorant  of  what  it  was  proposed  to  do, 
and  had  no  means  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  the  Bill — indeed,  that  the 
whole  matter  was  conducted  in  a  hole- 
in-the-corner  way,  and  brought  in  a 
full-fledged  shape  before  the  public, 
without  their  having  had  the  slightest 
opportunity  of  expressing  themselves 
with  regard  to  it,  or  voting  upon  it. 
Possibly,  Sir,  the  Members  of  this 
House  will  not  be  surprised  to  find  that, 
by  your  own  laws,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  Bill  should  be  brought 
in  before  November,  and  that  on  the 
25th  of  November  one-third  of  the 
entire  Corporation  retired.  Well,  if 
there  had  been  the  opposition  to  this 
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measure  in  Belfast,  touching  the  Bill 
itself,  of  which  we  hear  so  much,  surely 
the  question  would  have  been  raised  at 
the  election  of  the  Town  Council ;  surely 
the  question  would  have  been  made  a 
Party  one,  or  an  election  one  on  the 
25th  of  November?  On  the  contrary, 
however,  not  a  single  meeting  was  held 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill ;  and,  so  far  as  I 
know,  not  one  solitary  letter  has  even 
appeared  in  the  public  Press,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  candidates  who  came  before 
the  burgesses  for  municipal  honours, 
bearing  upon  this  Bill.  I  am  not  aware 
that  a  single  change  occurred  in  the  re- 
presentation owing  to  this  much  talked 
of  Bill  which  is  to  exercise  such  a 
severe  influence  upon  the  town.  Now, 
it  has  even  been  said  that  three  of  our 
four  Boards  are  interested  in  the  Bill, 
and  that  two  of  them  are  against  it. 
That  is  so  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  who 
said  that  should  have  told  you  that  the 
two  Boards  which  have  petitioned  against 
the  Bill  have  petitioned  only  on  clauses. 
They  desire  to  have  inserted  in  the 
measure  provisions  sufficient  to  protect 
their  interests  as  Boards ;  but  the  main 
question  of  the  Bill  is  unopposed  by 
them.  Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the 
Town  Councillors  themselves,  it  has  been 
said  that  we  never  had  a  Homan 
Catholic  on  the  Town  Council. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  You  had  one. 

Mr.  HASLETT :  I  distinctly  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  we 
never  had  a  Homan  Catholic  on  our 
Board. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  said  that  there  was 
formerly  one. 

Mr.  HASLETT:  There  was  one, 
Sir,  and  he  was  an  honoured  Member — 
namely,  Mr.  Alderman  Hughes,  whose 
memory  is  very  dear  to  us.  There  was 
also  Mr.  John  Hamill,  and  I  will  remind 
the  House  that  Mr.  Biggar,  who  was 
then  a  Protestant,  but  is  now  a  Homan 
Catholic,  was  a  Member  of  the  Board. 

An  Irish  Member  :  He  was  a  Presby- 
terian. 

Mr.  HASLETT:  He  is  a  Roman 
Catholic  now,  and  I  daresay  if  we  ante- 
date his  present  opinions  we  may  say 
that  when  ho  was  on  the  Board  he  re- 
presented the  Homan  Catholic  faith.  It 
has  also  been  stated  as  a  charge  against 
the  Belfast  Town  Council  that  we  have 
passed  1 4  Acts  of  Parliament.  That  is 
true,  and  it  is  the  highest  tribute  to  the 
growth    of  Belfast.      Other    towns    in 
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loss  to  those  inside,  but  that  it  may  be- 
come necessary.  I  believe  it  will  be 
necessary,  and  I  am  prepared  to  yield 
to  no  man  in  my  earnest  desire,  if  a 
public  measure  is  brought  forward,  to 
give  it  the  most  favourable  considera- 
tion ;  but  I  should  not  be  ashamed  to 
face  my  constituency,  after  the  vote  I 
shall  give  in  this  matter,  distinctly 
stating  that  I  did  not  agree  that  that 
question  should  be  introduced  into  a 
Bill*  that  has  been  framed  for  an  entirely 
different  purpose.  Then,  as  to  the 
water  question,  many  districts  around 
Belfast  have  asked  for  a  water  supply. 
They  have  asked  for  a  supply  of  water 
from  our  Water  Board,  and  when  that 
Water  Board  came  to  get  additional 
powers  they  added  to  those  powers  they 
already  possessed  others  enabling  them 
to  sell  water  to  the  outside  population. 
The  hon.  Member  says  the  people  are 
taxed  for  water  without  representation  ; 
but  that  is  not  the  case — those  who  take 
water  from  us  are  represented  on  the 
Water  Board.  They  could  not  expect 
representation  elsewhere,  for  that  is  the 
only  subject  for  which  they  are  taxed  ; 
and  that  brings  me  to  the  subject  of  the 
outside  population,  and  the  system  of 
taxation.  This  House  has  passed  judg- 
ment on  an  equal  system  of  taxation 
under  a  Public  Act,  which  we  know  as 
the  Sanitary  Act.  If  these  improve- 
ments were  carried  out  under  that  Act 
the  tax  on  which  we  should  levy  the 
rate  to  carry  out  these  works  would  be 
the  borough  rate.  That  would  not  be  a 
differential  tax.  In  addition  to  that 
there  is  a  kindred  subject  to  look  at — 
namely,  the  Sewage  Question  of  1865. 
This  House  distinctly  gave  its  voice  to 
the  carrying  out  that  scheme  of  sewage 
upon  an  equal,  and  not  a  differential, 
system  of  taxation.  I  have  to  apologize 
for  having  trespassed  for  so  long  on  the 
time  of  the  House ;  and  as  a  young 
Member  I  have  to  thank  hon.  Members 
for  the  attention  they  have  given  to  me, 
and  I  trust  that  the  vote  of  this  House 
will  be  given  in  favour  of  its  own  Kules — 
Bules  that  we  believe  are  for  the  public 
welfare.  I  trust  hon.  Members  will  not 
allow  themselves  to  be  diverted  into  a 
side  issue,  having  nothing  to  do  with 
the  main  question  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  THOROLD  EGGERS  :  I,  Sir, 
rise  to  ask  a  question  on  a  question  of 
Order,  or  rather  of  interpretation.  Sir, 
it  seems  to  me,  in  looking  at  the  Motion 
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of  the  hon.  Member  put  down  here,  that 
if  the  Committee  is  instructed  to  carry 
out  the  first  part  of  this  Motion,  consist- 
ing of  four  clauses,  the  second  part  of  it 
will  distinctly  neutralize  the  first.  The 
first  part  of  the  Motion  says — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill,  that  they 
do  insert  in  the  Bill  Clauses  for  the  following 
purposes," 

and  then  the  Motion  goes  on  to  enume- 
rate the  purposes  for  which  the  clauses 
are  to  be  passed — namely,  the  assimila- 
tion of  the  franchise,  to  enlarge  the 
qualification,  to  alter  the  boundary,  and 
to  provide  for  a  new  election  of  the 
Town  Council.  These  are  all  admirable 
things,  and  for  all  of  them  I  should  be 
willing  to  vote;  but  the  hon.  Member 
has  a  second  Resolution  which  says — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  do  strike  out  of  the  Bill  such  clauses 
as  do  not  relate  to  the  Main  Drainage  Scheme." 

If  I  understand  English,  the  result  of 
that  would  be  that,  after  having  passed 
the  Resolution  deciding  to  insert  all 
these  admirable  things  I  have  men- 
tioned, we  should  then  proceed  to  elimi- 
nate from  the  Bill  all  which  we  had  so 
agreed  to.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
say  *^any  such  other  clauses,"  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  overcome ;  but  as  I  read 
it,  it  seems  to  me  that,  supposing  the 
House  agrees  to  pass  that  Resolution, 
if  it  adopts  the  second,  it  will  thereby 
state  that  all  the  work  of  the  first  should 
be  slaughtered. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  We  are  not  dis- 
cussing the  second  Instruction  at  all,  but 
the  first.  The  question  of  interpretation 
is  one  for  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  House  has 
just  heard  two  speeches  on  this  question, 
one  of  some  importance  and  the  other  of 
not  much  importance.  The  important 
one  was  that  delivered  for  the  first  time, 
perhaps,  in  his  official  capacity,  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  (Mr.  Courtney),  and  I  regret 
very  much  that  I  cannot  congpratulate 
him  on  his  first  appearance  in  this  House 
in  his  official  capacity ;  for,  Sir,  not  only 
has  he  appeared  as  an  opponent  to  the 
extension  of  the  franchise,  but  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  he  himself,  being  the 
Chairman  of  this  House  and  one  who 
should  be  the  guardian  of  its  liberties, 
has  been  the  one  who  has  attempted  to 
stifle  debate.  I  think  it  can  soercely  be 
considered  dignified,  having  barely  just, 
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80  to  speak,  got  his  foot  in  the  stirrup, 
having  just  taken  his  eoat  on  that  Bench 
as  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  that 
he  should  attempt,  I  will  not  say  to 
jockey  the  House,  but,  at  all  events,  to 
give  what  I  would  call  a  friendly  lead — 
a  friendly  lead  to  induce  you,  Sir,  by 
suggestion  and  insinuation,  to  believe 
that  he,  in  his  official  position  as  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  should  insti- 
fate  you  into  adopting  the  view  that  the 
'revious  Question  being  moved  by  him 
should  have  the  effect  of  preventing  all 
discussion  on  the  merits  of  the  Bill. 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  often  that  I 
enjoy  the  happiness  and  honour  of  being 
able  to  congratulate  our  Party  in  this 
House  on  being  allowed  great  latitude 
in  debate — certainly  not  often  tliat  one 
could  congratulate  them  on  being  al- 
lowed such  latitude  as  they  have  enjoyed 
to-day.  I  think  we  are  greatly  indebted 
to  you,  Sir,  for  your  ruling,  and  for 
having  refused  to  permit  yourself  to  be 
intimidated  by  such  a  suggestion  from 
one  in  the  position  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qontleman  is  entitled 
to  speak  of  the  Chair  in  that  manner. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  think,  Sir, 
you  must  have  misunderstood  me. 
What  I  said  was  that  I  congratu- 
late  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  What  I  intended 
to  say,  if  I  did  not  say  it,  was  that  there 
is  no  question  of  the  Chair  having  been 
intimidated  by  any  Member  in  any 
way. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  will  simply 
say  that  I  am  glad  what  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  attempted  to  say 
from  his  place,  as  Chairman  of.  Ways 
and  Means,  has  had  such  little  influence 
upon  the  Chair.  I  am  glad  that  so 
great  an  authority  as  that  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  the  discussion  of  the 
merits  of  this  case  by  the  moving  the 
Previous  Question.  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  appears,  as  I  have  said,  for  the 
first  time  in  his  Office  of  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  as  the  director  of 
debate  in  this  House,  and  he  refers  to 
what  has  been  cited  as  a  precedent — to 
the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Bilke)  moved  in  the  Eathmines  Water 
Works  Bill  to  insert  a  clause  similar  to 
that  of  my  hon.  Friend.    He  says  that 
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Women's  Suffrage  Bill — I  am  as  anxious 
as  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
can  be  that  it  should  come  on  for  discus- 
sion ;  but  I  will  not  for  a  moment  allow 
the  fact  that  a  Bill,  which  I  am  a  sup- 
porter of,  is  to  come  on   later  in  the 
evening,  prevent  my  exercising  my  riglit 
as  a  Member  of  this  House  in  debating 
a  question  of  great  importance  to  the 
utmost  extent  I  think  desirable.     As  to 
that  question,  I  put   it  to    the  House 
whether  it  is  worthy  of  it  to  take  into 
consideration  the  arguments  put  forward 
by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  ? 
He  says,  if  you  have  a  Bill  coming  down 
from  any  English  borough,  such  as  the 
borough  of  Birmingham,  you  have  no 
right,  on  a  question  of  Water  Works  or 
Gas  Business,  to  attempt   to  introduce 
into   it   the   principle   of   proportional 
representation   or   Women's    Suffrage. 
That  might  be  a  good  argument  ad- 
dressed to  England;  but  we  have  in  this 
House  passed    a   Franchise  Bill  time 
after  time,  and  it  has  invariably  been 
kicked  out  in  the  House  of  Lords.    We 
feel  that  it  is  our  duty,  then,   to  seize 
every  opportunity  that  may  offer  itself 
for  pushing  forward  this  question.    Bir- 
mingham may  not  be  anxious  for  pro- 
portional representation  ;  but  this  House 
has  time   after  time  affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  reduction  of  the  franchise  in 
Ireland.     Am  I  to  be  told  that  because 
the  hon.   Gentleman  the  Chairman   of 
Ways  and  Means  chooses  to  set  up  his 
crotchets  he  is  to  be  accepted  as   an 
authority  when  we  have  the  authority 
of  his  respected  Predecessor  in  the  post 
of  Chairman — Sir  Arthur  Otway — and 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  for 
distinctly  accepting  a  similar  Amend- 
ment in  regard  to  the  Eathmines  Bill 
last  year  ?    I  trust  the  House  will  be^of 
opinion    that    precedent    is  to   govern 
the  Eules  and  Orders  of  this  House; 
and  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  would  be 
bound  to  be    guided   by  precedent  as 
much  as  the  Judges  of  the  land.    In- 
stead of  being  so  bound,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman chooses  to  set  up  his  own  pri- 
vate opinion  over  what  I  would   call 
the  cream    of    authority — namely,  the 
action  of  his  Predecessor,  in  order  to 
secure  the  rejection  of  the  Amendment. 
I  cannot  believe  that  the  House  will  be 
led   away  by  any  consideration  of  the 
kind.    I  believe  that  hon.  Members  will 
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fairly  consider  the   merits  of  the  case, 
and  the  fact  that  we  have  been  straggling 
for  years  to  bring  forward  Resolutions 
of  this  kind,  many  of  which  hare  been 
accepted  by  the  House  time  after  time : 
and  we  should  be  neglecting  our  duty  if 
we  did  not  take   every  opportunity  of 
endeavouring  to  effect  a  reform  of  lbs 
municipal  franchise.      It  has    actualk 
been  made  a  taunt  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers that  they  allowed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chelsea  to 
seize  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with  th« 
question  on  the  Eathmines  Bill;  that 
we  ought  to  have  shown  ourselres  more 
alert  and  watchful,  and,  as  Hepresra- 
tatives  of  the  Irish  people,  should  not 
have  allowed  the  right  hon.  Gentlemta 
to  take  the  matter  out  of  their  hands. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  has  taken  advantage  of 
a  similar  opportunity  to-night,  and  be 
hopes  to  accomplish  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chelsea  did. 
I  can  only  say  that  if  my  hon.  Friend 
imagined  that  his  flank  was  likely  to  be 
turned  by  the  action  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  he  would  prove  him- 
self of  little  courage  if  he  did  not  imi- 
tate the  action  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain\ 
It  is  very  fortunate  for  the  people  that 
they  are  now  represented  by  no  less 
than  four  Members.     Notwithstanding 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Haslett),  anybody  who  will 
turn  back  to  the  struggle  which  took 
place  in  the   elections  last   November 
will  find  that  the  question  on  which  one 
Tory  candidate  was  defeated,  and  oa 
which  Tory  candidates  were  opposed  ia 
two   or  three  divisions,  was  the   ques- 
tion of  the   Town  Ooundl  of  Belfast 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  saji 
that  this  question  was  not  raised.    I  eay 
that  it  was  distinctly  raised ;  and  I  chal- 
lenge  the  late  Borough  Treasurer,  who 
is  now  the  [Representative  for  theEasten 
Division  of  Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain\  \o 
say  that  it  was  not  raised. 

Mr.  haslett  :  I  did  not  saj  tbaK 
the  question  was  not  raised  at  the 
Parliamentary  Election  ;  but  what  I  did 
say  was  that  it  was  not  raised  at  the 
municipal  election. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  am  happy  to 
receive  the  correction,  because  I  think  it 
very  much  strengthens  my  position.  The 
hon.  Member  says  that  it  was  raised  at 
the  Parliamentary  Election,  but  tiiaC  it 


1709 


Belfwi  Main 


{March  2,  1880}  Drainage  Bill 


1710 


was  not  raised  at  the  municipal  election. 
Why  was  it  not  raised  at  the  municipal 
election  ?  It  was  because  the  persons 
who  raised  it  had  no  votes.  The  hon. 
Member  admits  that  at  the  Parliamen- 
tary Election  the  question  was  raised  ; 
and  having  been  raised  it  formed  a  most 
important  factor  in  the  election,  as  I 
well  know,  having  closely  followed  the 
affairs  of  Belfast,  and  being]  a  sub- 
scriber to  its  newspapers.  What  hap- 
pened was  this — the  Borough  Treasurer, 
who  now  sits  as  Member  for  East  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Do  Cobain),  was  dismissed 
from  his  situation  by  gentlemen  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Has- 
lett).  He  was  dismissed  for  daring  to 
come  forward  against  a  gentleman  known 
as  Sir  James  Corry ;  and  Sir  James  Corry 
was  defeated  on  the  distinct  issue  of  the 
reform  of  the  Town  Council.  The  ex- 
Treasurer  of  Belfast  gave  up  his  valu- 
able situation,  which,  if  we  are  to  judge 
by  the  salary  paid  to  the  Town  Clerk, 
must  have  been  worth  at  least  £1,000 
a-year,  in  order  that  bo  might  go  against 
the  Town  Council  ring  represented  by 
Sir  James  Corry.  And  what  is  more, 
aided,  I  am  happy  to  say,  by  the  Na- 
tionalists of  Belfast,  he  defeated  the 
Town  Council.  The  hon.  Member  who 
sits  for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnbton), 
who  is  fond  of  military  tactics,  also  op- 
posed the  dominant  ring  of  the  Town 
Council ;  and  so  small  was  the  power  of 
the  Town  Council  ring  that  it  was  only 
able  to  give  the  hon.  Alderman  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Ilaslett) 
a  most  unsafe  seat,  and  one  which  he 
carried  only  by  30  votes.  That  is  the 
exact  strength  and  power  of  the  Town 
Council  ring  over  the  people  of  Belfast. 
Why  havo  not  the  three  Colleagues  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  got 
up  in  this  House  as  the  opponents  of  the 
extension  of  the  municipal  franchise? 
The  hon.  Member  was  the  best  candi- 
date who  could  be  got  to  contest  the 
seat  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  Why  does  not  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston),  lately  Fishery  Inspector,  get 
up  and  oppose  this  Resolution  ?  What 
was  the  first  Parliamentary  act  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  first  day  the  House 
met?  It  was  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  re- 
duce the  municipal  franchise  in  Ireland. 
I  challenge  him,  then,  to  get  up  and  say 
that  he  challenges  the  Instruction  to  the 
Oommittee  on  the  Belfast  Bill,  to  reduce 


themunicipnl  franchise,  moved  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  Will  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain)  the  dismissed 
Borough  Treasurer,  get  up  and  oppose 
the  Resolution  ?  Belfast,  at  this  moment, 
enjoys  the  honour  of  being  represented 
by  two  dismissed  officials.  I  challenge 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast  to  get 
up  and  oppose  this  Instruction.  I  chal- 
lenge any  one  of  these  Gentlemen  to  face 
his  Parliamentary  constituents  at  the 
next  election  with  a  record  that  in  this 
House  he  opposed  the  assimilation  of  the 
Parliamentary  and  borough  franchise. 
The  hon.  Alderman  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Haslett)  says  that  he 
will  do  so ;  but  he  is  simply  the  cham- 
pion of  an  unsafe  seat,  and  the  defence 
of  the  Town  Council  is  entirely  left  to 
him.  I  challenge  any  man  of  Belfast 
who  holds  a  safe  seat  to  say  that  he  will 
oppose  the  assimilation  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary and  Municipal  franchise.  I 
should  not  be  surprised  to  find  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James 
Corry),  who  formerly  represented  the  City 
of  Belfast,  getting  up  to  oppose  the  Mo- 
tion. He  has  now  the  good  luck  to  sit  for 
Mid  Armagh ;  but  it  is  a  long  drive  from 
Mid  Armagh  to  Belfast,  and  we  may  find 
the  hon.  Baronet  standing  up  to  champion 
the  Town  Council,  since  the  Town  Council 
championed  him.  Whatever  lustre  was 
shed  upon  the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Haslett),  I  do  not 
think  that  his  arguments  will  have  much 
effect.  I  would  point  out  to  the  House 
that  within  the  last  20  years  there  have 
been  Bills — 14  in  number — brought  into 
Parliament  by  this  tinkering  Town 
Council,  and  that  it  has  cost  these  anti- 
Home  Eulers  of  Belfast  to  come  over 
here  to  London,  where  they  can  only  get 
men  to  manage  their  business  for  them, 
a  sum  of  £150,000.  I  venture  to  say 
that  a  Parliament  sitting  in  Dublin  would 
have  done  the  work  much  better,  and 
for  much  less  money.  Indeed,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  ratepayers  of  the 
City  of  Belfast  are  beginning  to  consider 
what  advantage  they  have  obtained  for 
the  150,000  golden  sovereigns  they  have 
expended  in  getting  an  independent 
verdict  upon  their  private  business  from 
the  wiseacres  of  this  House,  headed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means.     [*'  Order !  "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  certainly  not  iu 
Order  in  referring  to  any  Member  of 
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sion,  useful  and  instruotiye  as  it  un- 
doubtedly has  been — ^veiy  instructiye  to 
Irish  Members,  but  doubly  instructiye 
to  English  Members,  if  they  desire  to 
obtain  information  with  regard  to  the 
situation  in  Ireland — has  already  lasted 
for  nearly  three  hours,  a  fact  which  in 
itself,  apart  altogether  from  the  many 
other  facts  having  the  same  tendency 
which  have  occurred  within  my  experi- 
ence, shows  the  absolute  necessity  and 
wisdom  of  this  House  finding  out  some 
legislative  means  or  other  by  which 
such  Business  as  this  may  be»relegated 
to  Ireland  to  be  dealt  with  there  by  a 
Local  Authority.  We  have  spent  nearly 
three  hours  in  discussing  this  Bill,  and 
only  last  night  we  occupied  an  hour  of 
the  time  of  this  Imperial  Parliament  in 
transacting  purely  Municipal  Business. 
To-night  we  have  trespassed  on  the 
time  and  the  attention  and  the  capacity 
of  Members  other  than  those  from  Ire- 
land, while  great  interests,  English  and 
Scotch — I  will  say  National  interests — 
have  been  waiting  to  be  dealt  with  by 
English  and  Scotch  Members.  On  this 
point  I  have  only  to  say  further  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  said,  in  addition  to  what  other 
Members  who  have  opposed  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton),  had 
urged,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that 
it  was  not  convenient  to  raise  questions 
of  public  interest  on  Private  Bills.  Now, 
Sir,  I  hold  that  the  question  which  has 
been  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  is  not  a 
guestion  of  general  public  interest.  It 
is  a  question  purely  local  to  Belfast; 
and  as  this  Bill  deals  with  the  whole 
question  of  local  self-government  in 
[Belfast,  and  as  Parliament  can  give  ita 
opinion  upon  the  point,  we,  on  these 
Benches,  are  fully  entitled  to  draw  at- 
tention to  questions  concerning  the  fran- 
chise in  Belfast,  and  the  extension  uf 
the  boundaries  of  the  town.  Now,  I 
may  be  permitted  to  object  to  this  Bill 
on  somewhat  different  grounds  to  those 
which  have  been  already  urged.  I 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  Bill  this  mom- 
ing,  and  the  opinion  I  have  formed  of 
it,  after  a  careful  study  of  its  provisions, 
is  that  it  is  either  too  comprehensive,  or 
it  is  not  comprehensive  enough.  The 
measure  raises  questions  which,  to  my 
mind,  should  be  dealt  with  by  separate 
legislation  entirely.     It  consists  of  12 
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parts,  and  of  something  like  80  clauses. 
It  does  not  deal  only  with  the  purifica- 
tion of  the  Hiver  Lagan  and  with  the 
main  drainage  of  Belfast,  as  it  is  stated 
in  the  title;  but  it  deals  with  large 
schemes  of  sanitary  and  financial  value 
which  ought  certainly  to  be  dealt  with 
in  a  separate  measure.  It  deals  with  so 
many  purposes  other  than  the  one  re- 
ferred to  in  the  title  that  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  a  sort  of  legislative  kaleidoscope — 
if  you  give  it  one  shake  you  get  a  glimpse 
of  the  Biver  Lagan  ;  if  you  give  it  an- 
other shake  you  get  a  view  of  the  drain- 
age of  Belfast ;  if  you  give  it  another 
shake  you  perceive  a  great  financial  or 
sanitary  scheme ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  the  39  gentlemen,  to  whom  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  referred  in  his  opening  state- 
ment, nad  delayed  the  introduction  of 
this  measure  for  some  little  time,  and 
that  then  you  had  given  the  kaleido- 
scope another  shake  you  might  see  the 
noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  as 
Ajax  on  the  platform  of  the  Ulster  Hall 
defying  the  lightning  of  Irish  Na- 
tionality. It  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
monstrous  condition  of  affairs  that 
where  you  have,  as  you  have  in  Belfast^ 
32,000  Parliamentary  voters,  you  have 
less  than  6,000  persons  on  the  Municipal 
Register.  And  it  also  seems  to  me.  Sir, 
a  huge  anomaly  and  an  injustice  that 
deserves  the  immediate  attention  of 
Pariiament  that  where  there  are  70,000 
Catholics,  as  there  are  in  Belfast,  and 
where  there  are  10,000  Catholics  on  the 
Parliamentary  Begister,  as  there  are  in 
Belfast,  there  should  only  be  1,000  or 
2,000  Catholics  on  the  Municipal  Be- 
gister. In  my  opinion  a  strong  case  has 
been  made  out  m  favour  of  the  points 
which  have  been  urged  by  the  hoo. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Sligo  and 
the  hon.  Oentlemen  on  these  Benches 
who  have  so  ably  supported  him.  I  hold 
that  the  municipal  franchise  in  Belfast 
should  be  at  once  identified  with,  or 
lowered  to  the  level  of,  the  Parliamen- 
tary franchise.  I  hold,  too,  that  the 
municipal  boundary  of  Belfast  should 
be  extended  to  the  limits  of  the  Pariia- 
mentary  boundary ;  and  I  trust  that  this 
House  will,  in  the  division  which  I  have 
no  doubt  will  take  place,  accede  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sexton). 
Either  the  Bill  as  it  standS|  and  whioh  is 
wrongly  described  in  the  title  as  a  Bill 


1718 


Selfaat  Minn 


{Maboh  2,  1886}  Drai 


Honse  may  haye  made  a  precedent,  the 
fall  scope  and  inconvenience  of  which 
might  not  be  foreseen  at  the  time ;  but 
it  is  now  perceived  that  the  following  of 
that  precedent  would  throw  the  order  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  control 
of  the  whole  Business  of  the  House  into 
confusion  by  allowing  miscellaneous 
questions  of  a  public  character,  and  of 
immense  importance,  to  be  discussed 
upon  a  Private  Bill.  That  is  really  all 
I  have  to  say.  I  think  it  is  competent 
for  the  House  to  declare  that  a  bad  pre- 
cedent shall  not  be  acted  upon.  The 
question  of  the  extension  of  borough 
boundaries  requires,  as  everybody 
knows,  the  careful  consideration  of 
detailed  arrangements;  and  the  House 
ought  not  to  depart  from  the  Hule 
irbich  applies  to  all  Private  Bills  for 
the  purpose  of  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion. I  am  quite  willing  to  believe  that 
the  extension  of  the  municipal  franchise 
in  the  Irish  boroughs  is  a  question  upon 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  who  sit 
below  the  Gangway  feel  most  strongly. 
But,  whatever  may  be  the  merits  of  the 
case,  I  think  the  House  would  regret 
very  much  if  we  were  now  to  follow  and 
confirm  a  dangerous  precedent.  We 
ought  now  to  take  a  stand,  and  say  that 
upon  Private  Bills  it  is  not  safe,  nor  is  it 
consistent  with  the  Bules  and  Orders  of 
the  House,  to  discuss  broad  questions  of 
principle  and  public  policy,  or  to  enter 
upon  so  wide  an  issue  as  that  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
is  now  endeavouring  to  raise.  That  is  the 
view  which  I  am  authorized  to  say  the 
Government  take  upon  this  matter,  and 
they  take  it  solely  upon  the  one  point  of 
the  inconvenience  and  confusion  into 
which  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 
would  necessarily  throw  the  Business  of 
the  House.  Therefore,  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  oppose 
the  Instruction  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  support  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  who  has 
moved  the  Previous  Question ;  but  I  do 
80  solely  upon  the  ground  I  have  endea- 
voured to  explain — that  I  am  expressing 
no  opinion  upon  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion itself,  but  that  I  think  the  House 
ought  to  lay  down  distinctly  the  rule  that 
no  question  of  this  magnitude,  involving 
matters  of  public  policy,  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  a  Private  Bill. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA :    I  hope 
that  the  House  will  not  proceed  to  reject 
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ment.  My  experienoe  in  oonneciion  with 
the  Munxoipalitj  to  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  belong,  and  which,  I  presume, 
was  one  of  those  municipalities  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  re- 
ferred so  sneeringlj,  has  shown  me  that 
preyious  to  the  period  when  the  National 
Party  obtained  the  ascendency  in  the 
Town  Oouncil,  several  applications  were 
made  to  Parliament  for  local  Bills.  I 
am  speaking  of  the  period  previous  to 
that  in  which  the  management  of  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  Cork  came 
under  the  control  of  the  National  Party. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  whilst  the  Party  in 
Cork,  holding  the  same  views  as  this 
Belfast  Party,  of  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  is  a  member,  were 
supreme  in  the  Cork  Municipality,  it  is 
well  known  that  they  appealed,  not  once 
in  the  year,  or  once  in  three  years  as  the 
municipality  of  Belfast  appealed,  but 
they  came  to  Parliament  to  grant  them 
local  legislation  once,  and  sometimes 
twice,  in  the  year.  And  what  was  the 
result  of  these  frequent  appeals  to 
Parliament  by  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  Cork  ?  Why,  the  result  has  been 
that  at  the  present  moment  the  unfor- 
tunate ratepayers  of  that  city  have 
saddled  upon  them,  as  the  result  of  only 
three  of  these  measures,  a  debt  of  some- 
thing over  £100,000  on  which  they  are 
are  paying  interest.  And  I  am  sure 
hon.  Memhers  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  will  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
these  appeals  to  Parliament,  which  cost 
so  much,  were,  almost  in  every  case, 
abortive  for  the  purposes  in  regard  to 
which  they  were  made.  A  Bill  costing 
£38,000  —  one  of  those  the  hon. 
Oentleman  referred  to— was  obtained  in 
order  to  bring  about  the  removal  of  a 
railway  track  from  a  certain  part  of  the 
town,  in  the  hope  that  when  the  land 
thus  reclaimed  was  put  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Municipality,  it  would  be  turned 
to  profitable  account,  and  that,  con- 
sequently, a  large  income  would  be  put 
into  the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers.  But 
from  that  day  to  this  that  expenditure 
has  never  yielded  \d.  The  ratepayers 
have  never  received  an  atom  of  profit 
from  the  expenditure  of  that  £33,000 
or  £40,000.  Another  case  in  which  the 
Party  in  Cork,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber belongs  in  Belfast,  appealed  for  a 
local  Act  of  Parliament,  when  they  were 
in  power  in  the  Council,  was  in  oonneo- 
tion  with  the  artisans'  dwellings  scheme, 
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They  applied  for  power  to  spend  £22,000 
in  the  carrying  out  of  an  artizans'  dwell- 
ings scheme  in  the  City  of  Cork.  What 
was  the  result  ?  Why,  although  the  Bill 
was  brought  in  under  the  artisans' 
dwellings  scheme,  it  entirely  omitted 
any  clause  enabling  the  Corporation  to 
build  a  single  house  for  artisans  in  the 
city.  It  gave  them  power  to  spend  this 
money  in  the  destruction  and  demolition 
of  property,  and  though  it  had  the  e£Pect 
of  turning  out  a  number  of  tradespeople 
it  provided  no  new  dwellings  for  them 
to  go  into.  A  great  part  of  the  ground 
cleared  in  that  way  is  lying  unoccupied 
at  the  present  moment,  whilst  a  great 
part  of  it  has  been  let  to  the  people  for 
little  or  nothing.  In  a  third  case,  the 
Corporation  of  Cork  applied  to  Parlia- 
ment for  provision  to  spend  £16,000  or 
18,000  in  the  re-erection  or  reconstruc- 
tion of  a  bridge.  Well,  before  the 
whole  matter  was  concluded,  the  rate* 
payers  had  to  pay  no  less  than  £34,000. 
with  that  experience,  Sir,  in  the  local 
Parliament — ^as  I  might  call  it-— of  Cork, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  standing  up  here 
in  my  place  to-night  to  support  this 
measure.  I  consider  that  evexy  one  of 
us  upon  these  Benches  represent  the 
people  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  look  upon 
any  Member  on  these  Benches  as  repre- 
senting any  particular  locality  or  con- 
stituency in  questions  of  this  kind.  I 
appeal  for  the  whole  of  Ireland;  and 
though  I  have  the  honour  of  sitting 
here  for  a  constituency  in  the  South — 
one  of  the  Divisions  of  the  County  of 
Cork  — «  I  consider  myself  equally  the 
Representative  of  the  ratepayers  of  Bel- 
fast, or  of  any  other  part  of  Ireland, 
when  I  stand  up  to  discuss  a  matter  of 
this  kind.  I  should  be  neglecting  my 
duty  to  those  who  sent  me  here,  and  to 
the  whole  of  my  countiymen,  if  I  did 
not  stand  up  here  this  evening  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  becanse 
I  know  that  if  this  Motion  be  carried, 
and  it  is  an  Instruction  to  the  Commit* 
tee  to  make  the  proposed  alterations  in 
the  Bill,  the  Corporation  of  Belfast  will 
soon  be  in  the  position  of  the  Corpora* 
tion  of  the  City  of  Cork — that  is  to  ssy, 
the  real  ratepayers  of  Belfast  will  be 
properly  represented  on  the  Board*  and 
will  be  in  a  position  to  prevent  the  pass- 
ing of  such  Bills  as  those  I  have  men* 
tioned,  and  the  one  which  the  Belfast 
ion  are  now  endeavooriiig  to 
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of  the  municipal  franchise  in  Ireland 
have  on  more  than  one  occasion  been 
passed  by  this  House ;  but  they  were 
invariably  rejected    in  the    House    of 
Lords.     It  has  been  over  and  over  again 
admitted,  even  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  the  question  of  municipal  reform 
in  Ireland  is  a  crying  grievance  in  that 
country.     Over  and  over  again  we  have 
been  told  that  the  reason  why  the  ques- 
tion has  not  been  dealt  with  before  now 
was  the  priority  which  other  important 
measures  had  over  it  for  consideration. 
Surely,  that  is  a  ground  why  this  ques- 
tion of  the  extension  of  the  municipal 
franchise  in  Ireland  should  be  distin* 
guished  from  those  other  questions  with 
which  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
has  attempted  to  compare  them.     But 
there  is  another  and  a  strong  reason  why 
this  House  should  refuse  to  place  this 
question   upon   an  analogy  with  those 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Courtney) 
has  referred  to.     The  questions  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred  to  con- 
cern   the    whole    community   of  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland ;   they  are 
questions    which   concern    every    rood 
of    ground   in  the    Three   Kingdoms ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  question 
of  the  extension  of  the  municipal  fran- 
chise in  Ireland  only  concerns  some  10 
or  12  communities,  most  of  which  are 
small  in  size.     Let  me  point  out  that,  so 
far  from  its  being  exceptional  or  unpre- 
cedented for  this  House  to  connect  the 
question  of  the  franchise  with  general 
questions  of  municipal  government,  on 
the  contrary,  it  has  been  the  constant 
practice  of  the  House,  in  measures  deal- 
ing with  the  government  of  Municipal 
Bodies,  in  measures  creating  Town  Coun- 
cils, and  in  measures  regulating  the  Cor- 
porations of  Ireland,  to  introduce  provi- 
sions dealing  with  the  franchise.     In  a 
Private  Act  of  the  city  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent — the  City  of  Cork — 
there  are  provisions  regulating  the  Muni- 
cipal Eevision  Court  in  that  constituency. 
In  the  Act  constituting  the  township  of 
Blackrock  the  question  of  the  franchise 
is  dealt  with,  and  there  are  at  least  a 
dozen  Irish  Acts  which  deal  with  and 
regulate  the  franchise  in  the  townships 
to  which  they  apply.     In  the  face  of 
these  facts,  are  we  jto  be  told  that  the 
House  would  be  acting  in   a  manner 
scarcely  decent  if  it  were  to  do,  in  the 
case  of  Belfast,  what  it  has  already  done, 


over  and  over  again,  in  the  case  of  other 
municipalities  in  Ireland  ?  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  has  another  reason  for  moving 
the  Previous  Question.  He  says  that, 
passing  from  the  subject  of  the  franchise, 
it  would  be  irregular  and  improper  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  boundaries  by  a 
Kesolution  of  this  kind,  because,  forsooth, 
if  that  question  had  been  originally  in  the 
Bill,  it  would  only  have  been  there  after 
due  notice  by  advertisement  had  been 
given  to  all  parties  concerned.  What 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  asks  the  House  to  do  is  not 
to  give  its  sanction  to  any  fancy  sche^ie 
for  the  reconstitution  of  the  boundaries 
of  Belfast ;  but  to  adopt  the  very  prin- 
ciple which  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
are  promoting  in  this  Bill  already,  and 
which  they  ask  the  House  to  sanction, 
but  which  they  propose  to  carry  out  in 
a  very  different  and  far  more  objection- 
able manner.  My  hon.  Friend  asks  the 
House  to  do  what  one  of  its  own  Com- 
missioners was  especially  appointed  to 
consider,  and  who  reported  in  favour  of 
an  extension  of  the  franchise  in  face  of 
the  strongest  opposition  from  the  Local 
Bodies.  These,  I  think,  are  important 
and  excellent  reasons  why  the  House 
should  adopt  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo,  even  in 
opposition  to  those  speakers  who  have 
urged  upon  the  House  that  the  precedent 
which  was  set  last  year  in  the  case  of  the 
Eathmines  Bill  should  not  be  followed 
again.  There  was,  I  must  say,  really 
nothing  in  the  reasons  put  forward  with 
so  much  heat  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Committees ;  and  I  think  the 
facts  I  have  mentioned  prove  that  thi^i 
House,  in  doing  what  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  asks  it  to  do,  will  do 
nothing  of  a  strange,  exceptional,  or  in- 
decent character.  Before  I  sit  down  I 
would  repeat  the  challenge  which  has 
been  thrown  out  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Monaghan  (Sir  Joseph 
M*Kenna)  that  the  other  Members  for 
the  City  of  Belfast  should  rise  and 
express  their  opinions,  if  any  of  them  has 
the  courage  to  take  that  course. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  As  no  Mem- 
ber from  the  Conservative  Benches  has 
risen  to  answer  the  challenge  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  presume  that  those  hon.  Oen* 
tlemen  mean  to  allow  the  debate  to  con- 
clude without  breaking  silence.  The 
Irish  Members  below  the  Gangway  want 
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to  know  what  the^e  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ulster  mean.  Are  they  more  afraid 
of  offending  the  Corporation  of  Belfast, 
or  of  breaking  their  pledges  to  their 
constituents?  They  were  returned  to 
Parliament  by  voters  who  are  favourable 
to  the  change  advocated  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton).  They  were  returned  by  that 
class  of  voters  whom  the  Corporation  of 
Belfast  still  wish  to  exclude  from  any 
control  over  their  own  affairs.  I  should 
be  surprised,  indeed,  if  silence  is  still 
maintained  by  them  ;  and  if  it  is  we  shall 
be  able  to  form  our  own  conclusions  as 
to  their  political  vitality  and  their  politi- 
cal powers.  I  have  only  a  few  words  to 
say  on  this  occasion  upon  the  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo,  and  the  course  taken  with  regard 
to  it  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees.  I  think  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  has 
been  somewhat  hardly  dwelt  with  by  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech,  certainly 
left  something  to  be  desired  so  far  as  its 
phraseology  went.  I  thought  it  was  too 
hard  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  up 
and  talk  of  decency  in  connection  with 
the  order  of  Business  which  rules  hon. 
Members  on  these  Benches,  and  I  am 
fairly  entitled  to  conclude  that  he 
described  their  conduct  as  indecent ;  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  be  rude.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  the  misfortune  to  be  a  journalist  at 
one  period  of  his  life  ;  and  he  seems  to 
imagine,  when  he  gets  on  his  legs,  that 
he  is  within  the  sanctuary  of  his  own 
closet,  and  able  to  express  himself  with 
the  most  full  and  perfect  freedom.  I 
will  drop  the  manner  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  the  observation  that  when  the 
new  Irish  Members  became  more  in- 
timately acquainted  with  him  they  will 
find  that  his  bark  is  infinitely  worse  than 
his  bite.  The  hon.  Gentleman  denounces 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  because, 
forsooth,  it  is  without  precedent;  and 
when  a  precedent  was  brought  forward 
he  quietly  got  rid  of  it  by  saying  it  was 
passed  through  the  negligence  of  the 
House. 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  WAYS  and 
MEANS  (Mr.  Courtney)  :  I  never  said 
it  was  without  a  precedent.  I  admitted 
the  precedent,  but  said  that  it  was  one 
which  ought  not  to  be  followed. 

2Ir.  T.  F.  0'  Connor 


Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  undeiBlood 
the  ho  n.  Gentleman  to  say,  in  the  fii^ 
instance,  that  it  was  entirely  oontrary  to 
the  Bules  of  the  House ;  but  inimediatdy 
afterwards  he  admitted  the   precedent 
which  my  hon.  Friend  brought  forward. 
At  the  time  that  precedent  was  estab- 
lished the  House  had  not  tlie   divine 
interposition  of  the  hon.  OentlenLan  to 
save  it  from  this  act   of  carelessness. 
But  there  is  no  reasoning  with  this  style 
of  argument — ^it  was  a  case  of  persaxial 
inspiration  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.    Was  the  Chairman    of  Com- 
mittees aware  of  the  precedent  which  mj 
hon.  Friend  called  to  his  recoUecdon? 
Was  he  aware  that  in  regard  to  th« 
settlement  of  the  franchise  exercised  br 
municipal  boroughs  the  fixing  of   tha 
franchise  in  Bills  of  this  character  was 
the  rule  rather  than  the  exception  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  gives  a  shake  of  his 
head  like  the  Delphic  oracle ;  but  I  really 
can  make  nothing  out  of  it.     I  may  tak« 
any  inference  I  like  from  it,  and  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  an  is* 
telligible  reply  rather  than  a  shake  of 
the  head.  I  wUl  put  the  question  agaio. 
Was  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  whoi 
he  made  his  speech  that  all   the  pre- 
cedents were  against  him,  and  that  it 
was  the  rule  rather  than  the  exception 
that  the  franchise  should   be  inserted 
and  fixed  in  Bills   of  this  character? 
[^An  hon.  Membeb  :  In  Ireland  ?J     Yes, 
m  Ireland.    That  is  what  I  mean.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  now  to  prefer  a 
policy  of  silence,   and  will    not    even 
favour  me  with  a  nod,  so  that  I  take  it 
for  granted  that  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact  that  in  asking  for  the  francbiae 
to  be  fixed  in  this  case  we  are  following 
almost  the  invariable  Irish  precedents. 
We  are  following  precedents  in  the  case 
of  Cork,  where  it  was  fixed  in  this  way 
—of  the   Pembroke  township,    where 
the  Township  Bill  estabhshed  the  town- 
ship, and  of  JBlackrock,  where  the  boDn> 
daries  were  also  fixed  in  the  BilL    I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  giT« 
some  answer  to  this  unbroken  series  of 
precedents  in  favour  of  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton).     I  should  not  attempt  t) 
deal  with  the  merits  of  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  SUgo 
except  for  the  lame  and  halting  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Haslett),  who,  to  a  certain  extend 
is  the  official  spokesman  of  the  Corpora- 
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iion  of  Belfast.  Not  another  Member 
for  Belfast  has  risen  in  his  place  to  say 
a  word  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Why,  Sir, 
the  Corporation  of  Belfast  is  a  scandal 
to  civilization.  My  hon.  Friend  near 
me  has  given  the  House  a  sufficient 
reason  why  one  hon.  Member  for  Bel- 
fast does  not  speak.  But  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  South  Belfast 
(Mr.  Johnston)  is  sitting  on  those 
Benches.  He  is  looking  towards  me  at 
the  present  moment.  [Mr.  Johnston: 
Hear,  hear!]  I  am  always  glad  to 
get  the  light  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
countenance,  although  I  confess  that  it 
has  been  somewhat  lugubrious  within 
the  last  few  weeks  ;  but  I  wish  tp  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  has  or  has 
not  given  Notice  of  a  Bill  to  reduce  the 
municipal  franchise  ?  [Mr.  Johnston  : 
Yes ;  for  all  Ireland.]  For  all  Ire- 
land. Well,  of  course,  that  includes 
Belfast.  Sometimes  hon.  Qentlemen 
above  the  Gangway  seem  to  think  that 
Belfast  is  not  in  Ireland ;  but  here  is  a 
Member  for  a  district  in  Ireland  who, 
in  the  eagerness  and  voraciousness  of 
his  desire  for  reform,  gives  Notice  of  a 
proposal  to  reduce  the  franchise  of  all 
Ireland  down  to  the  level  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise ;  and  yet,  when  a  pro- 
posal of  a  much  more  narrow  character 
is  made  to  reduce  the  municipal  fran- 
chise in  Belfast,  the  hon.  Member  sits 
mute  and  stolid  on  his  seat  with  not  a 
word  to  say.  Why  does  not  the  hon. 
Gentleman  break  silence?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  break  silence  be- 
cause he  is  on  our  side,  and  he  does  not 
like  to  say  so,  and  there  is  not  a  single 
Member  who  has  said  a  word  in 
favour  of  the  Corporation  of  Belfast. 
I  should  like  to  hear  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  opinion  is  of  the  Town 
Clerk  of  Belfast,  who  has  a  salary  as 
high  as  that  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Who  has  a 
word  to  say  in  favour  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Corporation  of  Belfast  has 
dealt  with  the  rich  and  the  poor  ?  Is 
there  a  single  man  on  these  Benches 
who  will  rise  in  his  place  and  in  the 
name  of  Tory  Democracy  declare  his 
adhesion  to  the  principle  that  the  rich 
should  be  undertaxed  and  the  poor 
overtaxed  ?  Is  there  a  single  man  who 
will  have  the  courage  to  do  so  ?  Is  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchillj  reserving  all 
his  eloquence  for  another  Motion  whioh 


stands  on  the  Paper  for  to-night  ?  and 
has  he  nothing  to  say  in  favour  of  the 
rights  of  the  poor  to  fair  taxation  in 
the  town  which  he  so  recently  visited, 
to  the  discomfiture  of  some  and  the 
shame  of  so  many  ?  Not  a  word  from 
the  noble  Lord  on  this  question.  And 
now  I  will  say  a  word  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
Have  they  a  word  to  say  in  favour  of 
the  Town  Clerk  of  Belfast,  who  draws  a 
salary  of  £2,000  a-year  ?  Have  they  a 
word  to  say  in  favour  of  the  poor  being 
overtaxed  and  the  rich  being  under- 
taxed  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), in  a  recent  Manifesto  to  his  con- 
stituents, called  upon  the  people  of 
England  never  to  weary  of  well-doing 
towards  Ireland.  Let  me  give  a  hint 
to  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
Benches  who  are  a  little  new  to  public 
life ;  it  is  this  —  that  the  very  wisest 
policy  they  can  pursue  in  this  Assembly 
IS  to  do  good  whenever  the  opportunity 
serves,  and  to  beware  of  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters and  Chairmen  of  Committees  who 
declare  that  the  opportune  moment  has 
not  arrived.  The  time  to  do  good  in 
this  world  is  to  do  it  the  very  first  mo- 
ment you  can,  and  that  applies  to  Par- 
liamentary affairs  a  deal  more  than  it 
does  to  most  human  affairs.  There  is 
an  opportunity  to  do  good  here,  but 
there  is  a  cog  in  the  wheel.  What  is 
the  Bill  with  which  we  are  dealing? 
It  is  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Belfaet  Town 
Council  to  expend  £150,000,  at  least,  of 
the  money  of  the  ratepayers  in  the  town. 
I  am  prepared  to  argue  that  we  have  a 
perfect  right  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
proposal  to  spend  £150,000  even  on  the 
most  beneficent  object,  because  the  Body 
to  whom  the  expenditure  is  to  be  in- 
trusted is  thoroughly  unfit  for  such  a 
task.  Is  there  a  man  in  the  House 
who  will  say — will  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston),  for  instance,  say — that  the 
Belfast  Corporation  has  shown  its  fit- 
ness to  be  intrusted  with  so  large  an 
expenditure  of  money  ?  I  maintain 
that  the  Corporation  of  Belfast  has  been 
condemned  in  the  past,  and  that  no  one 
who  has  any  regard  for  municipal  purity 
or  the  rights  of  the  poor  will  vote  for  a 
proposal  which  gives  to  this  discredited 
Body  the  power  of  spending  £150,000 
more  of  the  ratepayers'  money  when 
there  is   an  opportunity  of  reforming 
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House  to  see  to  wliat  extent  this  Belfast 
Corporation  represents  the  views  of  the 
people  of  Ulster,  and  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  it  does  not  represent  the  opinions 
and  views  of  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  people  of  Belfast,  and  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  ratepayers  have  not  been 
asked  by  the  Corporation,  and  that  the 
general  body  of  ratepayers  have  no  Con- 
stitutional mode  of  ofifering  an  opinion  on 
tho  subject,  I  think,  I  say,  it  is  very 
prudent  and  proper  for  this  House  that 
the  people,  who  at  the  present  moment 
are  not  represented,  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  their  opinion  on 
such  a  matter  as  this  when  the  Bill  be- 
comes an  Act,  but  before  it  comes  into 
operation.  In  this  measure  means  should 
be  given  to  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast  for 
expressing  an  opinion  through  the  elec- 
tions that  are  proposed  by  the  Hesolu- 
tion  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton). 
If  they  approve  of  the  Act  as  then  passed, 
why.  all  is  well,  and  the  Corporation 
newly  formed  by  the  new  electoral  body 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  carrying 
out  the  work  embodied  in  this  scheme. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  majority 
of  electors  on  the  new  Eegistration  KoU 
believe  that  this  is  an  objectionable  Act, 
then  they  could  refuse  to  carry  it  into  ope- 
ration, and  either  bring  in  a  new  scheme, 
or  say — *' We  will  have  no  main  drainage 
scheme  at  all.*'     For  these  reasons,  I 
think  it  is  quite  within  the  duty — not 
only  within  the  power,  but  also  within 
the  duty— of  this  House  to  do  what  my 
hon.  Friend  proposes.     It  seems  to  me 
rather  strange  that  the  present  Qovem- 
menty  who  a  short  time  ago  were  such 
very  earnest  advocates  of  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  to  all  classes  of  electors 
in  this  Kingdom,   should  be  so  very 
anxious  on  this  occasion  to  throw  ob* 
Blades  in  the  way  of  enfranchising  the 
ratepayers  of  the  borough  of  Belfast. 
Not  only  so,  but  the  fact  being  so  noto- 
rious that  the  franchise  in  Belfast  is  so 
very  objectionable  and  of  such  a  meagre 
character,  the   practical  result  is  that 
four-fifths  of  the  ratepayers,  who  are 
considered  competent  to  select  Members 
of  Parliament,  have  no  power  in  the 
selection  of  members  of  this  Town  Coun- 
cil, and  therefore  have  no  voice  in  the 
matter  of  the  Bill  which  is  now  before 
the  House.    I  think  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  see  that  some  mode  of 
obtaining  the  opinion  of  these  four- fifths 
should  be  provided.    I  must  say  also,  in 
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regard  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  HasleU),  that  it 
was  a  very  artful  speech,  because  he 
entirely  evaded  the  important  question 
of  rating,  and  also  that  raised  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
Now,  tha  hon.  Oentleman  very  artfully 
refrained  from  discussing  that  question  ; 
but  still  he  asked  that  we  should  give 
power  to  the  Belfast  Corporation  to  let 
in  the  £8  a-year  householder.  Well, 
that  being  so,  we  consider  that  these 
people  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  opinion  before  this  Bill 
is  passed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  also 
evaded  another  important  question — 
namely,  the  exclusive  nature  of  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast,  which  is  almost  con- 
fined to  one  narrow  class  of  the  com- 
munity. It  entirely  excludes  what  I 
may  call  the  Orange  Democracy  of  Bel- 
fast. The  Town  (>>uncil  is,  in  fact,  al- 
most entirely  represented  by  the  small 
wholesale  and  large  retail  tradesmen  of 
Belfast  For  years  it  has  only  had  two 
Catholic  members — one  of  whom  was 
elected  by  a  Tory  body,  and  would  on 
no  account  have  been  elected  by  any 
body  of  Catholics.  And  yet  we  have 
this  body,  representing  only  one-fifth  of 
the  population  of  Belfast,  coming  to  this 
House  and  asking  to  be  allowed  to  saddle 
the  whole  community  with  a  large 
amount  of  taxation.  It  would  be  well 
for  the  Oovemment  to  take  this  matter 
into  their  serious  consideration,  and  give 
the  ratepayers  of  the  second  largest  town 
in  Ireland  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinion  before  such  a  measure  as 
this  is  allowed  to  pass. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  I  wish  to  say,  Sir, 
I  should  have  been  surprised  at  the  way 
in  which  this  Motion  has  been  met  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (Mr.  Courtney),  were  it  not 
that  he  has,  unfortunately,  within  my 
own  Parliamentary  connection,  distin- 
guished himself  on  every  occasion  which 
presented  itself,  by  taking  up  a  position 
in  opposition  to  Irish  claims,  and  I  sup- 
pose that  one  of  the  reasons  why  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  placed  in  his 
present  position  is  that  it  was  thought 
that  it  could  not  possibly  fall  in  his 
power  to  take  part  in  the  debates  of  this 
House  against  the  reasonable  claims  of 
Ireland.  But  if  that  were  the  worthy 
idea,  it  is  a  disappointed  one,  because 
the  hon.  (Gentleman — withthat  ingennily 
which  is  sometimes    acquired  bj  long 
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Irish  proposal.  If  lie  were  here,  I  would 
ask  him  to  answer  that  appeal,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  throw  over  his  Colleagues 
in  order  to  do  an  act  of  justice,  the  ne- 
cessity of  which  everyone  admits.  I 
rise  to  support  this  proposal  with  great 
pleasure,  and  I  do  it  with  all  the  greater 
pleasure  because  not  one  of  the  Ulster 
Tory  Members  has  been  found  to  have 
the  courage  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
demand  for  his  constituents,  the  Orange 
Democrats  of  Ireland,  the  rights  the 
Tory  Members  advocated  when  they 
were  seeking  election. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the 
arguments  that  have  been  addressed  to 
us,  both  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  and  by  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney).  The 
course  we  have  entered  upon  to-night 
is  an  unusual,  and  sometimes  a  very 
inconvenient  one ;  and  I,  for  my  part, 
would  not  attempt  to  justify  it  if  I 
did  not  believe  that  the  circumstances 
with  which  we  have  to  deal  are  circum- 
stances of  a  most  unusual  and  a  most 
exceptional  character.  Nay,  further- 
more, I  maintain  that  the  opportunity 
now  presented  to  us  of  redressing  griev- 
ances that  have  pressed  for  a  long  time 
upon  the  people  of  Belfast  is  an  oppor- 
tunity not  likely  to  be  presented  to  us 
again  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion. If,  therefore,  we  missed  this  op- 
portunity we  should  show  ourselves 
neglectful  of  the  best  interests  of  the 
people.  It  has  been  shown  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  upon  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  that  while  the  Parliamentary 
constituency  comprises  32,000  voters, 
the  Body  which  is  promoting  this  Bill  in 
the  House  is  elected  by  so  limited  a 
constituency  as  5,700  voters.  I  main- 
tain that  these  figures  in  themselves 
show  at  once  so  exceptional  a  state  of 
affairs  as  to  justify  us  in  taking  the 
very  first  opportunity  presented  to  us  of 
dealing  with  so  great  a  grievance  as 
they  establish.  It  is  further  contended. 
Sir,  that  this  Corporate  Body,  repre- 
senting a  limited  constituency  of  this 
kind,  and  ruling  an  important  Irish 
town  in  a  manner  which  has  been  very 
justly  characterized  by  different  speakers 
as  wholly  bad,  is  not  fit  to  be  intrusted 
with  an  expenditure  of  £150,000.  A 
▼ery  fair  issue  has  been  raised  by  the 


I  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.  If  the  Cor- 
poration find  that  the  proposed  expendi- 
ture is  necessary — if  they  find  that  the 
requirements  of  the  borough  of  Belfast 
are  such  as  to  justify  them  in  expending 
so  enormous  a  sum  of  money,  let  them 
assent  to  the  proposal  which  is  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend — let  them,  at  the  time 
at  which  they  are  entering  upon  this 
large  expenditure,  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal to  extend  the  franchise,  so  as  to 
show  that  they  are  really  desirous  of 
representing  the  majority  of  the  citizens 
and  of  acting  on  their  behalf.  Not- 
withstanding the  precedents  that  have 
been  cited  —  and  the  course  we  have 
taken  is  justified  by  precedents,  and 
the  precedent  quoted  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chairman  of  Committees  is 
not  the  only  one  to  be  found— I  am 
ready  to  admit  that  it  might  be  highly 
inconvenient  for  the  House  if  we  were 
to  seek  many  similar  occasions  on  which 
to  make  proposals  of  this  kind.  The 
strength  of  our  case  is  that  we  could  not 
bring  in  a  separate  Bill  dealing  with 
this  question  with  any  hope  of  success, 
because,  while  Belfast  has  two,  or  pos- 
sibly three,  Members  in  this  House  who 
would  be  in  sympathy  with  the  general 
nature  and  scope  of  the  Bill,  Belfast 
has  another  Member ;  and  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Belfast,  in  an  especial  sense,  has 
a  Member  in  this  House,  and  he  would 
avail  himself  of  every  opportunity  to 
block  the  Bill  and  prevent  its  being  dis- 
cussed. We  further  maintain  that,  even 
if  we  did  succeed  in  passing  a  Bill 
through  this  House,  this  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  use  his  influence  in  ''an- 
other place "  to  prevent  the  Bill  be- 
coming law.  Our  purpose,  therefore, 
can  only  be  served  by  a  course  such  as 
we  have  taken  to-night.  I  do  not  intend 
to  detain  the  House  longer.  I  maintain 
that  we  are  justified  in  the  course  we 
have  taken ;  that  the  circumstances  with 
which  we  have  to  deal  are  of  an  unusual 
and  exceptional  character;  and  that  if 
anything  could  justify  our  tacking  on  to 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  provisions,  I  admit,  of 
a  wide,  perhaps  sweeping,  character,  but 
yet  provisions  the  justice  of  which  can- 
not be  denied,  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances with  which  we  have  to  deal 
would  do  so. 

Mr.  CRILLY  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  only 
intend  to  speak  for  a  very  brief  period 
on  this  Bill.  At  the  outset  I  may  be 
permitted  to  point  out  that  this  discus* 
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sion,  useful  and  instruotiye  as  it  un- 
doubtedly has  been — very  instructive  to 
Irish  Members,  but  doubly  instructive 
to  English  Members,  if  they  desire  to 
obtain  information  with  regard  to  the 
situation  in  Ireland — has  already  lasted 
for  nearly  three  hours,  a  fact  which  in 
itself,  apart  altogether  from  the  many 
other  facts  having  the  same  tendency 
which  have  occurred  within  my  experi- 
ence, shows  the  absolute  necessity  and 
wisdom  of  this  House  finding  out  some 
legislative  means  or  other  by  which 
such  Business  as  this  may  beurelegated 
to  Ireland  to  be  dealt  with  there  by  a 
Local  Authority.  We  have  spent  nearly 
three  hours  in  discussing  this  Bill,  and 
only  last  night  we  occupied  an  hour  of 
the  time  of  this  Imperial  Parliament  in 
transacting  purely  Municipal  Business. 
To-night  we  have  trespassed  on  the 
time  and  the  attention  and  the  capacity 
of  Members  other  than  those  from  Ire- 
land, while  great  interests,  English  and 
Scotch — I  will  say  National  interests — 
have  been  waiting  to  be  dealt  with  by 
English  and  Scotch  Members.  On  this 
point  I  h^ve  only  to  say  further  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  said,  in  addition  to  what  other 
Members  who  have  opposed  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton),  had 
urged,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that 
it  was  not  convenient  to  raise  questions 
of  public  interest  on  Private  Bills.  Now, 
Sir,  I  hold  that  the  question  which  has 
been  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  is  not  a 
guestion  of  general  public  interest.  It 
is  a  question  purely  local  to  Belfast ; 
and  as  this  Bill  deals  with  the  whole 
question  of  local  self-government  in 
Belfast,  and  as  Parliament  can  give  its 
opinion  upon  the  point,  we,  on  these 
Benches,  are  fully  entitled  to  draw  at- 
tention to  questions  concerning  the  fran- 
chise in  Belfast,  and  the  extension  of 
the  boundaries  of  the  town.  Now,  I 
may  be  permitted  to  object  to  this  Bill 
on  somewhat  different  grounds  to  those 
which  have  been  already  urged.  I 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  Bill  this  morn- 
ing, and  the  opinion  I  have  formed  of 
it,  after  a  careful  study  of  its  provisions, 
is  that  it  is  either  too  comprehensive,  or 
it  is  not  comprehensive  enough.  The 
measure  raises  questions  which,  to  my 
mind,  should  be  dealt  with  by  separate 
legislation  entirely.     It  consists  of  12 
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parts,  and  of  something  like  80  clanaes. 
It  does  not  deal  only  with  the  parificft- 
tion  of  the  Hiver  Lagan  and  wi^  the 
main  drainage  of  Belfast,  as  it  is  stated 
in  the   title;   but    it   deals  with    large 
schemes  of  sanitary  and  financial  raliu 
which  ought  certainly  to  be  dealt  with 
in  a  separate  measure.    It  deals  with  so 
many  purposes  other  than  the  one  re- 
ferred to  in  the  title  that  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  a  sort  of  legislative  kaleidoeoope — 
if  you  give  it  one  shake  yon  get  a  ^impse 
of  the  River  Lagan  ;  if  you  ^ve  it  an- 
other shake  you  get  a  view  of  the  drain- 
age of  Belfast ;  if  you  give  it  another 
shake  you  perceive  a  great  financial  at 
sanitary  scheme ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  the  39  gentlemen,  to  whom  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  referred  in  his  opening  state- 
ment, had  delayed  the  introduction  of 
this  measure  for  some  little  time,  and 
that  then  you  had  given  the  kaleido- 
scope another  shake  you  might  see  the 
noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary  of  Btate 
for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Chnrchill)  as 
Ajax  on  the  platform  of  the  Ulster  Hall 
defying    the    lightning    of    Irish    Na- 
tionality.     It    seems    to    me    to   be  a 
monstrous    condition    of    affairs     that 
where  you  have,  as  you  have  in  Bel£wt, 
32,000  Parliamentary  voters,  you  have 
less  than  6,000  persons  on  the  Municipftl 
Eegister.    And  it  also  seems  to  me.  Sir, 
a  huge  anomaly  and  an  injustice  that 
deserves   the    immediate    attention   of 
Parliament  that  where  there  are  70,000 
Cathohcs,  as  there  are  in  Belfast,  asd 
where  there  are  10,000  Catholics  on  ths 
Parliamentary  Hegister,  as  there  are  ia 
Belfast,  there  should  only  be  1,000  or 
2,000  Catholics  on  the  Municipal  Be- 
gister.   In  my  opinion  a  strong  case  has 
been  made  out  in  favour  of  the  poiati 
which  have  been  urged  by  the   hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sligo  aad 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  these  Benches 
who  have  so  ably  supported  him.  I  heid 
that  the  municipal  franchise  in  BellMt 
should  be  at    once  identified  with,  or 
lowered  to  the  level  of,  the  Parliamea* 
tary  franchise.    I   hold,  too,  that  tht 
municipal  boundary  of  Belfast  ahoiild 
be  extended  to  the  limits  of  the  Pariii- 
mentary  boundary ;  and  I  trust  that  Uui 
House  will,  in  the  division  which  I  have 
no  doubt  will  take  place,  aocede  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  ( Mr.  Sextca  v 
Either  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  and  which  is 
wrongly  described  in  the  titte  as  a  Bifl 
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dealing  with  the  Belfast  main  drainage 
—either  the  Bill  should  he  widened  and 
extended  so  far  as  to  include  the  points 
iirhich  have  been  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  or  else  it  should  be  made  to 
apply  only  to  the  regulation  and  im- 
provement of  the  main  drainage  of  Bel- 
fast, and  the  purification  of  the  Biver 
Xiagan.  In  the  event  of  the  latter  plan 
being  adopted,  the  last  portion  of  my 
bon.  Friend's  Motion  should  be  adopted 
^namely, 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
iliat  they  do  strike  out  of  the  Bill  such  clauses 
af  do  not  relate  to  the  main  drainage  scheme." 

I  desire,  Sir,  before  I  conclude,  to  em- 
phasize one  point  that  was  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  and  that  is, 
that  before  this  huge  and  elaborate  and 
costly  scheme — this  scheme  which,  in  the 
event  of  its  being  sanctioned,  will  cost 
the  ratepayers  of  Belfast  £150,000 — is 
passed,  it  shall  be  submitted  to  the  rate- 
payers and  inhabitants  of  Belfast  in 
order  that  they  may  have  the  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  opinions  regarding 
it.  From  all  I  have  heard  in  this  de- 
bate, and  from  what  I  have  seen  of  the 
Bill,  having  read  it  through  most  care- 
fully to-day,  I  have  very  much  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee which  has  been  proposed. 

Mb.  LANE:  I  should  not  have  at- 
tempted to  give  any  information  what- 
ever to  the  English  Members  who  pro- 
pose to  take  part  in  the  discussion  upon 
this  Bill  were  it  not  for  the  extra- 
ordinary line  of  defence  taken  up  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Haslett),  who  has  been  already  so  fre- 
quently referred  to  as  the  only  Member 
representing  Belfast  who  has  interfered 
in  this  debate.  That  hon.  Qentleman, 
-with  a  modesty  characteristic  of  the 
Ulster  Tory  Bepresentatives  in  this 
House,  introduced  himself  as  a  young 
Member.  I  must  say  that  the  ability 
-with  which  he  spoke  afterwards  woiild 
incline  as  to  be  rather  sceptical  as  to  the 
fact  of  his  being  a  young  Member,  be- 
cause he  travelled  over  such  a  number 
of  topics  that  he  might  almost  be  taken 
for  an  "  old  Parliamentary  hand.''  But 
I  think,  Sir,  that  after  the  able  speech 
in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  introduced  his 
Motion  to  the  House  he  certainly  was 
entitled  to  some  better  reply  from  those 
who  are  promoting  this  main  drainage 
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Bill  than  that  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Haslett).  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  convinced  the  House,  by 
the  line  of  argument  he  adopted,  that 
he  and  his  Friends  have  practically  no 
defence  to  make  to  the  serious  allega- 
tions which  were  made  against  the  Cor- 
poration by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo. 
Imitating  what  is  known  as  the  Old 
Bailey  direction,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
confined  himself  to  an  abuse  of  his 
opponents  rather  than  to  a  vindication 
of  the  action  of  his  friends.  In  the  ex- 
traordinary line  of  argument,  with  which 
he  tried  to  justify  the  conduct  of  him- 
self in  this  matter,  he  appealed  to  the 
House  for  its  sympathies  on  the  ground 
that  the  Belfast  Corporation,  within  t<he 
last  40  years,  had  come  to  this  House 
and  asked  for  14  or  15  local  Bills.  Well, 
we  were  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  and  others  that  the 
passing  of  these  15  local  Bills  through 
this  House  cost  the  taxpayers  of  Belfast 
a  sum  of  no  less  than  £150,000.  I  have 
no  doubt,  speaking  with  a  little  experi- 
ence myself  of  these  matters,  having 
been  a  member  of  another  Corporation 
in  Ireland,  that. this  £150,000  was  the 
initial  expenditure  incurred  in  connec- 
tion with  these  15  Bills — the  first  part 
of  the  expenditure  necessary  to  make 
the  contemplated  works  reproductive  to 
the  ratepayers  of  Belfast.  The  hon. 
Member  was  not  satisfied  with  trying  to 
enlist  the  sympathy  of  the  House  for 
himself  and  the  Belfast  Corporation  by 
stating  that  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
had  applied  to  this  House  15  times  in 
the  40  years  for  local  Bills ;  but  he  also 
said  that  the  best  proof  that  the  other 
Corporations  of  Ireland  were  not  ac- 
tuated by  the  same  spirit  of  loyalty  to 
this  Imperial  Parliament  as  the  Cor- 
poration of  Belfast,  was  that  in  late 
years,  since  these  Corporations  came 
under  the  management  of  the  Party  to 
which  I  have  me  honour  to  belong — 
namely,  the  National  Party — we  had 
entirely  ceased  to  apply  for  Bills  for  our 
different  localities.  I  do  not  at  all  ac- 
knowledge or  concede  the  argument 
which  the  hon.  Member  tried  to  force 
upon  the  House,  and  I  refuse  to  do  so 
on  account  of  the  intimate  acquaintance 
my  official  connection  with  an  Irish 
Municipality  has  given  me  of  the  sub- 
ject of  the  relief  of  ratepayers  of  these 
towns  from  local  Bills  wiiioh  are  so  fre- 
quently obtained  in  this  Imperial  Farlia* 
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taking  care  to  impose  proper  obecks 
upon  their  action.  As  I  have  already 
said,  there  is  a  large  question  of  prin- 
ciple involved  in  this  question.  And  the 
most  important  principle  of  all  is  the 
principle  of  right ;  and  when  the  prin- 
ciple of  right  comes  to  be  argued  on 
bigher  groimds  than  tbe  interests  of 
Belfast,  it  is  questionable  wbetber  tbe 
action  of  former  Parliaments,  in  whicb 
tbe  people  were  not  fairly  represented, 
will  be  taken  into  consideration.  I  take 
it  that  tbe  principle  of  right  is  founded 
on  the  rigbt  of  every  man  who  is  taxed 
to  be  represented,  and  it  is  quite  clear 
tbat  any  action  taken  prior  to  the  pre- 
sent time  by  the  Municipality  of  Belfast, 
or  any  other  Public  Body,  was  not 
founded  on  the  great  and  broad  rigbt  of 
representation — the  right  of  every  man 
wbo  is  taxed  to  be  represented.  I  think 
that  every  act  whicb  may  bave  been 
done  outside  the  representative  principle 
is  open  to  be  questioned  by  a  Native 
Parliament;  and  I  think,  further,  that 
this  important  question  ought  to  be 
raised  in  tbe  case  of  every  act  whicb  in- 
volves tbe  outlay  or  the  distribution  of 
money.  I  would  therefore  ask  the  House 
to  suspend  its  judgment  in  this  matter, 
and  not  allow  this  large  amount  of  money 
to  be  granted  to  a  body  of  men  wbo  are 
not  fairly  representative  of  the  interests 
of  tbe  Municipality.  If  tbey  were  fairly 
representative,  tbey  might  say  that  they 
spoke  in  the  name  of  all  of  Uie  inhabi- 
tants of  Belfast,  ricb  and  poor;  and  I 
need  not  tell  the  House  that  in  any 
matter  connected  witb  the  Municipality 
tbe  poor  are  in  a  higher  degree  inte- 
rested than  tbe  rich.  If  the  Munici- 
pality of  Belfast  were  founded  on  a 
oroad  representative  principle— if  they 
were  elected  by  tbe  entire  body  of  tax- 
payers, and  were  entitled,  therefore,  to 
come  forward  on  that  ground  and  speak 
in  tbe  name  of  tbe  people,  I  should  not 
object  to  this  Bill ;  but  when  we  take 
into  consideration  the  present  narrow 
representation,  I  think  we  should  hesi- 
tate before  we  granted  such  a  large 
amount  of  money.  With  these  remarks, 
I  beg  to  support  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton). 

Mr.  DEASY  :  I  am  very  sorry  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast  (Mr. 
De  Cobain)  is  not  in  his  place,  in  order 
to  favour  the  House  with  his  opinion  as 
to  the  action  of  the  Gorporation  of  Bel- 
Dui  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  and  the 
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oourse  which  he  intends  to  take  with  re- 
gard to  it.  I  am  also  desirous  of  as- 
certaining what  course  the  Qovem- 
I  ment  propose  to  adopt  with  regard  to 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
and  Leader  the  senior  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  My  hon. 
Friend  has  asked  the  House  to  consent 
to  accept  two  of  the  four  paragraphs  of 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  the  name  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton) ;  but,  so  far,  we  have  not 
received  the  slightest  indication  of  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
upon  the  matter.  It  appears  to  me  that 
nearly  suflBcient  has  been  said  from 
these  Benches  to  give  the  House  to  un- 
derstand how  we  regard  this  matter. 
As  far  as  the  debate  has  gone  the 
Irish  Members  have  entered  a  strong 
protest  against  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  upon  this  question ;  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friends  unduly  to  prolong 
the  debate,  but  to  proceed  at  once  to 
take  a  division,  if  a  division  is  forced 
upon  us  by  the  Oovernment,  as  a  final 
protest.  The  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  stated,  in  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo,  that  we 
had  received  sufficient  Notice  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Now,  I  deny 
that  altogether,  because  previous  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  occasioned 
by  the  late  change  of  Government,  the 
first  reading  of  the  Bill  was  taken,  and 
on  the  first  day  of  the  meeting  of  the 
House  after  the  present  Government 
had  been  constituted  the  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time  at  a  time  when  there  was 
not  a  single  Member  of  the  Huuse  who 
knew  what  was  being  done.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo  did  not  exceed  the  exact  tmth 
when  he  said  that  this  measure  had  been 
pressed  forward  without  that  due  No- 
tice which  every  Member  of  the  Hoose 
was  entitled  to  receive.  I  should  be 
sorry  that  a  division  should  be  taken  at 
this  moment  upon  this  particular  qnes- 
tion.  I  should  prefer  to  have  the  sub- 
ject dealt  with  in  a  more  comprehensive 
manner.  I  find,  from  a  Return  presented 
to  the  Bouse  a  few  days  ago  in  refer- 
ence to  the  valuation  and  population  of 
the  several  wards  in  the  City  of  Belfast, 
that  certain  facts  have  been  brought  to 
light  which  are  of  an  alarming  natare, 
and  which  require  careful  oonsideration 
in  order  that  redress  may  be  given 
without  further  delay.  This  Botoa 
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foroe  through  Parliament.  It  will,  in 
the  future,  be  impossible  for  the  Party 
to  whom  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  belongs,  to  fasten  the  expense 
of  schemes  like  this  upon  the  backs  of 
the  ratepayers,  like  the  Old  Man  of  the 
Sea.  The  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast was  not  satisfied  with  taunting  us 
and  other  Municipalities  of  Ireland, 
with  neglecting  our  duty  in  not  coming 
here  from  time  to  time  to  get  rid  of  the 
ratepayers'  money  in  the  promotion  of 
useless  schemes,  but  he  also  indulged  in 
a  sneer  at  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,  the  chief  Municipal  Authority 
in  Ireland.  He  went  on  to  urge  the 
great  claim  that  the  Corporation  of  Bel- 
fast had  upon  the  Imperial  Parliament 
and  the  people  of  this  country  by  re- 
ferring to  the  action  of  the  Mayor  and 
Corporation  of  Belfast  on  a  certain  occa- 
sion ;  he  pointed  out  how  they  had  given 
magnificent  entertainments  at  a  lavish 
expenditure,  not  out  of  the  ratepayers' 
money,  but  out  of  their  private  pockets, 
and  especially  out  of  the  pocket  of  their 
Chief  Magistrate.  Well,  Sir,  I  think 
that  on  the  very  few  occasions  that  the 
Chief  Magistrates  of  Belfast  have  in- 
dulged in  that  extravagance — and  I  call 
it  nothing  but  extravagance  for  anyone 
to  spend  a  sum  of  £18,000  upon  an 
entertainment,  which  I  understand  was 
spent  in  Belfast  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion— these  gentlemen  have  acted  from 
no  desire  to  further  the  interests  of  the 
public ;  they  had  no  especial  desire  to 
show  any  exceptional  loyalty  to  the 
Crown  or  to  the  Throne ;  but  their  action 
was  apparently  dictated  by  the  sordid 
and  selfish  motive  of  advancing  their 
own  interest  and  obtaining  for  them- 
selves that  title — that  [miserable  title — 
which  has  been  the  cause  of  so  much 
demoralization  in  Ireland,  and  which 
has  always  been  the  bane  of  public  men 
in  that  country.  Most  of  our  public 
men  have  always  striven  to  achieve  or 
purchase  one  of  these — if  I  may  so  call 
them 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  some  time  past  has  not  been  speak- 
ing relevantly  to  the  Question  before  the 
House.  I  must  remind  him  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  keeping  more  close  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  this  Bill. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  bow.  Sir,  with  great 
respect  to  your  ruling.  I  will  try  to  be 
guided  by  it ;  but  when  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  West  Belfast  was  allowed  un- 
interruptedly   

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  told  the  hon. 
Member  that  for  some  time  past  he  has 
not  been  speaking  relevantly  to  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House.  I  again  caution 
him  to  be  more  relevant. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  shall  go  to  the  subject 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Motion,  and  that  is 
in  reference  to  the  reduction  of  the 
franchise  in  Belfast.  When  you  inter- 
rupted me,  Mr.  Speakei,  I  was  about 
replying,  as  I  thought  I  might  do,  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  twice  told 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  irrelevant ; 
if  I  have  occasion  a  third  time  to  tell 
him  so  I  shall  be  compelled  to  ask  him 
to  resume  his  seat. 

Mr.  LANE:  Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
must  refer  to  the  subject  of  the  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee.  The  1st  clause 
in  the  Instruction  is  that  the  House  be 
asked  to  affirm  that  the  municipal  fran- 
chise of  the  borough  of  Belfast  be  assi- 
milated to  the  existing  Parliamentary 
franchise.  Now,  Sir,  the  object  of  that 
is,  of  course,  that  the  people  of  Belfast 
should  have  a  thorough  representation 
on  the  Corporation  of  that  City.  The 
declaration  made  here  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  this  evening,  or 
rather  the  admission  made  by  him,  waa 
that  there  was  not  a  single  Roman 
Catholic  in  the  Corporation  of  Belfast. 
I  think  that  is  an  argument  in  itself,  in- 
dependent altogether  of  the  statement 
with  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
opened  this  debate,  as  a  present  justifi- 
tion  for  this  Instruction.  That  argu- 
ment, I  think,  ought  to  have  weight 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  —  of 
course,  there  is  no  hope  whatever  of  its 
exercising  any  influence  upon  any  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  my  right  hand.  It  is  no 
use^appealing  to  them  upon  any  question 
of  religious  toleration  whatever ;  but  I 
do  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  who  are  con- 
stantly saying  that  if  they  could  only  be 
satisfied  that  religious  toleration  exists 
in  Ireland,  on  the  part  of  the  majority 
towards  the  minority,  they  would  imme- 
diately take  a  different  view  of  the  great 
question  which  is  now  occupying  public 
attention  to  that  which  they  do  take. 
Therefore,  having  read  the  statements 
of  these  hon.  Gentlemen,  made  from  time 
to  time  on  platforms  during  the  General 
Election,  and  in  speeches  they  have  de* 
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mj  hon.  Friend.  I  hope  that  whenever 
we  may  have  an  opportunity  of  raising 
this  question  again  we  shall  be  able  to 
protest  much  more  rigorously  than  to- 
night against  the  great  injustice  it  is 
proposed  to  inflict  on  the  citizens  of 
Belfast. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  think  the  time  has 
now  arrived  when  the  House  may  pro- 
ceed to  take  a  division  upon  the  ques- 
tion. I  regret  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  absent, 
because  I  should  have  been  quite  ready 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  and  to  strike  out  a  por- 
tion of  the  BosolutioDy  limiting  my  In- 
struction to  the  assimilation  of  the  fran- 
chise and  to  provide  for  a  new  election 
on  the  new  franchise.  But  you,  Sir, 
have  been  good  enough  to  inform  me, 
on  a  personal  reference  to  you,  that  as 
the  Previous  Question  has  been  moved, 
you  are  not  in  a  position  to  allow  any 
further  Motion  to  be  moved.  I  regret 
that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  not 
here,  and  I  protest  against  the  course 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken, 
because,  by  the  form  of  his  Motion,  he 
has  put  it  out  of  my  power  to  amend 
my  Instruction  in  the  way  I  have  indi- 
cated. I  will  onlj  add  that  the  division 
is  on  the  merits  of  my  Motion.  If  the 
Motion  should  be  successfully  evaded 
by  carrying  the  Previous  Question,  I 
shall,  on  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  as 
amended,  move  the  insertion  of  clauses 
amounting  in  substance  to  my  present 
Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  84;  Noes 
200:  Majority  116.— (Div.  List,  No.  14.) 

NOTICE  OF  AMENDMENT. 
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MAINTENANCE  OF   SOCIAL  OBDER 
(IRELAND). 

Mb.  holmes  gave  Notice  that,  on 
going  into  Supply  on  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates,  he  would  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair — 

'*  That  thiB  House  it  uawilliaff  to  entertain 
Estimates  for  the  Civil  Establishments  in  Ire- 
land before  being  placed  in  possession  of  the 
policy  which  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  intend 
to  pnrmie  for  the  restoration  and  maintonanoe 
ol  tooial  order  in  that  Country. '* 

Wr.  Dtaey 


-0- 


HARBOURS  (SCOTLAND)— INVER- 
GORDON  HARBOUR. 

Db.  B.  M'DONALD  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade»  Whether 
he,  or  his  predecessor  in  office,  having 
had  notice  of  the  following  facts,  viz. 
that  a  man  was  drowned  in  Invergordoa 
Harhour,  Boss- shire,  in  October  last, 
that  two  men  were  immersed  and  nearly 
drowned  on  the  28th  ultimo,  and  that 
another  man  was  drowned  on  the  29th 
ultimo,  that  these  accidents  occurred  at 
night,  and  were  due  to  the  want  of  light 
on  said  pier,  such  pier  being  part  of  a  pub- 
lic ferry  largely  used,  and  for  which  the 
proprietor  draws  a  rental  of  from  £1,200 
to  £1,400  a  year,  what  steps  he  is  taking, 
or  is  going  to  take,  against  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  said  pier  for  the  loss  of 
life  that  has  occurred ;  and,  what  steps 
he  means  to  take  to  prevent  loss  of  life 
in  the  future  at  this  place  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  f  Mr.  Mimi>ELUL) : 
Invergorden  Harbour  is  a  private  har- 
bour not  regulated  by  any  Statute,  and 
over  it  the  Board  of  Trade  has  no  con- 
trol.  I  received,  last  month,  from  one  of 
the  Police  Commissioners  of  the  district, 
complaints  of  the  accidents  referred  to 
in  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  and  at 
once  communicated  with  the  proprietor 
of  the  harbour,  who  informs  me  that 
since  the  last  accident  he  has  been  taking 
steps  to  obviate  a  recurrence  of  these 
misfortunes  by  providing  life-buoys  and 
by  placing  lignts  on  the  jetties.  He 
adds,  however,  that  while  there  are  two 
public-houses  close  to  the  harbour  it  is 
to  be  feared  that  no  lighting  will  suffice 
to  prevent  these  accidents.  In  case  of 
any  laches  on  the  part  of  the  proprietor 
of  the  harbour,  1  presume  a  remedy 
could  be  obtained  in  a  Court  of  Law. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -MR. 
JOHN  O.  PAYNE,  J.P.,  CORK. 

Ma.  OILHOOLY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire* 
land,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  John  O* 
Payne,  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  for  the 
county  of  Cork,  refused  on  February 
20th  to  attest  the  si^atores  of  voters 
named  Cotter  to  claims  to  vote  at  an 
election  of  Poor  Law  guardiana,  and  if 
the  voters  were  deprived  of  their  right 


1737 


Belfast  Main 


{Ma£Cu  2,  1886}  Drainage  Bill. 


1738 


mission.  I  am  afraid  I  have  intruded  a 
little  too  long  upon  the  House.  I  will 
not  trespass  upon  its  patience  any  fur- 
ther, although  I  should  certainly  like 
to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench  to  give 
a  little  consideration  to  the  course  of 
this  debate  here  this  evening)  and  to 
study  for  the  future  what  has  boon  the 
effect,  particularly  on  these  Benches,  of 
the  very  jarring  note  that  was  struck 
from  opposite  by  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  I  do  not  think  in  this 
House,  amongst  the  500  or  600  Mem- 
bers who  were  listening  so  carefully  and 
attentively  to  the  eloquent  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo,  that 
a  second  Member  in  this  House,  besides 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
would  have  risen  at  once  to  reply  to 
that  careful  and  moderate  speech  in  the 
spirit  and  in  the  tone  that  characterized 
the  remarks  of  that  hon.  Gentleman. 
As  the  hon.  Member  has  returned  to  his 
seat  in  the  House,  I  will  respectfully  say 
to  him  that,  instead  of  shortening  the 
debate  this  evening,  or  instead  of  con- 
tributing to  the  shortening  of  it,  as  he 
endeavoured  to  do  by  applying  a  form 
of  cldture,  the  course  he  took  has  had  an 
opposite  effect  to  that  he  intended,  and 
has  induced  many  hon.  Members  on 
these  Benches  to  stand  up  and  prolong 
the  discussion.  I  and  those  of  my  Col- 
leagues who  have  come  for  the  first  time 
into  Parliament  have  not  come  for  the 
purpose  of  falling  into  the  views  of  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  on  every  occasion  on  which 
they  wish  us  to  sit  here  silently,  and 
allow  Irish  discussions  to  go  by  default. 
If  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
not  seen  already,  they  very  soon  will  see 
before  this  debate  concludes,  that  any 
attempt  such  as  that  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  prevent  hon.  Members  on 
these  Benches  from  discussing  Irish 
questions  which  either  a  portion  or  a 
part  of  Ireland  takes  the  keen  interest 
in  that  the  people  of  Belfast  take  in  this 
measure,  will  not  have  the  desired 
effect.  I  do  not  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
can  contribute  very  much  more  to  this 
debate.  There  is  one  point  which  has 
been  very  largely  touched  upon  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  and 
others  this  evening  which  I  would  cer- 
tainly like  to  refer  to  for  a  moment,  and 
that  is  to  the  fact  that  the  Town  Clerk 


of  Belfast,  in  advocating  or  allowing  the 
Corporation  of  Belfast  to  appeal  again 
to  this  House  for  a  local  Bill,  does  not 
in  any  way  whatsoever  gain  any  pecu- 
niary profit.  I  am  quite  willing  to 
admit  that ;  but  we  were  also  told  be- 
fore that  the  gentleman  who  is  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Belfast  is  also,  I  presume, 
the  law  adviser  of  the  Corporation.  I 
need  not  say,  Sir,  that  with  that  sym- 
pathy which  lawyers  always  have  for 
each  other,  I  am  quite  sure  that  this 
gentleman,  in  his  capacity  as  law  ad- 
viser to  the  Corporation,  never  in  any 
way  advised  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
from  coming  to  this  House  for  local 
Bills,  on  the  principle  that  *'  hawks 
don't  pike  out  hawks'  een." 

Mr."  BIGGAR  :  I  think  it  would  have 
been  well  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  had  ab- 
stained from  raising  a  technical  point, 
because  it  seems  to  me  that  it  was  per- 
fectly within  the  province  of  this  House 
to  refuse  to  allow  this  Bill  to  go  before  a 
Committee  upstairs,  if  they  thought  the 
parties  bringing  it  forward  were  not 
those  in  whom  they  could  repose  confi- 
dence. In  this  particular  case  this  Cor- 
poration of  Belfast  comes  before  the 
House  of  Commons  and  asks  for  large 
borrowing  powers,  and  for  liberty  to 
carry  out  very  extensive  work,  which 
borrowing  powers  and  extensive  work 
will  be  carried  out  by  them  if  Parliament 
gives  them  this  authority.  Not  only  so, 
but  this  Corporation  coming  before  Par- 
liament comes  in  a  great  measure  with 
an  ex  parte  statement  of  the  case,  because 
we  know  very  well  that  no  one  can  be 
heard  as  petitioning  against  a  Bill  pro- 
moted in  this  way  unless  they  have  a 
locus  standi.  It  must  be  known  to  every- 
one who  has  experience  of  Private  Bill 
legislation — that  is  to  say,  in  regard  to 
opposition  offered  to  Private  Bills — that 
the  process  of  endeavouring  to  influence 
the  opposition  of  one  of  these  measures 
by  a  private  individual  is  very  expen- 
sive, and  that  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing 
to  succeed  even  after  the  expenses  have 
been  incurred.  It  is  also  very  clear  that 
the  parties  who  took  part  in  the  public 
meetings  at  St.  George's  Hall,  in  Belfast, 
did  not  belong  to  the  class  who  would  be 
likely  to  raise  any  very  large  sum  of 
money  in  order  to  press  their  views  upon 
the  Committee  upstairs.  Seeing  that 
that  is  the  state  of  the  case,  I  think  it  is 
extremely  prudent  and  proper  for  this 
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House  to  see  to  what  extent  this  Belfast 
Corporation  represents  the  views  of  the 
people  of  Ulster,  and  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  it  does  not  represent  the  opinions 
and  views  of  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  people  of  Belfast,  and  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  ratepayers  have  not  been 
asked  by  the  Corporation,  and  that  the 
general  body  of  ratepayers  have  no  Con- 
stitutional mode  of  offering  an  opinion  on 
the  subject,  I  think,  I  say,  it  is  very 
prudent  and  proper  for  this  House  that 
the  people,  who  at  the  present  moment 
are  not  represented,  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  their  opinion  on 
such  a  matter  as  this  when  the  Bill  be- 
comes an  Act,  but  before  it  comes  into 
operation.  In  this  measure  means  should 
be  given  to  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast  for 
expressing  an  opinion  through  the  elec- 
tions that  are  proposed  by  the  Hesolu- 
tion  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton). 
If  they  approve  of  the  Act  as  then  passed, 
why,  all  is  well,  and  the  Corporation 
newly  formed  by  the  new  electoral  body 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  carrying 
out  the  work  embodied  in  this  scheme. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  majority 
of  electors  on  the  new  Kegistration  Holl 
believe  that  this  is  an  objectionable  Act, 
then  they  could  refuse  to  carry  it  into  ope- 
ration, and  either  bring  in  a  new  scheme, 
or  say — "We  will  have  no  main  drainage 
scheme  at  all.*'  For  these  reasons,  I 
think  it  is  quite  within  the  duty — not 
only  within  the  power,  but  also  within 
the  duty— of  this  House  to  do  what  my 
hon.  Friend  proposes.  It  seems  to  me 
rather  strange  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment, who  a  short  time  ago  were  such 
very  earnest  advocates  of  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  to  all  classes  of  electors 
in  this  Kingdom,  should  be  so  very 
anxious  on  this  occasion  to  throw  ob- 
stacles in  the  way  of  enfranchising  the 
ratepayers  of  the  borough  of  Belfast. 
Not  only  so,  but  the  fact  being  so  noto- 
rious that  the  franchise  in  Belfast  is  so 
very  objectionable  and  of  such  a  meagre 
character,  the  practical  result  is  that 
four- fifths  of  the  ratepayers,  who  are 
considered  competent  to  select  Members 
of  Parliament,  have  no  power  in  the 
selection  of  members  of  this  Town  Coun- 
cil, and  therefore  have  no  voice  in  the 
matter  of  the  Bill  which  is  now  before 
the  House.  I  think  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  see  that  some  mode  of 
obtaining  the  opinion  of  these  four- fifths 
should  be  provided.     I  must  say  also,  in 

Mr.  Biggar 


regard  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Haslett).  thtt  i: 
was  a  very  artful  speech,  because  b^ 
entirely  evaded  the  important  qaestioi 
of  rating,  and  also  that  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sextos. 
Now,  tha  hon.  Gentleman  very  artfallr 
refrained  from  discussing  that  questkm; 
but  still  he  asked  that  we  should  gire 
power  to  the  Belfast  Corporation  to  let 
in  the  £8  a-year  householder.  Well 
that  being  so,  we  consider  that  thev 
people  should  have  an  opportunitj  o{ 
expressing  their  opinion  before  this  BIE 
is  passed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  al«c 
evaded  another  important  questioiH- 
namely,  the  exclusive  nature  of  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast,  which  is  almost  ocm* 
fined  to  one  narrow  class  of  the  com- 
munity. It  entirely  excludes  what  1 
may  call  the  Orange  Democracy  of  Bel- 
fast. The  Town  (>)uncil  is,  in  fact,  il- 
most  entirely  represented  by  the  small 
wholesale  and  large  retail  tnuiesmes  of 
Belfast  For  years  it  has  only  had  tvo 
Catholic  members — one  of  whom  wai 
elected  by  a  Tory  body,  and  would  on 
no  account  have  been  elected  hj  snj 
body  of  Catholics.  And  yet  we  hsT* 
this  body,  representing  only  one-fifth  of 
the  population  of  Belfast,  coming  to  tbii 
House  and  asking  to  be  allowed  to  saddk 
the  whole  coqamunity  with  a  largt 
amount  of  taxation.  It  would  he  well 
for  the  Government  to  take  this  matter 
into  their  serious  consideration,  andgir* 
the  ratepayers  of  the  second  largest  ton 
in  Ireland  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinion  before  such  a  measure  as 
this  is  allowed  to  pass. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  wish  to  say,  Sir, 
I  should  have  been  surprised  at  the  tst 
in  which  this  Motion  has  been  met  bj 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (Mr.  Courtney),  were  it  ^^ 
that  he  has,  unfortunately,  within  nj 
own  Parliamentary  connection,  distoc- 
guished  himself  on  every  occasion  whi" 
presented  itself,  by  taking  up  a  posi^ 
in  opposition  to  Irish  claims,  andlssp* 
pose  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  tk« 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  placed  in  l)i* 
present  position  is  that  it  wasthtm^* 
that  it  could  not  possibly  fall  in  li? 
power  to  take  part  in  the  debates  of  tli» 
House  against  the  reasonable  claim)  w 
Ireland.  But  if  that  were  the  worlkj 
idea,  it  is  a  disappointed  one,  hecta* 
the  hon.  Gentleman— with  that  iiig«^? 
which  is  sometimes    acquired  bjli*f 
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Parliamentary  experience — has  found 
an  opportunity  of  distinguishing  himself 
in  this  particular  manner.  He  has  en- 
deavoured to  create  a  precedent  after  a 
precedent  has  been  established  by  his 
Predecessor,  Sir  Arthur  Otway — one  of 
the  most  distinguished  occupants  of  the 
Chair  in  recent  times,  and  certainly  not 
one  of  whom  it  can  be  said,  speaking  as 
I  do  after  a  long  experience  of  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Chair,  that  he  had  been  fair 
to  Irish  Members.  But  he  laid  down  a 
precedent  as  to  what  could  and  what 
could  not  be  done  in  reference  to  a  Bill 
of  this  nature.  Now,  I  must  say  I  do 
think  we  have  not  been  fairly  treated  by 
the  hon.  Member.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  appealed 
to  a  recent  precedent,  and  one  which 
fitted  very  well  to  the  present  case.  It 
is  true  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  gone  a 
little  further  than  was  the  case  in  regard 
to  the  Bathmines  and  Bathgar  Bill,  and 
has  introduced  matters  which  were  not 
sought  to  be  introduced  on  that  occa- 
sion; but  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  this — an  unreformed  Parlia- 
ment, a  Parliament  which  gave  man^' 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  an  oppor- 
tunity which  they  otherwise  would  not 
have  had  of  becomiug  Members — a  Par- 
liament which  opened  the  franchise  to 
the  householders  of  British  and  Irish 
counties,  agreed  to  a  reform  of  fran- 
chise on  a  precisely  similar  Bill  to  this, 
-with  regard  to  an  Irish  municipal  body. 
It  said — **  We  have  seen  Irish  Bills  for 
a  general  reform  of  the  municipal  f  ran- 
cluse  in  that  country  introduced  into 
several  Parliaments.  We  have  seen 
these  Bills  rapidly  pass  through  the 
House  of  Commons.  We  have  seen 
them  on  more  than  one  occasion  thrown 
out  by  the  House  of  Lords  " — at  the 
instance  of  this  very  body  whom  we  ask 
the  House  to  check  now,  and  of  the 
body  which  the  unreformed  Parlia- 
ment checked  in  the  case  of  the  Bill 
which  constitutes  the  precedent  on 
which  my  hon.  Friend  relies — **  if  we 
cannot  oy  the  ordinary  process  of 
legislation— if  our  ordinary  attempts  at 
legislation  have  been  defeated  at  the 
instigation  of  these  unreformed  bodies 
partly  by  means  of  the  money  of  the 
ratepayers  levied  by  a  power  over  which 
the  ratepayers  had  no  control,  is  it  not 
right,  when  these  bodies  come  before  us 
and  ask  for  additional  power  of  taxation, 
that  we  should  say  we  cannot  continue 


to  give  these  enlarged  powers  of  taxa- 
tion without  saying  tJiat  the  people 
who  are  going  to  be  taxed  shall  have 
an  efifectual  voice  in  the  expenditure." 
That  was  all  that  was  asked  in  1885  ; 
and  that  is  all  we  ask  in  1886.  The 
only  difference  is  simply  this,  that  in 
1885  we  were  appealing  and  appealed 
successfully  to  an  unreformed  Parlia- 
ment, and  in  this  case,  we  are  appealing 
to  a  reformed  Parliament,  which  ought 
to  be  additionally  impressed  with  the 
justice  of  our  claim.  Well,  Sir,  the  only 
valid  argument  that  could  have  been 
used  by  the  hon .  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
against  the  claim  of  my  hon.  Friend  has 
not  been  used — namely,  that  considering 
the  whole  question  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland  is  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Administration,  under  those 
circumstances  it  is  scarcely  worth  our 
while  insisting  upon  the  addition  of  this 
clause.  This  is  an  argument  which 
might  fairly  and  with  some  considerable 
force  have  been  used  by  the  opponents 
of  the  measure;  but  it  has  not  been 
used,  and,  indeed,  they  have  been  very 
chary  of  speech.  Of  course,  that  argu- 
ment would  have  raised  a  comparative 
question,  and  if  it  had  been  addressed 
to  us  early  in  the  evening  it  might  have 
had  some  weight ;  but  that  is  not  the 
policy  which  has  been  adopted.  My 
object  in  rising  is  to  suggest  a  compro- 
mise. I  have  said  that  my  hon.  Friend 
has  gone  to  the  precedent  of  1885  ;  but 
this  Amendment  provides  that  in  addi- 
tion to  the  assimilation  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary and  municipal  franchises  an 
arrangement  is  to  be  made  by  which  all 
who  are  qualified  to  vote  at  a  municipal 
election  in  Belfast  should  be  enabled  to 
be  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  Coun- 
cillor or  Alderman,  and  he  has  also 
asked  for  an  extension  of  the  boundaries 
of  the  present  municipal  borough.  Well, 
now,  what  I  would  suggest  as  a  compro- 
mise is  this— that  if  my  hon.  Friend 
should  confine  himself  to  two  points,  the 
first  and  the  fourth,  in  the  first  Besolu- 
tion  that  he  has  alone  moved,  I  think  he 
would  bring  himself  strictly  within  ih!d 
limits  of  the  precedent  of  1885.  Now, 
we  know  that  this  House  is  governed  by 
strict  precedent,  and  it  is  scarcely  fair 
for  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  in- 
terpose a  technical  objection,  and  so 
prevent  us  from  taking  the  sense  of  the 
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House  on  the  sabstantial  question, 
whichl  believe  otherwise  would  be  in  our 
favour.  If  my  hon.  Friend  would  agree 
to  this  limitation  of  bis  Eesolution  on 
these  two  points,  I  cannot  see  why  the 
House  should  refuse  the  Motion.  No 
attempt  has  been  made,  except  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Haslett),  to  argue  against  the  Motion  on 
its  merits ;  and  there  is  practically  no- 
thing to  be  said  against  it,  otherwise  it 
would  have  been  said  over  and  over 
again.  In  conclusion,  I  would  appeal 
to  the  justice  and  judgment  of  the 
House,  whether  it,  as  a  reformed  Parlia- 
ment, is  going  to  refuse  that  which  an 
unreformed  Parliament  did  for  us  so 
willingly  by  a  great  majority  in  1 885  ? 

Mb.  HOOPER :  As  a  member  of  an 
Irish  Municipal  Body  myself,  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  this  subject.  In 
commencing  my  observations  I  cannot 
but  think  that  it  is  unfortunate  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  did  so  much 
to  pass  the  Act  under  which  the  present 
Parliament  was  elected  is  not  present 
to-night — I  mean  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke).  The  House  is  asked 
to  set  this  Motion  aside  on  extremely 
technical  grounds  ;  but  if  there  ever  was 
a  question  on  which  that  course  should 
not  to  be  adopted  it  is  upon  a  question 
like  this,  and  in  presence  of  statements 
such  as  those  which  have  been  put  for- 
ward from  these  Benches.  The  House 
has  already  heard  that  the  60,000 
Boman  Catholies  of  Belfast  are  unre- 
presented in  the  Town  Council;  but  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  has  been  men- 
tioned that  there  is  only  one  gentleman 
upon  it  professing  Liberal  politics.  Now, 
if  we  added  these  two  classes  together, 
I  am  quite  sure  that  they  would  form  a 
majority  of  the  people  of  Belfast ;  and, 
therefore,  I  ask  the  House  whether  it  is 
public  policy  that  the  reform  of  such  an 
abuse  should  be  longer  delayed  ?  This 
is  not  the  time  when  the  House  should 
stand  on  old  precedents,  and  there  is 
nothing  in  the  history  of  Belfast  that 
the  House  should  be  slow  to  interfere 
with  its  municipal  arrangements.  I 
can  say,  from  my  knowledge  of  Bills 
introduced  by  Irish  Municipalities,  that 
the  likelihood  is  that  before  the  expen- 
diture on  this  scheme  is  concluded,  in- 
stead of  £150, 000,  it  will  reach  £500,000; 
and  it  is  this  which  gives  rise  to  a  good 
deal  of  opposition  on  the  part  of  the  I 
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townspeople.      If    this     £150,000  ie 
granted,  I  have  not  the  slighteet  doubt 
that  the  borough  of  Belfast  will  be  hert 
again  for  a  Supplementary  Bill  to  enftUe 
them  to  raise  further  funds  for  the  pQ^ 
poses    embraced    in    the    scheme  hot 
before  us;  and  very  likely   they  wiii 
come  again  after  that  for  a  third  KIL 
Coming,  then,  to  the  question  of  tb 
principles  involved  in  the  Motion  of  mr 
hon.  Friend,  I  must  confess  that  I  eta 
find  nothing  new  or  dangerous  whidi  it 
is  sought  to  import  into  this  Bill.    Th« 
first  refers  to  the   assimilation  of  tb« 
borough  to  the  Parliamentary  franduse. 
If  there  is  anything  dang^erous  in  thit 
I  think  the  House  will  be  glad  to  lietr 
from  the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Oppofli- 
tion  Benches  who  have  been  so  fl^«Bt 
to-night  what  are  the  dangerous  piin- 
ciples.     Will  my  hon.    Friend  who  is 
now  looking  towards  me,  who  is  an  ex- 
official  of  Belfast,  condescend  to  enlighteo 
us  on  the  subject.     But  if  he  does  noi 
desire  to  wash  the  dirty  linen  of  tlM 
Belfast  Corporation  in  this  House  to- 
night, then  he  was  quite  right  not  to 
take  part  in  this  discussion.     But  whJt 
is  the  meaning  of  this  conspiracy  of 
silence  on  these  Benches?     As  regards 
the  enlargement  of  the  munidpal  frai- 
chise  to  that  which  prevails  at  Paiiit- 
mentary    elections,   although   I   kdov 
something  of  Belfast,  I  am  not  nfi* 
ciently  acquainted  with  the   town  to 
speak  specially  in  reference  to  it  akoe; 
but  I  can  say  generally  that  the  assimi' 
lation  would  in  future  take  out  of  tbo 
hands  of  narrow  cliques  the  work  vbicb 
they  now  performed  so  badly,  and  it 
would  do  much  for  the  purity  of  pnbik 
administration  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  to- 
tleman  who  represents  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Haslett)  made,  I  think,  a  veiy  unwcn^T 
remark  to-day  against  those  munidptii* 
ties  who  pay  their  Mayors.     I  do  sot 
know  if  he  is  aware  to  what  an  extent 
that  argument  can  be  used  against  bin- 
self.    It  is  not  only  those  who  had  laig« 
fortunes,  and  who  were  able  to  dispeiu* 
municipal   hospitality,  who  should  U 
the  sole  occupants  of  the  Civic  Oiair; 
and  in  my  opinion  one  of  the  benefit!  to 
be  derived  from  the  extension  of  tbi 
municipal  franchise  is  that  men  of  mo^ 
rate  means  can  aspire  to  the  UgM 
honour  which  their  feUow-townsDSB  <*> 
confer  upon  them.    So  far,  I  taks  it. 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  who  vtd 
the  argument  has   not   advuetd  ^ 
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cause  of,  or  reflected  credit  upon,  the 
Orange  Democracy  of  Belfast.  My  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  stated  that 
there  is  no  Party  motive  connected  with 
liis  Motion  to-night ;  and  I  can  only  say 
that,  notwithstanding  any  Nationalist 
complexion  that  may  be  put  upon  it,  he 
has  the  entire  approval  of  the  whole 
Liberal  Party  of  Belfast — a  very  power- 
ful and  large  body  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. The  question  of  the  assimilation 
of  these  two  franchises  is  one  that  can 
he  raised,  moreover,  mora  appropriately 
in  regard  to  Belfast,  speaking  from  a 
Belfast  and  North  of  Ireland  point  of 
view,  than  in  any  other  constituency  in 
Ireland ;  because  how  often  are  we  not 
told  that  Belfast,  in  every  way — in  senti- 1 
ment,  in  the  industrial  habits  of  the 
people,  and  in  every  other  way — ^is  almost 
unrecognizable  from  an  English  or  a 
Scotch  town  ?  If  that  was  so,  and  if  the 
extension  of  the  municipal  franchise  was 
good  in  towns  in  England  and  Scotland, 
what  possible  objection  could  there  be 
to  its  extension  in  this  almost  English 
or  Scotch  Municipality  ?  Is  it  likely  that 
the  Town  Council  of  Belfast  is  going  to 
spend  the  public  money  in  reforming  it- 
self? I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  pos- 
sessed of  so  self-debasing  a  tendency  as 
to  be  guilty  of  that.  We  should  be  glad 
to  hear  from  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain) — and  I  am 
aorry  that  the  hon.  Member,  who  is  an 
ex-official  of  the  Belfast  Corporation,  is 
not  now  in  his  place — some  facts  in  con- 
nection with  the  transactions  of  the 
Town  Council,  which  I  think  would  very 
much  enlighten  hon.  Members.  I  believe 
that  a  strong  public  feeling  is  growing  in 
Belfast  on  this  subject;  and  it  may  be 
some  consolation  to  the  hon.  Members 
for  Belfast  who  have  not  yet  spoken,  to 
learn  that  I  hold  in  my  hands  a  telegram 
which  states  that  yesterday  seven  mem* 
bers  of  the  Town  Council  voted  for  an 
assimilation  of  the  franchise — a  thing 
which  no  member  of  the  Town  Councu 
had  ever  been  known  to  do  before.  It 
would  therefore  seem  that  public  opinion 
has  not  been  without  effect,  even  upon 
the  Belfast  Town  Council ;  and  I  would 
advise  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Bel- 
fast to  take  advantage  of  this  circum- 
stance to  stand  up  here  and  make  a  full 
confession,  as  the  apostle  of  Tory  De- 
mocracy. 

Mb.  HABBIS  :  As  I  happen  to  pos- 
sess some  local  knowledge  of  the  facts 
which  have   been  brought  under  the 


notice  of  the  House,  I  think  it  is  only 
right  that  I  should  say  a  word  or  two 
before  this  debate  closes.   I  do  not  wish 
to  urge  anything  at  this  moment  against 
the  hon.  Members  who  represent  tho 
borough  of  Belfast.    They  seem  to  be 
in  a  state  of  transition  at  the  present 
moment;  they  appear  to  be  wavering 
between    aristocratic    and    democratic 
ideas,  and  I  hope  that  whatever  decision 
they  may  arrive  at  will  be  one  which 
will  forward  tho  interests  of  the  town 
they  represent.  This  question  of  extend- 
ing the  franchise  in  the  Municipality  of 
Belfast  is  a  very  important  one,  in  this 
sense,  that  over  and  over  again  measures 
have    been    brought    forward    in   this 
House  and  passed,  which,  after  having 
received  the  approval  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  was  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Lords.     If  we  cannot  beg^n  above,  we 
must  begin  below,  and  in  this  case  it  is 
necessary  to  beg^n  with  the  mimicipali- 
ties.     If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  decided 
upon  taking  action  in  the  way  recom- 
mended by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  it  would  be  at  once  our  duty  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords.     I  must  ex- 
press my  surprise  that  the  Eadical  Party 
in  this  House  do  not  enter  more  ener- 
getically into  this  important  question. 
We  certainly  cannot  expect  the  House 
of  Lords  to  bring  forward  a  measure  for 
their  own  extinction;  but  I  have  never 
heard  any  strong  expression  of  opinion 
upon  it  here.     Hon.  Members  seem  to 
have  been  perfectly  content  to  sit  quietly 
by  and  to  endorse  the  opinion  of  the 
landowners  generally.    More  especially 
has  this  been  the  case  in  connection  with 
the  action  of  the  Town  Council  of  Bel- 
fast.   A  large  amount  of  money  has 
been  expended  in  Cork,  as  well  as  in  Bel- 
fast, in  undertakings  which  have  not 
had  the  sanction  of  the  ratepayers  gene- 
rally ;  and  as  we  are  on  the  eve  of  a 
legislative  reform  of  local  government, 
which  is  to  be  extended  to  Ireland,  I 
think  it  might  save  us  a  considerable 
amount  of  expense  in  connection  with 
the  promotion  of  Bills  of  this  character 
if  steps  were  taken  to  hold  over  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Town  Council  of  Belfast  until 
such  time  as  we  have  a  National  Parlia- 
ment in  Ireland.    In  the  meantime,  they 
will  be  able  to  approach  the  Irish  Party 
with  some  proposals  of  a  conciliatory 
nature ;  and  in  such  a  case  I  am  inclined 
to  believe  that    an    Irish   Parliament 
wotdd   accede   to   their   wiahesi  aft^r 
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taking  care  to  impose  proper  checks 
upon  their  action.  As  I  have  already 
said,  there  is  a  large  question  of  prin- 
ciple involved  in  this  question.  And  the 
most  important  principle  of  all  is  the 
principle  of  right ;  and  when  the  prin- 
ciple of  right  comes  to  be  argued  on 
higher  grounds  than  the  interests  of 
Belfetst,  it  is  questionable  whether  the 
action  of  former  Parliaments,  in  which 
the  people  were  not  fairly  represented, 
will  be  taken  into  consideration.  I  take 
it  that  the  principle  of  right  is  founded 
on  the  right  of  every  man  who  is  taxed 
to  be  represented,  and  it  is  quite  clear 
that  any  action  taken  prior  to  the  pre- 
sent time  by  the  Municipality  of  Belfast, 
or  any  other  Public  Body,  was  not 
founded  on  the  great  and  broad  right  of 
representation — the  right  of  every  man 
who  is  taxed  to  be  represented.  I  think 
that  every  act  which  may  have  been 
done  outside  the  representative  principle 
is  open  to  be  questioned  by  a  Native 
Parliament;  and  I  think,  further,  that 
this  important  question  ought  to  be 
raised  in  the  case  of  every  act  which  in- 
volves the  outlay  or  the  distribution  of 
money.  I  would  therefore  ask  the  House 
to  suspend  its  judgment  in  this  matter, 
and  not  allow  this  large  amount  of  money 
to  be  granted  to  a  body  of  men  who  are 
not  fairly  representative  of  the  interests 
of  the  Municipality.  If  they  were  fairly 
representative,  they  might  say  that  they 
spoke  in  the  name  of  all  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Belfast,  rich  and  poor;  and  I 
need  not  tell  the  House  that  in  any 
matter  connected  with  the  Municipality 
the  poor  are  in  a  higher  degree  inte- 
rested than  the  rich.  If  the  Munici- 
pality of  Belfast  were  founded  on  a 
broad  representative  principle — if  they 
were  elected  by  the  entire  body  of  tax- 
payers, and  were  entitled,  therefore,  to 
come  forward  on  that  ground  and  speak 
in  the  name  of  the  people,  I  should  not 
object  to  this  Bill ;  but  when  we  take 
into  consideration  the  present  narrow 
representation,  I  think  we  shoidd  hesi- 
tate before  we  granted  such  a  large 
amount  of  money.  With  these  remarks, 
I  beg  to  support  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton). 

Mb.  DEASY  :  I  am  very  sorry  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast  (Mr. 
De  Oobain)  is  not  in  his  place,  in  order 
to  favour  the  House  with  his  opinion  as 
to  the  action  of  the  Oorporation  of  Bel- 
fast in  reference  to  this  Bill,  and  the 
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course  which  he  intends  to  take  witii  r- 
gard  to  it.    I  am  also  deairous  of  as- 
certaining   what  course     the    Qoveo- 
ment  propose  to  adopt  with  regard  to 
the    suggestion    of    my    hon.    Fri«id 
and  Leader  the  senior  Member  for  tk« 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU).     My  hot. 
Friend  has  asked  the  House  to  consent 
to  accept  two  of  the  four  paragraphs  of 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  the  name  d 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Siigv 
(Mr.  Sexton)  ;  but,  so  far,  we  have  set 
received  the  slightest  indication  of  tki 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  GovenunfiBi 
upon  the  matter.    It  appears  to  me  ^ 
nearly  sufficient    has    been   said  froa 
these  Benches  to  give  the  House  to  m- 
derstand  how  we   regard    this  maUcr. 
As~  far   as  the   debate    has   gone  tk 
Irish  Members  have  entered  a  strong 
protest  against  the  course  which  has  bea 
taken  upon  this  question ;  it  is  the  intei- 
tion  of  my  hon.  Friends  unduly  to  prokag 
the  debate,  but  to  proceed  at  onoe  to 
take  a  division,  if  a  division  is  foieed 
upon  us  by  the  Government,  as  a  final 
protest.     The  Chairman  of  Ways  mi 
Means    stated,   in    reply   to    my  hoc. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo,  thatv« 
had  received  sufficient   Notice  of  ^ 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Now,  I  deey 
that  altogether,  because  previous  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  occtaiofiei 
by  the  late  change  of  Oovemment,  tbf 
first  reading  of  the  Bill  was  taken,  asd 
on  the  first  day  of  the  meeting  of  tin* 
House  after  the    present    Govenunest 
had  been  constituted  the  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time  at  a  time  when  there  was 
not  a  single  Member  of  the  Huuse  wlio 
knew  what  was  being  done.      Unda 
these  circumstances,  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Memberfvr 
Sligo  did  not   exceed  the  exact  troth 
when  he  said  that  this  measure  had  bea 
pressed  forward  without  that  doe  No- 
tice which  every  Member  of  the  Hoai^ 
was  entitled  to  receive.      I  should  b< 
sorry  that  a  division  should  be  taken  aS 
this  moment  upon  this  particular  qaea- 
tion.     I  should  prefer  to  have  the  sib- 
ject  dealt  with  in  a  more  comprehenaiit 
manner.  I  find,  from  a  Hetum  preeeotei 
to  the  House  a  few  days  ago  in  refer- 
ence to  the  valuation  and  populatioo  of 
the  several  wards  in  the  City  of  fiellut 
that  certain  facts  have  been  brought  to 
light  which  are  of  an  alarming  natm 
and  which  require  careful  conndaittifla 
in   order  that   redress  may  be  giv* 
without  farther  delay.  This  Betaa  ffi* 
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moved  for  on  the  24th  of  July  last,  and 
it  was  laid  upon  the  Table  last  Friday. 
It  shows  that  the  valuation  of  the  Oity 
of  Belfast  is  £600,000  and  its  popula- 
tion 208,000  ;  but  the  number  of  muni- 
cipal electors  are  only  6,000.  It  has 
been  shown  that  the  number  of  Par- 
liamentary electors  are  32,000;  but, 
nevertheless,  there  is  only  a  con- 
stituency of  6,000  which  returns  mem- 
bers to  the  Town  Council.  While 
32,000  have  the  right  of  sending  Mem- 
bers to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  6,000 
are  considered  sufficient  to  return  mem- 
bers to  the  Town  Council.  In  point  of 
fact,  only  one  in  40  in  a  great  Irish 
town  enjoys  the  municipal  franchise, 
whereas  in  the  large  towns  of  England 
one  in  eight  enjoy  the  right  of  voting 
in  the  municipal  elections.  Now,  I 
think  that  that  is  a  glaring  injustice  as 
between  England  and  Ireland ;  and  there 
is  even  a  greater  contrast  when  we  come 
to  consider  the  different  valuations  and 
the  disproportion  between  the  wards. 
In  one  there  is  a  population  of  158,000, 
while  in  another — the  Smithfield  Ward 
— the  population  is  88,000,  or  about 
one-half.  But  the  number  of  electors 
in  the  one  case  is  1,817,  while  in  the 
other  it  is  only  630.  I  think  the  elec- 
tors in  the  Smithfield  Ward  have  a  just 
eround  of  complaint ;  and  I  hope,  that 
m  the  face  of  such  injustice,  we  shall  not 
be  told  that  we  must  wait  until  other 
questions  of  greater  importance  have 
been  settled.  If  the  Government  do  not 
intend  to  bring  on  these  questions  of 
greater  importance  in  the  next  month 
or  six  weeks,  there  is  no  reason  why  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  municipal  fran- 
chise in  Belfast  might  not  be  introduced 
and  passed  without  delay.  I  believe 
that  a  Eoyal  Commission  some  years 
ago  unanimously  recommended  that  the 
boundaries  of  the  municipal  borough 
should  be  extended ;  but  up  to  this  time 
no  Government  has  taken  up  the  ques- 
tion. If  any  hon.  Member  nas  at  any 
time  raised  the  question  of  the  exten- 
sion of  the  boundaries  of  Belfast,  Cork, 
or  Dublin,  he  has  been  told  to  wait  until 
the  whole  question  of  Local  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  can  be  dealt  with; 
but  I  fail  to  see  what  there  is  to  pre- 
vent the  Government  from  bringing  in 
a  Bill  at  once.  It  is  quite  apparent, 
from  the  silence  of  three  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Belfast,  that  they  have 
not  the  courage  to  get  up  and  express 


any  disagreement  from  the  views  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton).  I  am,  therefore,  fairly  en- 
titled to  say  that  they  are  on  our  side, 
although,  for  some  reason  or  other, 
they  refrain  from  expressing  an  opinion. 
They  may  tell  us  what  they  please 
about  the  Corporation  being  repre- 
sentative of  the  citizens  of  Belfast; 
but  we  know  from  previous  experience 
that  all  Corporations  and  Public  Bodies 
elected  on  a  narrow  footing  are  corrupt, 
and  that  the  members  of  such  Bodies 
have  the  gpreatest  possible  objection  to 
any  interference  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment with  their  constitution.  Hitherto 
the  members  of  this  particular  Corpora- 
tion have  been  engaged  in  plundering 
the  ratepayers.  One  official  of  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast  receives  a  salary  of 
£2,000  a-year;  and  while  the  unfortu- 
nate ratepayers  strongly  object  to  the 
payment  of  so  extravagant  a  sum,  they 
are  compelled  to  pay  it,  and  are  ex- 
cluded from  having  any  voice  in  the 
control  of  their  own  affairs.  1  am  glad 
to  find  that  the  people  of  Belt ai  t  are  at 
last  aroused  to  a  sense  of  duty,  and  that 
they  protest  against  being  any  longer 
guided  by  this  autocratic  body.  We 
have  been  told  within  the  past  week, 
and  it  has  been  repeated  to-night  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Haslett),  that  before  any  step  is  taken 
by  Parliament  the  question  of  municipal 
reform  ought  to  be  considered  and  de- 
cided at  the  municipal  elections.  I 
should  like  to  know  how,  in  the  City  of 
Belfast,  it  is  to  be  raised  ?  There  are 
only  two  ways  in  which  it  can  be  done 
— the  one  in  public  meeting  assembled, 
and  the  other  by  sending  Bepresen- 
tatives  to  this  House.  Hitherto  the 
working  classes  have  been  deprived  of 
their  rights  to  the  municipal  fran- 
chise, and  the  result  has  been  that 
those  who  have  put  forward  the  in* 
terests  of  the  Corporation  have  en- 
joyed a  monopoly  of  the  representation. 
I  must  express  my  deep  regret  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  is  not 
here  to  give  tho  House  his  views  on 
the  suggestion  which  has  been  thrown 
out  from  this  side  of  the  House.  We 
are  most  anxious  to  have  the  views  of 
the  Government  on  this  question ;  and 
we  shall  do  the  only  thing  in  our  power 
this  evening — namely,  divide  a^inst 
this  BiU  in  favour  of  the  proposition  of 
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my  hon.  Friend.  I  hope  that  whenever 
we  may  have  an  opportunity  of  raising 
this  question  again  we  shall  be  able  to 
protest  much  more  vigorously  than  to- 
night against  the  great  injustice  it  is 
proposed  to  inflict  on  the  citizens  of 
Belfast. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  think  the  time  has 
now  arrived  when  the  House  may  pro- 
ceed to  take  a  division  upon  the  ques- 
tion. I  regret  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  absent, 
because  I  should  have  been  quite  ready 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  and  to  strike  out  a  por- 
tion of  the  Hesolution,  limiting  my  In- 
struction to  the  assimilation  of  the  fran- 
chise and  to  provide  for  a  new  election 
on  the  new  franchise.  But  you,  Sir, 
have  been  good  enough  to  inform  me, 
on  a  personal  reference  to  you,  that  as 
the  Previous  Question  has  been  moved, 
you  are  not  in  a  position  to  allow  any 
further  Motion  to  be  moved.  I  regret 
that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  not 
here,  and  I  protest  against  the  course 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken, 
because,  by  the  form  of  his  Motion,  he 
has  put  it  out  of  my  power  to  amend 
my  Instruction  in  the  way  I  have  indi- 
cated. I  will  only  add  that  the  division 
is  on  the  merits  of  my  Motion.  If  the 
Motion  should  be  successfully  evaded 
by  carrying  the  Previous  Question,  I 
shall,  on  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  as 
amended,  move  the  insertion  of  clauses 
amounting  in  substance  to  my  present 
Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  84;  Noes 
200:  Majority  116.--(Div.  List,  No.  14.) 

NOTICE   OF  AMENDMENT 
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MAINTENANCE  OF    SOCIAL  ORDER 
(IRELAND). 

Mr.  HOLMES  gave  Notice  that,  on 
going  into  Supply  on  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates,  he  would  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair — 

<*  That  this  House  is  unwilling  to  entertain 
Estimates  for  the  Civil  Establishments  in  Ire- 
land before  being  placed  in  possession  of  the 
policy  which  Her  Mi^esty's  Government  intend 
to  pursue  for  the  restoration  and  maintenance 
of  social  order  in  that  Country." 

Mr.  Deaey 


-0- 


HARBOURS  (SCOTLAND)— INTEB. 
GORDON  HARBOUR. 

Db.  E.  M'DONALD  asked  the  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  WhetLer 
he,  or  his  predecessor  in  office,  hamg 
had  notice  of  the  following  facts,  liu 
that  a  man  was  drowned  in  Xnvergordos 
Harbour,  Boss- shire,  in  October  1a^ 
that  two  men  were  immersed  and  nearlj 
drowned  on  the  28th  ultimo,  and  thtt 
another  man  was  drowned  on  the  2VtIi 
ultimo,  that  these  accidents  oocurred  al 
night,  and  were  due  to  the  want  of  light 
on  said  pier,  such  pier  beings  partof  apub- 
lie  ferry  largely  used,  and  for  which  the 
proprietor  draws  a  rental  of  from  £1,200 
to  £1,400  a  year,  what  steps  he  is  taking, 
or  is  going  to  take,  against  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  said  pier  for  the  loss  d 
life  that  has  occurred ;  and,  what  steps 
he  means  to  take  to  prevent  loss  of  He 
in  the  future  at  this  place  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Muxdelli  : 
Invergorden  Harbour  is  a  private  bar- 
bour  not  regulated  by  any  Statute,  and 
over  it  the  Board  of  Trade  has  no  con- 
trol. I  received,  last  month,  from  one  of 
the  Police  Commissioners  of  the  district, 
complaints  of  the  accidents  referred  to 
in  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  and  at 
once  communicated  with  the  propriet«.i 
of  the  harbour,  who  informs  me  tLaS 
since  the  last  accident  he  has  been  takio; 
steps  to  obviate  a  recurrence  of  thMe 
misfortunes  by  providing  life-buoys  sod 
by  placing  lights  on  the  jetties.  He 
adds,  however,  that  while  there  are  two 
public-houses  close  to  the  harboiu*  it  i^ 
to  be  feared  that  no  lighting  will  sdBfv 
to  prevent  these  accidents.  In  case  (d 
any  lache$  on  the  part  of  the  proprietor 
of  the  harbour,  I  presume  a  remetfj 
could  be  obtained  in  a  Court  of  Lav- 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (mELA>a))-MB. 
JOHN  O.  PAYNE,  J.P.,  CORK. 

Mb,  GILHOOLY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irt- 
land,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  John  0. 
Payne,  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  for  tL« 
county  of  Cork,  refused  on  Febroir? 
20th  to  attest  the  signatores  of  fotoi^ 
named  Cotter  to  claims  to  vote  at  i^ 
election  of  Poor  Law  guardians,  iiul  it 
the  voters  were  deprived  of  their  n^ 
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to  vote  by  bis  refusal ;  and,  if  true,  wbat 
action  the  GK)yemment  will  take  rela- 
tive to  the  matter  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Morley):  The  matter  baa  been 
brougbt  under  the  notice  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  is  now  re- 
ceiving consideration. 

POOR      LAW      (IRELAND)  —  ARMAGH 

UNION— REMOVAL  OF  A  PAUPER  BY 

THE  RELIEVING  OFFICER. 

Mb.  ALEXANDER  BLAINE  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  action  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  take  with  refer- 
ence to  the  relieving  officer  of  the 
Armagh  Union,  who,  contrary  to  the 
rules  of  the  Board,  went  to  Markethill 
recently  and  removed  an  old  woman 
named  Patterson,  suffering  from  bron- 
chitici,  out  of  her  bed,  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  her  friends,  had  her  conveyed 
six  miles  on  a  stormy  day,  which  caused 
her  death  three  days  afterwards ;  whe- 
ther the  relieving  officer  had  her  buried, 
without  giving  notice  to  her  friends, 
though  he  had  their  address ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Local  Qoremment  Board  will 
institute  an  inquiry  into  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  It  appears  that  the  re- 
lieving officer  visited  the  old  woman  re- 
ferred to  on  the  application  of  the  dis- 
pensary medical  officer,  and  found  her 
in  a  very  wretched  state,  with  bad  bed- 
ding and  little  clothing.  She  had  been 
previously  in  the  workhouse,  and  when 
the  relieving  officer  asked  her  whether 
fihe  would  return  she  expressed  her  de- 
aire  to  do  so.  No  opposition  was  offered 
to  her  removal,  which  seems  to  have 
been  effected  with  care.  She  died  five 
days  after  her  removal.  It  did  not  ap- 
pear to  be  the  duty  of  the  relieving 
officer  in  particular  to  communicate  with 
her  friends.  The  case  was  investigated 
by  a  committee  of  the  Ouardians,  who 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  re- 
moval did  not  accelerate  her  death.  The 
doctor  of  the  workhouse  also  certifies  to 
the  same  effect.  It  does  not  appoar  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  be  necessary 
to  hold  any  further  inquiry  into  the  matter. 

FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)— THE  TWEED 
FISHERIES  AOTa 

Snt  0HARLE8  TENNANT  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  his 


attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
William  Melrose,  at  Selkirk ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Tweed  Fisheries 
Acts  give  the  Sheriff  power  to  infer  in- 
tent to  commit  an  offence  by  fishing 
with  an  illegal  implement  even  though 
no  illegal  implement  is  found  on  the 
accused ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
same  Acts,  which  are  private  Acts,  give 
the  right  of  searching  any  one  who  may 
be  on  the  banks  of  the  river  to  men  in 
the  employment  of  a  body  of  country 
gentlemen,  whose  only  qualification  to 
sit  on  that  body  is  that  they  possess  a 
Salmon  Fishing;  and  that  the  fines 
which  are  levied  in  public  courts,  by 
the  sentence  of  Her  Majesty's  Judicial 
Officers,  are  handed  over  to  these  gen- 
tlemen to  be  used  in  paying  these  water 
bailiffs  of  theirs ;  and,  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  legislate  for  the  amendment 
of  this  system  ? 

The  secretary  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbevelyan)  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  William  Mel- 
rose. Law  and  justice  is  the  only  im- 
portant part  of  Scottish  affairs  which  is 
not  under  the  control  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland ;  and  I  have  not  the  respon- 
sibility of  revising  sentences.  The  sen- 
tence was  inflicted  under  Section  69  of 
the  Tweed  Act  of  1 857,  which  section 
the  Special  Commissioners  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Tweed 
Acts  recommended  should  be  repealed, 
for  the  best  of  reasons.  The  general 
state  of  things  on  the  Tweed  is  described 
by  my  hon.  Friend  in  the  longest  clause 
of  his  Question  with  remarkable  force 
and  precision.  Under  Section  8 1  of  the 
Act  of  1857  the  fines  inflicted  go,  among 
other  purposes,  to  the  payment  of  the 
water  bailiffs.  The  Tweed  Acts  are 
condemned  by  the  public  opinion  of  al- 
most all  classes  of  the  population  of  the 
district.  I  am  making  careful  inquiries 
as  to  the  course  to  be  proposed  with  re- 
gard to  them. 

POST  OPFIOB   (IRELAND)— THE  POST- 
MASTER  OF  BALA. 

Mb.  henry  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Seoretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  postmaster  for  Bala,  the 
memorial  in  favour  of  Mrs.  Evans  was 
forwarded  to  the  Postmaster  General 
early  in  January ;  whether,  as  the  late 
Government  resigned  Office  upon  the 
29th  January,  and  their  reeignaticm  was 
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accepted  on  the  30th,  this  appointment 
was  actually  made  after  they  had  re- 
signed ;  and,  is  it  the  fact  that  no  inti- 
mation has  yet  been  received  by  Mrs. 
Evans,  or  the  gentleman  appointed,  that 
an  appointment  has  been  made? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Aenold  Mobley)  :  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Memorial  alluded  to  was  dated  14th 
January,  and  was  received  by  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  15th.  The  appointment  to 
the  Bala  Post  Office  rested  with  and 
was  made  by  my  Predecessor,  the  late 
Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
who  resigned  Office  on  the  10th  Febru- 
ary. I  understand  that  an  intimation 
has  been  received  both  by  Mrs.  Evans 
and  John  Williams  informing  them  of 
the  appointment  of  the  latter.  The  Post 
Office  Authorities  report  that  they  have 
no  objection,  so  far  as  the  Service  is  con- 
cerned, either  to  John  Williams  or  to 
his  premises. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— TECH- 
NICAL EDUCATION. 

Mr.  JACOBY  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council,  If 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of  grant- 
ing State  aid  in  support  of  technical 
education  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfaie)  :  Perhaps  I  can  best  answer 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Derbyshire  by  reading  a  short  ex- 
tract from  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Technical  Education, 
page  615 — 

<<  In  the  United  Kingdom  one-half  the  cost 
of  elementary  education  is  defrayed  out  of  Im- 
perial funds,  and  the  instruction  of  artizans  in 
Science  and  Art  is  almost  entirely  borne  by  the 
State.  Hence  it  will  be  necessary  to  look  in 
the  main  to  local  resources  for  any  large  addi- 
tion to  the  funds  required  for  the  further  de- 
velopment of  technical  instruction  in  this  coun- 
try.'^ 

I  quite  agree  with  that  opinion.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  page  12  of 
the  last  Report  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, he  will  find  that  it  is  intended 
to  make  the  educational  endowments  of 
the  country  more  applicable  to  the  pro- 
motion of  technical  education,  and  I 
hope  this  subject  will  receive  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee  lately  ap- 
pointed. 

Mr,  Emry  Campbell 


THE  PHCENIX  PAEK  (DUBLIN)— BAE- 
RACKS  FOE  MAHRTKT)  CX>NSTABr. 
LARY— THE  PUBLIC  PARKS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Yvas^ 
cial  Secretary  to  the  Treasary,  Is  it  tlw 
fact  that  further  encroachments  tn 
taking  place  in  the  Phoenix  Park,  Dub- 
lin, by  reason  of  the  proposed  eredict 
of  barracks  for  married  constables  of  tbf 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary ;  who  sase- 
tioned  those  buildings ;  what  wiU  tiwj 
cost;  when  the  Estimate  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table ;  how  many  trees  wffe 
cut  down  in  the  park  to  clear  a  space  for 
them ;  what  area  will  the  new  bamu^ 
cover ;  from  how  many  acres  of  the  psrk 
will  the  general  public  now  be  exdaded; 
how  many  acres  does  the  paik  contuo 
altogether ;  and,  what  area  is  occopted 
in  any  of  the  London  parks  by  barrach. 
powder  magazines,  soldiers'  schools, 
official  residences,  enclosed  cri^ 
grounds,  and  polo  grounds,  for  the  oseof 
civil  servants  and  officers  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlkb)  :  The  woifa 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Memb^  were 
sanctioned  by  the  Treasury,  on  the  tp- 
plication  of  the  Irish  Government,  ^ 
estimated  cost  being  £3,750.    A  Yotoo/ 
£1,400  on  account  was  taken  in  tb 
Estimates    of    1885-6,    and  a  sum  d 
£2,400  has  been  inserted  in  the  £rti- 
mates  for  1886-7,  which  I  hope  will  be 
circulated  to-morrow.     Seven  or  e^t 
trees  have  been  cut  down  in  prepsiing 
the  ground  for  the  barracks.  The  oiiiM- 
ing,  with  its  approaches  and  yards,  will 
occupy  portions  of  an  irregnlar  angle  d 
ground,  containing  1^  acre,  lying  be- 
tween the  back  of  the  stables  of  the 
Constabulary  depot  and  the  North  C^ 
cular  Road   gate.    The  building  wiH 
occupy  about  two-thirds  of  that  spse^ 
The  Yiceregal  demesne  and  other  ii* 
closures  occupied  for  Governmental  pv- 
poses  contain  379  acres,  0  roods,  4  p6rcb6s> 
the  zoological  garden  19  acres,  1  leod,  ^ 
perches,  five  cricket  grounds  about  U 
acres — total,  413  acres,  1  rood,  9perebaf. 
The  Park  contains  1,752  acres,  3  roodi. 
21  perches.    The  area  occupied  in  t^ 
London    Parks    by  barracks,   povdar 
magazines,  and  official  residences,  is  ^ 
follows :— namely,  St.  James's,  theGrtA 
and  Hyde  Parks,  and  Kensington  6t^ 
dens,  abont  4f  acres ;  Yictoria  Ftfk 
one-third  of  an  aore :  Greenwich  Fkii 
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19  acres;  Regent's  Park,  about  three- 
quarters  of  an  acre;  Battersea  Park, 
about  1}  acre;  Kennington  Park,  about 
l-16th  of  an  acre.  There  are  no  soldiers' 
barracks,  inclosed  cricket  grounds,  or 
polo  grounds. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
Whether,  considering  the  fact  that  more 
than  one-quarter  of  the  Phceniz  Park, 
Dublin,  has  been  purloined  from  the 
public  for  the  purpose  of  building  offi- 
cial residences,  and  that  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  take  five  acres  more,  upon 
which  it  is  proposed  to  erect  resi- 
dences for  married  police  officers,  and 
for  this  purpose  is  to  be  devoted  £3,000 
or  £4,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money, 
which  would  be  expended  in  shutting 
out  the  public  from  one  of  the  chief  por- 
tions of  the  park,  he  will  giro  omers 
that  such  erections  shall  not  be  proceeded 
with  until  a  discussion  has  taKen  place 
upon  it  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  had 
no  opportunity  of  giving  attention  to 
the  question,  and  was  not  prepared  to 
giro  an  answer  at  present.  His  impres- 
sion, however,  on  hearing  the  case,  was 
that  attention  ought  to  be  g^ven  to  it. 
Beyond  that  he  could  not  go  at  present ; 
he  would,  however,  confer  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary upon  the  matter. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  There  has  been 
already  an  enormous  amount  of  expendi- 
ture of  money  upon  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary Force,  and  now  it  is  proposed 
that  there  should  be  a  further  outlay 
and  further  taking  up  of  ground  in 
the  Park.  I  will,  therefore,  at  the  first 
opportunity,  move  that  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment be  directed  to  give  orders  to 
suspend  the  further  cutting  down  of 
trees  pending  the  decision  of  the  House 
on  the  subject.  The  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary never  wanted  these  residences 
for  half-a-century  before,  and  the  Irish 
Members  will  oppose  their  erection 
now. 

IRISH  LAND  PURCHASE  SETTLE- 
MENT  COMPANY. 

Majob  SAUNDERSON  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  say  how 
much  money  was  advanced  by  the  Trea- 
sury to  the  Irish  Land  Purcluse  Settle* 
ment  Company,  and  the  terms  upon 


which  the  advance  was  made;  how 
many  tenants  have  purchased  their  farms 
under  the  Company;  on  what  terms 
they  have  done  so ;  and  how  many,  if 
any,  have  been  transplanted  to  the  pro- 
perty ;  and,  what  was  the  original 
capital  of  the  Company  in  question,  and 
how  much  was  subscribed  and  actually 
paid  up;  and  if  the  repayments  to  the 
Treasury  have  beenpunctually  made  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  :  The  amount  of  the  advance 
by  the  Land  Commissioners  in  this  case 
was  £42,800.  The  terms  were  (1)  that 
the  Company  should  lodge  in  the  Bank 
of  Ireland  a  sum  of  £2,115  in  the  joint 
names  of  themselves  and  of  the  Land 
Commission  ;  (2)  that  they  should  charge 
a  further  sum  of  £2,115  on  their  un- 
paid subscribed  capital ;  (3)  that  they 
should  pay  an  annuity  of  £1,972  19«., 
which  was  a  charge  on  the  land  sold 
for  40  years  by  half-yearly  payments. 
Agreements  have  been  lodged  with  the 
limd  Commission  for  the  sale  of  their 
holdings  to  30  tenants  from  the  estate  in 
question.  They  occupy  527  statute  acres, 
and  the  price  to  be  paid  is  £6,442,  which 
will,  I  believe,  be  advanced  by  the  Land 
Commissioners.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners have  no  knowledge  of  any  ten- 
ants having  been  transplanted  to  the 
estate.  The  advance  to  buy  the  estate 
was  obtained  for  the  purpose  of  re-sale 
to  the  existing  tenants.  The  SO  tenants 
for  the  sale  of  whose  holdings  agree- 
ments have  been  lodged  were  mainly,  I 
believe,  small  tenants,  whose  holdings 
had  been  enlarged  with  land  added  by 
the  Company.  Prior  to  the  advance  the 
Land  Commissioners  ascertained  that 
there  were  867  shareholders  in  the 
Company,  and  that  11,342  shares  were 
subscribed  for;  that  a  sum  of  £2,838 
had  been  paid  on  foot  of  5^.  per  share 
on  application,  and  £1,567  15«.  on  foot 
of  5«.  per  share  payable  on  allotment. 
The  payment  of  the  instalment  due  in 
January  last  by  the  Company  has  not 
yet  been  made;  but  I  am  given  to 
understand  that  there  is  a  period  of 
gprace. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACT 
—FOOT  -  AND  .  MOUTH  DISEASE  IN 
FIFE. 

VisooxTNT  QRIMSTON  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  case  of  foot 
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and  moutk  disease  has  broken  out  at  a 
place  called  Markinch,  in  Fifeshire, 
which  has  been  traced  to  some  straw 
imported  from  France;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
measures,  by  legislation  or  otherwise, 
to  stop  the  importation  of  hay  and 
straw  from  countries  where  disease  is 
known  to  exist,  and  to  save  the  agri- 
cultural community  from  such  disastrous 
results  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
(Mr.  Heneage)  :  In  reply  to  the  noble 
Viscount's  first  Question,  I  have  to  state 
that  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
foot-and-mouth  disease  has  been  intro- 
duced into  Fifeshire  by  means  of  straw 
imported  from  France  or  elsewhere ;  and 
in  reply  to  the  second  Question,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  in- 
tention to  propose  any  legislation  to 
prohibit  the  importation  of  hay  and 
straw  from  foreign  countries. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-CASE  OF  THE 
WIDOW,  ANNE  SHAW,  CO.  MONA- 
GHAN. 


Mr.  MACAETNEY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  inquired  into  the 
allegations  made  against  Colonel  Lloyd 
in  respect  of  his  action  in  the  case  of 
Anne  Shaw,  recently  brought  beforethe 
notice  of  this  House  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  reference  to  the  charge  made 
against  Colonel  Lloyd,  J.P.,  the  Mona- 
ghan  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  of  tampering 
with  the  records  in  the  County  and 
Assize  Courts,  In  an  ejectment  in  which 
he  himself  was  plaintiff  and  Anne  Shaw 
defendant,  to  allow  their  decision  on  his 
action  to  be  influenced  by  the  verdict 
which  the  jury  may  return  in  the  suit 
for  trespass,  &c.  since  brought  against 
him  by  Anne  Shaw ;  if  so,  can  he  ex- 
plain what  light  can  be  thrown  on  the 
charge  of  altering  the  decrees  of  Her 
Majesty's  Courts,  by  Colonel  Lloyd's 
defence  in  an  action  for  trespass,  and 
specific  performance ;  has  his  attention 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  it  must  pre- 
judice Mrs.  Shaw's  chance  of  a  fair 
trial  in  county  Monaghan  if  the  im- 
pression is  allowed  to  continue  that  the 
verdict  of  the  jury  in  the  forthcoming 
trial,  on  a  wholly  different  issue,  will 
decide  the  view  of  the  Government  in 

Viscount  Grimtton 


the  matter  of  Colonel  Uojd's  reieatin 
of  office  as  Clerk  of  the  Peace ;  hu  b 
seen  the  report  in  The  JF^eemmnU  J^vui 
of  Friday,  as  to  the  mode  in  which  th« 
jury  is  being  got  together,  it  betif 
stated  that  Colonel  Uoyd,  with  Mr. 
Johnston,  his  Deputj  Clerk  of  ^ 
Peace,  attended  before  the  Masto  cf 
the  Queen's  Bench,  accompanied  bj  tbi 
agent  of  the  County  Monaghan  Gaam- 
vative  Association,  and  struck  from  tk 
panel  '^all  Catholic  magistrates  and  far- 
mers, with  some  Presbyterians,'^  wlii!« 
the  plaintiff's  solicitor  challenged  "iH 
land  agents  or  Orange  farmers,"  tad 
that  '^  the  list,  after  some  hours'  wo^. 
was  reduced  to  twenty-four  names,  tht 
majority  of  whom  are  Presbyterian  fir- 
mors ;  "  is  it  the  fact  that  these  twenty- 
four  Presbyterian  farmers,  from  wboo 
the  jury  must  be  taken,  may,  in  thf 
meantime,  be  exposed  to  canvass  lod 
other  influences ;  and,  as  the  case  hts 
now  been  given  a  political  or  partj  com- 
plexion, can  he  make  it  apparent,  witk 
a  view  of  securing  an  impartial  trial  far 
Mrs.  Shaw  on  the  issue  of  trespass,  th^ 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  will  in  no  wise 
affect  the  determination  of  the  Exaes- 
tive  on  the  charge  of  tampering  witii 
legal  records  by  an. ofiicial  of  the  Courts 
which  cannot  be  directly  raised  at  tk 
trial? 

Thb  chief  SECEETAKY  (Mr.  Jcot 
Mobley)  :  I  have  not  made  any  inqidij 
into    the    allegations    against    Colo&ei 
Lloyd.    I  am  advised  that  the  result  of 
the  pending  action  may  be  affected  bj 
the  conclusion  as  to  which  of  the  enfcri«i 
made  at  the  hearing  of  the  appeal  ii 
the  correct  version  of  what  then  oocmred, 
and  the  credit  to  be  attached  to  stit*- 
ments  of  Colonel  lioyd  or  his  depstj 
as  witnesses  in  the  action  may  also  b« 
involved  in  the  matter.  On  these  grona^ 
it  appeared  to  me  that  any  aathorit^ 
having  control  over  the  Clerk  cl  the 
Peace  should  suspend  inquiry  till  tfat 
action  was  determined.    It  is  righl  I 
should  point    out    that,   inasmudi  ti 
Colonel  Lloyd   was    appointed   beto 
1877,  the  Government  had  no  control 
over  his  retention  in  office  or  reinonl 
from  it.     That  jurisdiction  is  vestsd  io 
the  Quarter  Sessions  with  a  powsr  of 
appeal  to  the  Queen's  Bench. 

Mb.  T.  M. HEALY:  Does  that ^ 
to  the  Deputy  Clerk  of  the  Peaoe? 

Me.  JOHN  MORLET  ;  I  baKsw  it 
does, 
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SAVINGS  BANKS  RETURNS  (ENGLAND 
AND  SCOTLAND). 

Mr.  JAMES  O'BEIEN  asked  the 
Seoretarj  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 

{>artment,  If  he  will  be  good  enough  to 
ay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of  Beports 
on  Savings  Banks  in  England  and  ooot- 
land,  corresponding  with  the  Beports  on 
Savings  Banks  in  Ireland,  asked  for,  bj 
Question  No.  27  of  1st  March,  by  the 
honourable  Member  for  Glasgow  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOABD  of 
TBADE  (Mr.  Mundella)  (who  replied) : 
A  Beturn  as  to  Savings  Banks  is  now 
annually  laid  before  the  House,  and  a 
summary  is  given  in  the  Statistical  Ab- 
stract. There  is  no  special  Beport  on 
the  savings  of  England  and  Scotland  like 
that  referred  to  in  the  Question  last  night 
which  related  to  savings  in  Ireland. 

IMPORTATION  OF  IRISH  CATTLE - 
THE  MONTHLY  RETURNS. 

Mr.  DIJCKH am  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he 
will,  for  the  future,  add  to  the  Monthly 
Trade  and  Navigation  Accounts  a  Be- 
turn of  the  numbers  of  cattle,  sheep, 
and  swine  received  from  Ireland,  similar 
to  the  Beturn  of  importation  of  such 
animals  from  Foreign  Countries ;  and, 
whether  he  will  also  add  a  Beturn  of 
all  kinds  of  the  dead  meat  received  from 
Ireland  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundella)  : 
The  Board  of  Trade  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  include  the  information  as  to 
the  numbers  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  swine 
exported  from  Ireland  in  the  Monthly 
Board  of  Trade  Boturos.  With  regard 
to  dead  meat  there  will  be  a  difficulty, 
as  there  are  no  Betums  required  from 
merchants  as  to  imports  and  exports 

generally  between  Ireland  and  Great 
ritain.  But  the  -matter  will  be  con- 
sidered at  the  next  revisal  of  the  ac- 
counts. The  Board  of  Trade  have 
under  consideration  the  question  of  fur- 
ther additions  to  the  Monthly  Betums, 
so  as  to  make  them  more  generally  use- 
ful. Various  statistics  are  now  published 
in  a  scattered  form—^.^.,  emigration, 
cotton  statistics,  prices  of  wheat,  &o., 
which  might,  and  probably  will,  be  in- 
cluded in  these  Betums. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

VOL.  COCIT.     [thibd  sebies.] 


land,  Whether  the  Gk>vemment  will 
take  into  consideration  the  claims  of 
purchasers  under  the  Land  Acts  of  1870 
and  1881  who  desire  to  be  placed  in  the 
same  position  as  purchasers  under  the 
Land  Purchase  Act,  1885  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr. 
JoKN  Mobley)  :  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  when  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  was  passing  through  Committee  an 
Amendment  was  moyed  with  the  same 
object  as  this  Question,  and  was  sup- 
ported by  the  present  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  but  opposed  by  the  late 
Government.  The  proposal  is  one  that 
requires  a  good  deal  of  consideration, 
and  is  rather  a  matter  for  the  Treasury 
than  for  the  Irish  Government. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
—GAELIC  IN  BOARD  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  BEITH  asked  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  If  he  is  aware  that  in  many 
districts  of  the  northern  counties  of  Scot- 
land, where  Gaelic  is  the  only  language 
spoken  by  the  people,  teachers  are 
appointed  to  Board  Schools  who  are 
entirely  ignorant  of  the  Gaelic  language; 
that  their  duty  is  to  communicate  in- 
struction in  English,  according  to  the 
standard  of  the  Code,  to  children  who 
are  entirely  ignorant  of  the  English 
language ;  that  the  instruction  so  com- 
municated is  acquired  by  the  children 
by  rote  only,  and  is  of  little  practical 
value;  and,  if  the  Education  Depart- 
ment have  no  further  means  in  contem- 
plation for  remedying  this  evil  than  that 
specified  in  the  Code  of  Begulations 
1886,  just  issued,  section  1,  19  B.  1  (b) 
and  C.  2  ? 

Thk  SECBETABY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tkeyeltan)  :  More  has  been  done 
in  this  new  Code  for  the  Gaelic- 
speaking  districts  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber points  out.  Infant  children  in  Scot- 
land may  gain  an  extra  shilling  if  a 
Gaelic  pupil  teacher  is  at  work.  Intelli- 
gence in  class  subjects  is  to  be  tested  by 
answers  in  Gaelic.  These  changes  the 
hon.  Member  refers  to;  but,  besides, 
there  is  a  special  grant  for  pupil  teachers, 
and  Gaelic  is  recognized  as  a  specific 
extra  subject.  All  this  together  comes 
to  a  great  deal.  The  appointment  of 
teachers  rests  with  School  Boards ;  and, 
while  the  Department  g^ves  encourage- 
ment to  the  appointment  of  Gaelic 
teachers,  it  cannot  interfere  with  the 
responsibility  of   these   representative 
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Boards,  who  can  point  to  good  results 
obtained  bj  English-speaking  teachers, 
and  who  would  have  great  difficulty  in 
obtaining  suitable  Gaelic-speaking  can- 
didates for  all  vacancies. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  ACT,   1882— PRO- 
VISIONAL OR  PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  KDRTHCOTE  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  course 
the  Government  propose  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  any  Private  Bills  or  Pro- 
visional Order  Bills  which  propose  to 
amend  any  of  the  clauses  of  the  Electric 
Lighting  Act,  1882? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Muxdella}  : 
I  am  not  prepared  at  this  moment  to 
state  exactly  what  course  will  be  taken 
with  the  one  Bill  and  two  Provisional 
Orders  which  this  Session  seek  authority, 
among  other  things,  to  amend  the  Elec- 
tric Lighting  Act,  1882.  I  may  say, 
however,  that  the  Government  could  not 
permit  any  amendment  of  the  general 
Jaw  to  be  eflfected  by  means  of  a  Private 
Bill  or  a  Provisional  Order.  The  whole 
question  is  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government,  and  will,  if  possible, 
be  dealt  with  during  the  present  Session. 

IRELAND-ORANGE  EMERGENCY  COM- 
MITTEE (CO.  CAVAN). 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  no 
men  are  employed  by  the  Orange  Emer- 
gency Committee  in  the  county  Cavan  ; 
and,  from  whom  he  had  the  information 
that  two  Emergency  men  had  been 
arrested  at  Cornaf ane,  in  that  county  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moblby)  :  It  is  possible  that  too  wide 
an  interpretation  is  generally  given  to 
the  term  *' Emergency  man."  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  find  that  the  two  men 
arrested  on  the  occasion  referred  to  were 
employh  of  the  Land  Corporation  Society. 
Neither  in  the  Question  that  was  put  to 
me,  nor  in  the  answer  to  which  the 
present  Question  refers,  was  the  word 
** Orange"  introduced. 

LUNACY  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Why  the  Queen's  letter  giving 
the  Lord  Chancellor  jurisdiction  in 
lunacy  in  Ireland  has  not  yet  been  sent ; 
and,  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  serious 

Mr,  Trevelyan 


inconvenience  arising  from  the  fiei^ 
there  has  been  no  one  in  Ireland  vii 
jurisdiction  since  the  change  of  GoTeo- 
ment  took  place  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEOKETABY  (¥r 
John  Moklet)  :  I  do  not  know  vlij 
this  Question  was  not  addressed  to  i 
Bepresentative  of  the  Treasury.  I  ci 
informed  by  that  Department — tbroagli 
which  the  necessary  Queen's  Let^ 
giving  the  Lord  Chancellor  jurisdictioe 
in  lunacy  matters  issues — that  there  hu 
been  some  accidental  delay  in  connection 
with  it ;  but  that  it  has  now  been  sub- 
mitted for  the  Queen's  signature,  id^ 
will  be  forwarded  to  Ireland  as  wx. 
as  the  necessary  formalities  harebea 
completed. 

SCOTLAND  —  UNIVERSITY   OP  OT. 
ANDREW'S. 

Me.  EDMUND  EOBERTSON  sskfd 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  tk 
Government  intend  io  fill  up  the  nctit 
office  of  Principal  of  St.  Mary's  College. 
St.  Andrew's? 

The  secretary  fob  SCOTLAM 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  :  The  Royal  Oornmis- 
sion  on  the  Scotch  Universities  recoa- 
mend  that  there  should  be  only  one 
Principal  of  St.  Andrew's  UoiTerotr 
In  order  to  effect  this  change,  tb( 
authority  of  Parliament  is  reqnirei 
which  can  be  obtained  in  the  Sootdi 
University  Bill,  which  we  hope  Bhorth 
to  intaroduce.  Meanwhile,  the  Gofert- 
ment  do  not  propose  to  appoint  t  Pns- 
cipal  PrimariusProf essorshipof  DiTini^ 
but  to  wait  till  that  office  is  septrtt^ 
from  the  Principalship  of  St.  M»n* 
College. 


NAVY-SPECIAL  PROMOTIONS. 
Captain  VERNEY  asked  iheSeenttf! 
to  the  Admiralty,  The  date  of  the  (W« 
No.  252,  page  60,  of  the  Queen's  B^ 
lations  and  Admiralty  Instructi<mB  :— 

«*  Chief  and  other  Gunners,  Bottiwwoi »» 
C^urpenters,  of  exemplary  oonduct,  ▼»  » 
diatingaiah  themaelTea  by  acta  of  S'l^*'^^ 
daring  in  the  Service,  shall  be  ooof**^ 
eligible  to  hold  Commissions  in  H«r  ^i*^ 
Fleet,  in  sach  other  rank  or  po*^^^.  fV^ 
Admiralty  may  deem  them,  after  niw«T*^ 
an  examination,  worthy  to  reoeire  and  e*?** 
tenttofiU;" 

and,  whether  he  will  lay  upen  the  Twj^ 
of  this  House,  a  Return  showing'"* 
names  of  the  Warrant  OflSeers  who  w^ 
heen  promoted  under  this  Order  «P 
the  1st  day  of  January,  1886;  thso"'' 
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ranks  or  positions  for  wbioh  they  have 
received  Commissions ;  a  short  summary 
of  the  acts  of  gallantry  and  daring  by 
which  they  have  distinguished  them- 
selves ;  and,  whether  these  acts  of  gal- 
lantry and  daring  were  performed  afloat 
or  on  shore  with  a  Naval  Brigade  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert)  :  The  Order 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  established  by  Order  in 
Council  of  April,  1853.  No  promotions 
appear  to  have  been  made  under  that 
Order.  It  may  be  mentioned  that  by 
Order  in  Council  of  July  9,  1864,  chief 
gunners,  chief  boatswains,  and  chief 
carpenters  were  established  to  be  com- 
missioned officers ;  and  although  promo- 
tion to  these  positions  is  not  made  on 
account  of  acts  of  gallantry  only,  the 
existence  of  the  *' chief  "  rank  may  have 
been  one  reason  why  promotion  for 
gallantry  under  the  Order  of  1853  has 
remained  a  dead  letter. 

SCOTLAND  —  ABERDEEN  UNIVERSITY 
—THE  CHAIR  OF  PHYSIOLOGY. 

Mr.  JAMES  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  he  was 
not  mistaken  in  referring  to  the  Chair 
of  Physiology  at  Aberdeen  as  being  at 
present  vacant  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Trbvelyan)  :  I  have  received  a 
letter  from  Professor  Stirling,  stating 
that  he  does  not  propose  formally  to 
resign  till  the  close  of  the  present 
Session. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
OUTRAGE  UPON  RANDAL  M*SWEENY. 

Captain  M*C4JiM0NT  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  the  account  of  an  out- 
rage committed  on  Saturday  last  near 
Killainey  on  a  respectable  farmer  named 
Sandal  M 'Sweeny,  as  given  in  The 
Daily  Neus  of  March  1st,  is  correct ;  and, 
whether  two  men,  afterwards  arrested 
in  connection  with  the  outrage,  were 
cheered  by  a  large  crowd  on  being 
escorted  to  moI  by  the  police  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)  :  The  published  ac- 
count of  the  outrage  is  substantially 
correct,  except  that  the  wound  is  re- 
ported as  not  being  of  a  dangerous 
character.  Two  men  have  been  arrested 
and  identified  by  the  injured  man.    I 


have  made  inquiry  i 
ferred  to  in  the  h 
Question,  but  have 
formation. 

PARLIAMENTARY 
LAND)— ILLIT] 

Captain  M^CAL^ 
Secretary  to  the  Loi 
land,  If  he  can  hav< 
of  the  number  of  ; 
recorded  their  votet 
stituencies  in  Irek 
tested  at  the  recent 

The  chief  I 
John  Morley)  : 
prepared  for  the  H 
gives  the  informati 
hon.  and  gallant  M 
move  for  the  same  ] 
course,  be  no  objec 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEA] 
he  would  ask  to  1 
illiterate  voters  vo 
that  almost  all  of 
of  Ireland  voted  fo 
dates.     ["  Order  ! ' 

SLAVE  TRADE  1 

Mr.  HANBUE^ 
to  the  Admiralty,  ^ 
and  what  the  desci 
of  Her  Majesty's 
suppressing  the  Sli 
Sea  and  along  the  < 
and  Arabia  ? 

Mr.  DILLON  ai 
a  fact  that  those  \ 
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The  SECEETA: 
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PUBLIC  BUSINESS 
AND  CIVIL  SEI 
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could  80  re- arrange  tlie  Business  of  the 
House  as  to  allow  a  reasonable  time 
for  their  consideration  ? 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  (for  Lord 
Charles  Beresfobd)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  immense  importance  attached  to 
the  question  of  Naval  Estimates,  he  will 
consent  to  the  postponement  of  their  dis- 
cussion until  the  Estimates  have  been  in 
the  hands  of  Members  for  one  week  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  find,  on  inquiry,  that  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates could  not  be  prepared  and  circu- 
lated until  after  Sunday ;  and  therefore 
he  would  postpone  consideration  of  them 
till  Monday  week. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  what  Business  would  be  taken  on 
Monday  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
second  reading  of  the  Crofters  Bill  would 
be  taken  on  Monday,  and  on  Thursday 
probably  the  Civil  Service  Miscellaneous 
Votes 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE  asked  when  the 
Army  Estimates  would  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot 
say  at  present. 

LONDON  CITY  COMPANIES. 

Baron  DIMSDALE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  their  proposed  measure  respecting  the 
London  City  Companies,  to  interfere 
with  existing  contracts  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  under  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Act  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoLLiNGs)(who  replied)  said,  that  no  Bill 
on  the  subject  had  been  drafted  by  the 
Government ;  and,  therefore,  to  say  any- 
thing about  its  provisions  would  be 
obviously  premature. 

NAVY-H.M.S.  "  BELLEROPHON." 

Sir  JOHN  G0R8T  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  had 
any  information  to  give  the  House  with 
reference  to  the  reports  circulated  to-day 
regarding  Her  Majesty's  Ship  Belle- 
rophon  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  :  I  am  glad  to 
give  the  House  what  information  I 
possess.  It  appears  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ship  Bellerophan  arrived  at  Madeira  on 

Viscount  Folkestone 


January  26,  and  wasexpected  to  sari  froa 
there  on  January  28  at  noon.  The  Oon- 
manding  Officer  stated  that  unless  he 
met  wim  very  contrary  winds  danni^ 
the  first  five  days  he  would  not  go  to  Sl 
Yincent,  hut  would  make  his  way  direct 
to  Barbados,  as  he  thought  that  course 
would  be  more  expeditious.  He  hoped, 
with  luck|  to  arrive  at  Barbados  about 
February  17.  The  Bellerophon  did  not 
call  at  8t.  Yincent ;  and  it  is  aasum^l 
that  she  has  met  with  head  winds,  aad 
having  burnt  more  coal  than  ealcidated 
on,  she  is  economizing  the  same  aod 
proceeding  under  sail.  The  Hydn>- 
grapher  of  the  Admiralty  thinks  she 
might  he  30  days  in  doing  the  distasee. 
It  is,  therefore,  the  opinion  of  the  Ad- 
miralty that  there  is  no  cause  for  anxietj. 
My  noble  Friend  the  First  Liord  of  tke 
Admiralty  has  telegraphed  to  Barbados. 
asking  that  the  earliest  informaticr 
should  be  sent  to  him  of  the  veeael^s 
arrival  there. 

MOTIOir. 

LABOUR  STATISTICS. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BEADLAUOH,  in  rising  to  cdl 
attention  to  the  method  of  collection  of 
Labour  Statistics  in  the  United  States 
and  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada ;  and  to 
move — 


**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
diate  steps  should  be  taken  to  ensors  in  Om 
Country  the  full  and  accurate  ooUection  and 
publishing  of  Labour  Statistics,*' 

said,  hon.  Members  must  all  agree  thit 
the  subject  was  one  happily  not  of  a 
Party  character,  and  he  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  feel  themselves  able  to 
accept  his  Hesolution.  It  was  as  omdi 
in  the  interests  of  the  employers  of  laboor 
as  of  those  who  sold  their  labour  that 
the  plan  he  proposed  should  be  adopted. 
It  was  a  satisfaction  to  him  to  move  this 
Besolution  in  a  Parliament  in  whiek 
Kepresentatives  of  labour  sat  in  a  larg«r 
number  than  they  had  ever  done  befort. 
In  January,  1885,  an  industrial  confer- 
ence was  held  in  Piccadilly  HaU,  at 
which  a  number  of  questions  affKtziir 
the  relations  between  labour  and  capiw 
were  discussed ;  and  it  was  attended  by 
manufacturers,  by  Peers  of  the  Heabau 
and  by  workmen  of  different  pohtieal 
views.  An  endeavour  was  made  by  the 
conference  to  inquire  into  the  pffawbiffty 
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of  bringing  about  a  more  equal  diyision 
of  the  daily  products  of  industry  be- 
tween capital  and  labour ;  and  the  hon. 
Member    for    Hastings    (Sir    Thomas 
Brassey),  who  was  present  as  a  Repre- 
sentative of  capital,  urged  that  it  was 
desirable  to  liberate  industry  from  the 
disadvantages  caused  by  the  conflict  of 
interest    between  capital    and   labour. 
This  conference  was  a  sign  of  the  times, 
because  the  old  way  of  meeting  the  diffi- 
culty caused  by  the  conflict  of  interests 
was  to  impose  restrictions  on  labour. 
Those  mistaken  laws  were  persisted  in 
till  almost  recent  times,  and  they  did  no 
good  to  any  human  being.     They  often 
resulted  in  appeals  to  violence,  because 
the  labourers  had  no  possibility  of  ob- 
taining a  decision  by  appeals  to  justice. 
But  all  these  restrictive  laws  had  been 
abolished,  and  he  did  not  think  there 
was  the  slightest  chance  of  their  being 
renewed.     There  were  only  now  three 
ways  in  which  disputes  between  capital 
ana  labour  could  be  settled — by  strikes, 
locks-out,  and  by  arbitration  and  con- 
ciliation.    The  first  two  methods  were 
barbarous  appeals  to  the  old  arbitra- 
ment of  force,  which  did  no  good  to 
either  side^the  victor  was  never  in  a 
position  to   be  congratulated,  and   the 
general  result  to  working  men  was  injury 
and  lasting  loss.     The  owner  of  capital 
could  afford  to  wait ;  but  the  owner  of 
labour — that  labour  lost— could  never 
redeem  it.     All  the  Trade  Unions  of  to- 
day were  against  strikes;  their  desire 
was  to  solve  labour  disputes  by  reason- 
able means  and  by  arbitration ;  but  arbi- 
tration and  conciliation  had  not  always 
been  attended  with  the  results  desired, 
because  there  were  no  reliable  statistics 
to  which  both  employers  and  employed 
could  appeal.     If  there  were  any,  they 
were  compiled  in  view  of  the  disputes 
by  trained  compilers  to  support  a  theory 
on  either  side.     The  statistics  should  be 
prepared  before  the  dispute  had  arisen, 
and  he  should  suggest  that  they  should 
be*  collected  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
the  same  way  as  the  agricultural  statis- 
tics were,  to  a  great  extent,  at  present 
collected.     The  law  in  Massachusetts  for 
the  tabulating  of  labour  statistics  had 
been  found  to  be  exceedingly  useful. 
Massachusetts  had  for   IS  years  pub- 
lished statistics,  and  many  other  States 
of  the  American  Union  had   followed 
that  example,  while  the  year  before  last 
the  Federal  Qovemment  at  Washington 
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in  this  country  where  the  men  were 
paid  at  periods  of  a  month ,  or  oven  as 
long  as  13  weeks,  and  where  the  only 
means  of  obtaining  food  was  by  advances 
wickedly  and  cunningly  contrived  to 
evade  the  Truck  Act.  ["  Oh,  oh ! ''  <imf 
**  Hear,  hear !  "]  He  had  not  at  present 
said  that  any  hon.  Member  of  the  House 
was  concerned  in  this.  He  had  not 
opened  the  question  in  a  manner  to  pro- 
voke hostility  on  the  other  side,  and  he 
hoped  he  should  deal  with  it  in  such  a 
way  as  to  secure  the  support  of  the  most 
extreme  Conservative  or  the  most  ad- 
vanced Radical.  The  introduction  of 
personal  matters  could  do  no  good ;  but 
the  fact  had  been  established  by  prose- 
cutions undertaken  by  both  Gfovernments 
within  the  last  two  or  three  years.  He 
believed,  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Giffen, 
that  some  of  the  statistics  he  desired  were 
already  in  the  possession  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  and  Mr.  Giffen  said,  speaking 
in  favour  of  fuller  statistics — "  Whatever 
the  cost  of  doing  it,  the  information 
would  be  worth  the  cost."  To  refer  the 
matter  to  a  Select  Committee,  as  was  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Homcastle  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope),  would  be  to  delay  it  for 
at  least  one  year;  and  perhaps  another, 
and  another.  The  Board  of  Trade 
might  not  be  able  to  go  to  the  extent 
he  wished ;  but  it  would  be  doing  some- 
thing, and  labour  questions  now  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  wait.  They  were 
moving  the  whole  of  the  civilized  world, 
and  this  country  was  in  a  different  posi- 
tion from  any  other.  Our  people  were 
a  law-abiding  people,  on  the  whole,  and 
in  the  labour  movement  here  the  large 
majority  of  them  had  shown  that  they 
were  patient,  willing  to  submit  to 
authority,  and  to  wait  for  reform.  But 
there  was  an  oratory  more  potent  than 
any  that  could  address  the  House — the 
oratory  of  hunger,  which  was  listened  to 
without  any  reason  in  the  judgment  that 
was  given ;  and  if  the  House  left  hunger 
to  speak  when  they  might  anticipate  the 
appeal,  on  them  would  fall  the  penalty 
and  the  shame,  and  they  would  place 
this  country  in  the  condition  in  which 
many  European  nations  were.  He 
appealed  to  the  Government  not  to  allow 
this  opportunity  to  pass.  In  the  last 
few  weeks  labour  strife  had  been  put 
forward  in  a  fashion  which  might  be 
repeated,  and  with  worse  aggravation ; 
it  had  been  put  forward  partly  by  the 
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desire  of  some  who  Bong^ht  to  mike 
capital  out  of  it,  partly  by  the  desire  of 
some  who  sought  to  utilize  it  for  politi- 
cal contingencies,  and  partly  by  the  mere 
ignorant  impulse  of  some  who  only 
knew  that  they  were  wronged,  and  did 
not  quite  know  where  their  remedy  lav: 
and,  unfortunately,  there  were  men  wbo 
were  willing  to  make  a  trade  of  the 
miseries  of  the  poor — which  woold  b« 
greater  in  this  country  than  they  kid 
been,  for  at  one  time  this  country  ww 
the  workshop  of  the  world,  but  now  it 
was  only  one  of  many  workshops. 
People  knowing  all  that  we  knew,  and 
some  knowing  more,  were  competiDf 
with  us.  After  referring  to  Nihilisoi  ii 
Bussia  and  Socialism  in  Germany  at 
caused  by  want  and  by  the  despair  of 
any  remedy,  the  hon.  Member  said  he 
took  the  opportunity  of  stating  his  con> 
viction  that  Socialism  had  no  root  what- 
ever  in  this  country — that  it  had  no  part 
in  English  thought  or  character.  Hien 
were  a  few  poets,  and  a  few  idiots,  and 
some  of  whom  one  could  not  apply  ts 
kindly  words,  who  sought  to  make  people 
in  this  country  believe  that  8oc»alisa 
was  gaining  ground  among  the  peo(^. 
It  was  not.  The  old  English  individoal 
endeavour  still  lived,  and  if  hon.  Men- 
bers  would  give  it  the  opportimity  it 
would  continue  to  live.  It  wonld  no( 
be  kept  down  any  longer — it  most  have 
fair  play,  and  must  not  be  left  to  stanv. 
If  there  were  means  by  which  it  eonld 
be  fostered  here,  in  Canada,  Anstralia, 
or  elsewhere,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  place  the  necessary  ii- 
formation  within  the  reach  of  ^ose 
whose  interests  were  at  stake.  The  Go- 
vernment ought  to  answer  those  who 
were  pretending  to  speak  on  behalf  cf 
labour,  by  declaring  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  test  the  statements  of  extre»« 
men  by  fair  figures  properly  coUec(«d 
and  tabulated.  These  statistics,  if  ob- 
tained, would  strengthen  the  hands  of  tiw 
wisest  among  the  Trade  Union  leaders 
when  they  needed  to  pacify  workers  who 
were  short  of  food  in  times  of  hardship 
and  depression ;  and  they  wonld  give 
the  moral  sanction  of  public  opinion  to 
employers  when  the  latter  felt  bound  to 
resist  some  nnjustifiable  daim.  Tbsr 
would  not,  indeed,  prevent  all  labosr 
strife  and  labour  disputes;  but  Unj 
would  diminish  and  alleriate  maaj 
causes  of  irritation  and  remove  ths  ex- 
cuses for  disputes.    As  to  the  qnsrtiaa 
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of  expense,  the  few  hundreds  of  pounds 

^^hich  would  be  required  would  really 

l>e  no  cost  to   the    nation,  but  a  real 

Baving.     If  they   prevented    only  one 

strike  or  lock*out  the  whole  money  would 

"be  saved — to  say  nothing  of  the  crime 

and  mischief  which  grew  out  of  these 

quarrels.     In  conclusion  the  hon.  Mem- 

Der  thanked  the   House  for  its  indul- 

g^ence,  and  formally  moved  the  Eesolu- 

tion  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mb.  BUBT,  in  rising  to  second  the 
^x>tion,  said,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
CMr.  Bradlaugh)  had  done  good  service 
in  bringing   this   question    before    the 
Souse.     His  hon.  Friend  had  referred 
to  the  Conference  held  a  year  ago  in  the 
City,  and  had  quoted  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hastings  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey),  who  was  a  very  high  autho- 
rity on  matters  relating  to  labour.     The 
lion.   Gentleman  not  only  pointed  out 
the    desirability    of    statistics    of    this 
kind  being    supplied  by  the  Qovern- 
ment;  but  he  strongly  urged  that  the 
Government  of  this  country  should  fol- 
low the  example  so  long  ago  set  by  the 
United  States  of  America  with  regard 
to  labour  statistics.    Co-operative  Socie- 
ties, Trade  Unions,  Friendly  Societies, 
and  other  bodies  of  a  similar  kind  had, 
of  late  years,  with  groat  diflBculty,  done 
much    to  collect    and    to    disseminate 
among   their  members  information  re- 
lating to  the  condition  of  trade ;  but  it 
had  been  done  very  imperfectly  ;  it  ought 
to  be  done  thoroughly,  and  with  as  much 
accuracy  as  possible  ;  and  that,  he  main- 
tained, could  only  be  carried  out  effec- 
tually by  some  Government  Department, 
with  all  the  appliances  which  it  had  in 
its  power.     His  hon.  Friend  dwelt  upon 
the  argument  that  information  of  this 
kind  would  do  very  much   to  prevent 
strikes  by  diminishing  the  friction  which 
now  existed  between  employers  and  work- 
men.    That  was  the  chief  reason  why 
he  (Mr.  Burt)  rose  to  say  a  few  words 
in  support  of  the  proposition  now  before 
the  House.     He  believed  information  of 
this   kind  would  do  very  much — more 
almost  than  anything  else  he  knew  of  — 
to  put  an  end  to  strikes  and  lock-outs, 
with  all  the  miseries  and  mischief  which 
followed  in  thoir    train.      He  remem- 
bered that,  25  years  ago,  in  the  county 
of  Northumberland,  strikes  in  the  min- 
ing districts   were  of   frequent  occur- 
rence.    They  were  almost  unknown  at 
the  present  time.    At  that  time,  when 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  im- 
mediate  steps  shoold  be  taken  to  ensure  in 
this  0}untry  the  full  and  accurate  collection 
and  publication  of  Labour  Statistics." — (Mr. 
Bradlaugh.) 

Mr.  E.  stanhope,  in  rising  to  move, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion,  to 
leave  out  all  after  '*  That,"  and  insert — 

*'  A  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  best  means  of  collecting  and  publish- 
ing statistics  as  to  Labour  in  the  United 
Kingdom," 

said,  he  should  not  attempt  to  follow  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  in  a  good  many  of  the 
topics  which  he  addressed  to  the  House. 
Some  of  the  hon.  Member's  statements 
he  had  heard  with  considerable  pleasure, 
although  they  were  not  strictly  relevant 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House.  He 
heard,  for  instance,  with  great  plea- 
sure  his  statement  with  respect  to  the 
removal  of  restrictive  laws  affecting 
labour;  because  he  had  not  forgotten, 
and  the  House  would  not  have  for- 
gotten, that  that  was  mainly  due  to 
the  action  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Home  Secretary,  who  dealt  with  the 
laws  as  between  employers  and  employed 
on  a  comprehensive  principle  founded  on 
a  broad  basis.  Since  his  right  hon. 
Eriend's  legislation  on  the  subject 
nothing  had  been  heard  about  com- 
plaints in  that  direction.  When  he 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  he  wondered  whe- 
ther that  hon.  Member  had  ever  con- 
sidered what  was  the  proper  function  of 
the  State  in  these  matters.  No  doubt, 
the  collection  of  statistics  had  always 
been  recognized  as  one  of  the  most  proper 
functions  for  the  State  to  undertake ; 
first,  because  the  State  could  do  it  better 
than  anybody  else ;  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause, in  many  cases,  the  State  alone 
could  do  it.  But  then  they  came  to  the 
question,  Statistics  of  what  ?  As  he  had 
said,  many  of  the  subjects  introduced 
into  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  were  not  facts,  but  expres- 
sions of  opinion — for  instance,  as  to  what 
occupations  might  be  hazardous  to  the 
lives  or  morals  of  the  people  engaged  in 
them.  He  (Mr.  Stanhope)  would  prefer 
to  deal  not  with  opinions,  but  with 
facts ;  and  as  regarded  facts,  it  did  seem 
to  him  that  some  Department  ought  to  be 
responsible  for  the  collection  of  statistics 
of  this  nature.    He  might  allude  in  par- 


ticular to  facts  relating  to  the  movenifiot, 
the  distribution,  and  to  the  remuneratici 
of  labour;  and  if  those  statistics  wen 
accurate  and  exhaustive,    and  if  they 
were  presented  in  an  easily  acoeaaibia 
form  for  use,  and  while  they  were  ^ 
fresh,  be  believed  they  would  be  of  veir 
g^eat  value  to  the  country.     They  wooH 
be  of  value  not  only  to  those  desiring  ti 
study,  either  in  the  present  or  at  nj 
future  time,  the  exact  indostrial  coali- 
tion of  the  country,   but  also  to  thoca 
desiring  to  embark  capital  in  any  par- 
ticular trade  or  industry ;  and»  last  of  aB, 
they  would  be   of  great   value  to  tlift 
people  employed  in  such  trades  or  indaa- 
tries.     For  example,  they  heard  a  greet 
deal    nowadays    about     the     enormoa 
aggregation  of  population  in  our  laigs 
towns.     No  doubt,    that    bad   been   i 
source  of  serious  mischief  lately;  bit 
one  of  the  main  causes  of  it  bad  bees 
the    exaggerated    expectations     as    ti 
wages  that  had  been  held  out.     Nobody 
could  dispute  the  fact  that  men  bad  been 
brought  up  by  scores  from  tbe  countir 
to  the  towns,   because  tbey  bad  been 
misled  by  the  nominal  wages,  and  had 
not  realized  the  fact  that  the  employ- 
ment they  were  likely  to    g^t    would 
occupy  only  a  portion  of  tbeir  time,  and 
that  their  nominal  wages  could  never  be 
realized  in  a  permanent  form,  and  would 
be  enormously  below  the  real  wages  they 
had  been  accustomed  to  receive.     Bat* 
within  certain  limits,  he  agreed  to  the 
fullest  extent  in  the  suggestion  of  tbs 
hon.  Member  that  they  should  endeavour 
to  collect  labour  statistics.     In  fast,  bs 
had  never  understood  why  tbe  Statistical 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  bad 
not  collected  these  already.     If  be  were 
to  make  a  suggestion  in  regard  to  tbs 
proposal,  he  would  say,  as  tbey  wets 
entering  upon    a    new    description    of 
statistics,  they  should  take  care  not  to 
over-weight  the  Department.     Hie  pro- 
cess at  first  should  be  a  tentative  aad 
cautious  one,  and  they  should  be  sure  ol 
their  materials.    Let  them  net,  by  trying 
to  do  too  much  at  once,  risk  tbe  failure  of 
the  whole.     Therefore,  be   would  first 
advise  that  they  should  make  use  of  exist- 
ing materials.  There  had  been  inqnirifs 
held  year  after  year,  the  results  of  wbic^ 
were  entombed  in  voluminous  and  Ibr^ 
gotten  Blue  Books,  and  no  use  wbaterfv 
had  been  made  of  them.     He  was  not 
going  to  blame  the  Statistical  Depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  tbat 
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Department  had  not  bad  under  their 
control  a  sufficient  staff  for  the   work 
they  had  to  do.    There  was,  for  exam- 
ple, an  inquiry  held  a  number  of  years 
ago  into  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural population,  and  there  were  many 
Blue  Books  as  the  result  of  that  inquiry ; 
but  nobody   ever  read  them  now,  and 
they  were  not  even   alluded  to  in  the 
recent  debates  on  the  subject  of  allot- 
ments.    In   the  first  place,    then,    the 
Statistical  Department    of   the    Board 
should  make  the  fullest  use  possible  of 
all  the  material  they  might  have  under 
their  control.     They  had  not  had  suffi- 
cient staff  for  doing  more  than  they  had 
hitherto  done ;  but  that  did  not  affect 
the  principle  of  the  proposal.     If  the 
country  was  to  be  put  to  the  expense  of 
these  Keturns,  of  so  exhaustive  a  charac- 
ter, they  ought  to  be  made  full  use  of, 
and  the  results  ought  to  be  presented  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  a  succinct  form. 
He  himself  ventured  to   send    to    the 
papers  a  digest   of  statistics,  collected 
some  years   ago,  on  the  wages  of  the 
agricultural  labourer;  but  that  was  work 
which  ought  to  be  done  by  some  Statis- 
tical Department  of  the   Government. 
Then,  might  he  say,  in  the  second  place, 
that  if  they  were  going  in  for  tabulating 
and  systematizing  these  statistics  they 
required  to  have  the  services  of  men 
thoroughly  skilled  in  such  matters.     He 
quite  agreed  also  that  they  ought  to  have 
more  new  facts,  similar  to  those  collected 
in  the  United  States,  than  they  had  at 
present.  He  was  sorry  that  the  hon .  Mem- 
ber, when  he  alluded  in  particular  to  the 
work  being  done  in  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  did  not  give  any  information  as 
to  the  work  those  bureaux  were  doing 
in  those  countries ;    because  it  would 
have    shown    that    this    was    not    at 
all  a  simple  matter,  but,  on   the  con- 
trary, an  exceedingly  difficult  and  com- 
plicated   one.      The    Reports    of    the 
bureaux  were,  of  course,  most  interest- 
ing, but  they  were  also  exceedingly  im- 
perfect.      They    proceeded    also    upon 
wholly  different  lines  in  different  cases. 
For  instance,  the  Reports  of  the  State 
of  Connecticut  stated  quite  frankly  that 
they  could  not  get  at  the  facts,  and  so 
they   collected   opinions.      One  Report 
turned  on  the  whole  relations  between 
capital  and  labour,  and  advised  what 
legislation  the  State  should  undertake. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  :  Does  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  mean  the  whole  Reports  I 


of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  or  only  the 
Report  for  one  year  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  was  un- 
able to  speak  of  all  the  Reports;  he 
was   only  illustrating  one  point.       In 
the  Report  presented  by  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,    again,    the  facts   about 
labour  were  presented  in  a  very  excel- 
lent way,  60  far  as  it  went ;  although, 
even  in  that  Report,  the  statistics  were 
very  imperfect,   and  the    difficulty   of 
getting    anything    like    accurate    facts 
was  admitted.     There  was,  in  fact,  in 
the  different  States  of  America,  great 
variety  in  the  method  of  collecting  the 
facts',  and  in  setting  forth  the  results  ob- 
tained.   In  some  of  the  States  they  tried 
to  collect  the  facts  by  making  applica- 
tions to  employers  and  to  the  employed. 
In  some  cases,  the  answers  were  volun- 
tarily given ;  but,  in  other  cases,  pres- 
sure was  used  to  compel  one  class  or  the 
the  other  to  give  the  information  which 
the  State  required.    Then  there  was  a 
whole  class  of  cases  where  the  inquiries 
were  made,  at   enormous  expense,   by 
special  agents  sent  abdut  the  country, 
without  whom,  it  was  said,  the  State 
would  not  be  able  to  get  the  facts.     In 
his  opinion,  with  that  enormous  variety 
of  examples  before  them,  it  would  be 
wise  that  the  House  should  proceed  ten- 
tatively ;  and  he  believed  the  best  course 
the  House  could  adopt  would  be  to  ap- 
point a  Select  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  investigating  all  these  various  Reports, 
and  considering  the  means  by  which  they 
could  obtain  the  statistics  they  required. 
The  Reports  to  which  he  had  been  al- 
luding were  very  little  known  in  this 
country.     He  doubted  whether  12  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  had  ever  read  any  of 
them ;  and  the  whole  subject  was  such 
that  he  felt  certain  that  it  would  be  wise 
that,  instead  of  trusting  to  a  Depart- 
ment, they  should  inquire,  by  means  of 
a  Committee,   what  would  be  the  best 
way  of  getting  the  labour  statistics  of 
this  country.     He  must  say  here  that  he 
had  been  encouraged  to  hope  that  the 
hon.  Member  for   Northampton  would 
have  agreed  with  his  Amendment,  as  he 
certainly  understood  from  communica- 
tions that  had  passed  between  them. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  there 
was  a  proviso  contained  in  the  communi- 
cation referred  to  that  if  certain  words 
were  withdrawn  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
would  agree  with  the  Amendment ;  but 
those  words  were  not  withdrawn. 
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Mr.  E.   stanhope  said,  be  had 
withdrawn  them,  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  look  at  the  Amendment  he 
would  see  that  it  was  exactly  in  accord- 
ance with  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
agreed  to.     That  being  so,  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  had  op- 
posed the  Select  Committee  which  he 
had  stated  he  desired  to  have.  However 
that  might  be,  he  was  certain  the  House 
did  not  desire  to  proceed  in  the  dark ; 
that  they  would  enter  on  a  new  field  of 
inquiry  with  that  caution  which  charac- 
terized all  their  proceedings  in  England ; 
and  that  they  would  be  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  views  he  had  put  forward,  and 
with  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton also  expressed  his  willingness  to 
accept — that  there  should  be  an  inquiry 
by  a  Select  Committee,  rather  than  to 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  as  at 
present  before  the  House.     The   hon. 
Member  said  that  his  (Mr.  Stanhope's) 
Amendment  would  involve  delay.     He 
did  not  believe  that  it  would.     There 
was  no  reason  why  the  Committee  should 
not  sit  at  once,  or  that  it  should  sit  long. 
The  results  of  its  inquiry  would  be  that 
the  President  of  the  Board  of   Trade 
would  be  armed  with  a  Report  which 
would  enable  him  to  come  down  to  Par-* 
liament  and  ask  for  that  additional  pro- 
vision, in  the  shape  of  money,  which 
would  undoubtedly  be  required  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  object  which 
they  all  desired  to  attain.     Some  hon. 
Members  had  asked  him  why  he  had 
limited  his  proposal  to  the  United  King- 
dom, and  had  not  included  the  Colonies. 
His  only  reason  for  that  was  that  he 
had  been  given  to  understand  that  steps 
had  been  taken  in  this  country  to  obtain 
statistics  relating  to  labour  in  the  Colo- 
nies.     If,    however,    there    was    any 
general  desire  on  the  part  of  the  House 
that  the  Select  Committee  should  also 
inquire   as   to   labour  statistics  in  the 
Colonies,  he  should  be  heartily  glad  to 
accede  to  any  proposal  that  might  be 
made  to  extend  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  that  direction.     He  would  now 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL,  in  seconding 
the  Amendment,  said,  that,  as  repre- 
senting a  considerable  industrial  consti- 
tuency, he  had  listened  with  pleasurable 
surprise  to  the  announcement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed  the  Mo- 
tion (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  he  entirely 


agreed  in  the  object  which  the  Iiqil 
Member  had  immediately  before  him. 
It  was  a  hard  case  that   the  workiaf 
men  of  this  country  should  have  to  c^ 
lect,  as  best  they  miffht,  informatioo  re- 
lating to  the  price  of  labour,  to  the  coc- 
ditions  of  their  occupation,  and  to  the 
circumstances  tinder  which  thej  lived; 
while  the  great  capitalists  had  bektt 
them  the  Reports  of  Goremment  De- 
partments to  guide  them  in  the  course  of 
their  industry.     If  there  was  one  thisf 
which  commended  itself    to   his  mind 
more  than  another  it  was  the  declaratiat 
which  had  been  made  to  the  House  thtt 
individual  endeavour   still    lired.     K« 
hoped  it  would  continue  to  lire  in  tha 
country,  and  that   they  mi^ht  rely  ii 
every  section  of  the  community  upon  ii- 
dividual  enterprize  instead  of  upon  the 
faltering  hand  of  the  State.     When  he 
found  there  was  such  a  difficulty  in  pre- 
paring the  Census,  which  was  only  made 
once  in  10  years  with  the  greateet  can 
and  at  the  greatest  cost,  he  felt  qoiie 
certain  that  if  the  Beport  was  to  be 
made  yearly  or  monthly  there  would  be 
very  great  difficulty  in  giving  the  work- 
ing man  that  reliable  information  for 
his  guidance  to  which  he  was  fully  en- 
titled. Another  difficulty  was  the  prompt 
issue  of  the  Beport ;  for  unless  it  was 
promptly    issued    it  would    confer   do 
benefit.     He   did   not    think    the  hosL 
Member  was  quite  aware  of  the  infor- 
mation which  had  been  already  collected. 
The  subject  was  far  more  complex  thaa 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  imagine^ 
and  that  was  confirmed  by  the  Bepom 
which  had  been  presented  from  Cossals 
abroad,  which  contained  particular!  verr 
carefully  collected  of  g^at  value;  aad 
he  had  been  informed  by  a  friend  of  kii; 
a  Consul  abroad,  that  so  complicated 
were  the  researches  they  had  to  make, 
that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  arnvt* 
at  a  conclusion  of   a  satisfactory  cha- 
racter.    He  sincerely  hoped  that  maaj 
other  occasions  might  arise  when  there 
would  be  full  accord  between  both  side* 
of  the  House  on  the  labour  quesdoa. 
He  confessed  himself  that  he  had  alwati 
felt  from  his  earliest  days  that  the  work- 
ing man  was  entitled  to  as  much  coiui- 
deration  in  the  House  with  renrd  to 
that  labour  which  was  his  capitiu  as  \h* 
wealthiest  man  was  with  regard  to  thit 
financial  fortune  which  was  his  cantai 
and  main  resource.    He  claimed  for  W. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  tie 
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House  that  thoj  had  at  heart  the  in- 
terest of  working  men  as  much  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  Benches ; 
and  therefore  regretted  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  rejected 
the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope). 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  **a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  best  means  of  collecting  and  pub- 
lishine  statistics  as  to  Labour  in  the  United 
Kingaom/* — {Mr.  E,  Sianhope,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  rose  to  explain 
that  he  saw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Horncastle  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  after 
he  had  received  the  letter,  and  he  told 
him  he  was  unable  to  consent  to  the 
alteration.  He  had  received  no  com- 
munication from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man since,  and  he,  therefore,  regarded 
the  matter  as  settled. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  a 
letter  having  been  written  expressing  a 
condition,  when  that  condition  was  ful- 
filled he  had  expected  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  supported  it. 

Mr.  a.  H.  dyke  ACLAND  :  I  should 
hardly  venture  to  detain  the  House  if  I 
did  not  believe  that  I  could  illustrate 
the  importance  of  the  subject  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  from 
a  somewhat  different  point  of  view  from 
that  of  those  hon.  Members  who  have 
already  spoken.  I  take  it  that  the  sub- 
ject includes  both  the  provision  of  addi- 
tional information  on  labour  and  in- 
dustrial matters,  and  the  supplying  of 
information  which  already  exists  in  a 
much  more  available  form  than  we  have 
at  present.  Anyone  who  has  been 
brought  closely  into  contact  with  edu- 
cational work  among  working  men,  as 
it  has  been  my  lot  to  be  in  connection 
with  the  Universities,  must  be  well 
aware  of  the  very  g^eat  importance  of 
this  subject  in  the  minds  of  many  of 
our  leading  working  men.  Everything 
which  may  in  any  way  lead  to  the  pre- 
vention of  strikes  must  be  of  the  greatest 
value.  It  is  the  opinion  of  some  of  the 
beet  Trade  Union   leaders   that  such 


information  as  is  now  demanded  may 
tend  in  this  direction.  Our  Trades 
Unionists  and  working  men  co-operators 
are  interested  in  the  matter,  not  only 
from  the  points  of  view  already  men- 
tioned, but  because  they  have  large 
sums  of  money  at  their  command,  and 
the  latter  group  of  men  especially  are 
constantly  considering  the  question  of 
how  these  sums  of  money  should  be  in- 
vested. It  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  them  that  they  should  have  the  very 
best  information  at  their  command  re- 
lating to  the  condition  of  those  of  their 
own  class  better  off  than  themselves,  in 
order  that  they  may  not  invest  the  many 
thousands  of  pounds  they  possess  in  a 
manner  that  will  bring  ruin  upon  them. 
When  we  hear  that,  in  the  course  of  the 
last  few  weeks,  the  Working  Men  Co- 
operative Societies  in  and  around  Man- 
chester have  invested  £30,000  in  the 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  every  penny 
of  which  is  working  men's  savin gj>, 
saved  by  men  the  bulk  of  whom  do  not 
receive  more  than  d5«.  a- week  wages, 
we  have  some  idea  of  the  importance  of 
the  sum  of  money  they  have  at  their 
command.  Everything  which  assists  the 
intelligent  investment  and  management 
of  the  sums  of  money  which  Working 
Men's  Associations  possess  must  be  of 
real  use  ;  for  the  gieat  Working  Men's 
Associations  are  a  great  protection  and 
bulwark  to  this  country.  We  hear  a 
good  deal  of  talk  about  funds  raised  for 
the  relief  of  the  unemployed ;  but  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  Unionists  and  Co- 
operative Societies  have,  in  the  course  of 
the  past  year,  been  devoting  funds  for 
the  relief  of  the  unemployed  out  of  their 
own  wages  which  exceed  in  bulk  all  the 
funds  raised  within  the  last  month  or 
two  for  the  relief  of  distress  in  all  our 
large  towns  put  together.  The  Unionists 
have  saved  thousands  of  pounds  for  the 
direct  relief  of  the  distressed  and  unem- 
ployed, and  the  co-operators  have  saved 
not  less  than  £1,000,000,  all  of  which 
either  goes  to  the  relief  of  the  present 
distress  or  is  laid  by  for  the  relief  of  their 
families  in  the  future.  The  Government 
may  well  be  asked  to  provide  everything 
which  can  reasonably  be  provided  in  the 
way  of  industrial  and  labour  statistics 
which  may  give  working  men  and  the 
community  generally  more  information 
to  guide  them,  both  for  the  avoidance  of 
labour  disputes,  and  in  connection  with 
the  investment  of  money.    Everything 
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that  tends  in  the  direction  either  of  irre- 
gularity of  labour  or  of  uncertainty  is  a 
curse,  and  is  adding  to  the  depression, 
and  to  the  difficulty  in  which  our  in- 
dustries are  involved.     If  the  informa- 
tion now  demanded  wiD.  give  less  uncer- 
tainty,  will  cause   less  irregularity,   it 
must  do  good  not  only  to  the  working 
classes,  but  to  the  whole  nation.     What 
we  need  is  to  improve  the  knowledge  of 
the  rank  and  file  of  working  men  in  every 
possible  way ;  and  I  think  we  may  feel 
quite  sure  that  all  working  men  leaders 
who  are  worthy  of  the  name  will  con- 
sider this   an   unmitigated   advantage. 
Only  those  who  are  not  worthy  to  be 
leaders  will  look   upon  this  improved 
knowledge  as  in  any  sense  other  than 
an  advantage.    Something  has  been  said 
as  to  the  method  to  be  employed  to  secure 
additional  labour  statistics,  and  as  to  whe- 
ther we  want  facts  or  opinions.  The  pro- 
cess must  be  slow  and  gradual  and  secure. 
I  may  quote  from  a  monthly  publication 
of  one  of  the  best  administered  Trades 
Unions  in  England — that  of   the  Iron 
Founders — to  show  what  working  men 
think  on  the  subject.    The  secretaries 
consider  this  matter  one  of   great  im- 
portance ;  and  they  say  that  a  Statistical 
Bureau  should  not  be  conducted  for  the 
purpose  of  agitating  or  discussing  pro- 
positions for  the  amelioration  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  working  classes,  but  should 
confine  itself  to  the  collection  and  pre- 
sentation of  facts,  and  thus  be  free  from 
any  taint  of  partizanship.     My  friend, 
Professor  Marshall,  one  of  the  ablest  of 
the  younger  generation  of  economists  in 
England,  the  successor  of  the  late  Pro- 
fessor Fawcett,  writes  to  say  that  he  feels 
the  work  a  difficult  one,  which  must  be 
carried  out  by  slow  degrees.     He  points 
out  that  a  few  typical  industries  should 
be  examined,  and  the  figures  subjected 
to  a  very  severe  ordeal.     He  points  out 
the  importance  of  great  care  in  making 
any    statements  —  for   instance,    about 
wages — showing  that  not  only  the  rate 
of  wages  in  each  branch  must  be  given, 
but  also  the  proportion  of  workers  who 
get  each  rate.     And  he  says  that,  in  the 
collection  of  statistics  about  wages,  we 
should  have  to  be  very  careful  to  have 
distinct  columns  showing  '^  over-time" 
and     **  piece-work,"     and     deductions 
through  "  out  of  work."  He  thinks  that 
any  statement  voluntarily  given  either  by 
employer  or  employed  should  be  circu- 
lated in  the  form  of   draft  Beports  in 
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various  districts,  and  that  tliej  shoiili    . 
be  carefully  checked,  from  time  to  time,    I 
by  something  in  the  nature  of  a  public 
Court  of  Inquiry  held  by  the  Kepw- 
sentatives  of  the  Bureau,   who  shoiild.     j 
before  reporters,  hear  evidence  on  both 
sides,  and  carefully  weigh  it.     And  he 
says  that  if  the  work  is  done   in  thb 
careful  way,  so  that  the  Itepresentattvei 
of  the  State  Bureau  can  sum  up  the  eri- 
dence  given  on  both  sides  for  lowering  oc 
raising  any  of  the  figures  in  the  draft 
Beports,  we  should  secure  a  real  additioa 
to  the  knowledge  we  possess  on  thes» 
matters.     He  adds  what  is  most  impcfft- 
ant,  that  the  work  will  be  slow,  partics- 
larly  at  first.     But  a  few   trustwortbj 
figures  are  worth  more  than  an  immense 
mass  of  those  of  which  no  one  can  qult« 
approve.    There  is  one  other  matto'  I 
should  like  to  allude  to — namely,  tb« 
making  much  more   available    to  the 
people  at  large   the    new   informati<m 
which  may  be  obtained,  and  also  that 
which  the  Government   has    provided. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  E 
Stanhope)  said  we  ought  to  make  use  of 
our  existing  materials.      Now,  if  the» 
statistics  are  prepared  especially  in  tli« 
interest  of  the  labouring  clsisses,  and  if 
the  material  we  already  have  is  to  be 
made  use  of,  I  venture  to  say  that  ths 
State  can  do  a  great  deal  more  than  it 
has  hitherto  done  in  the  way  of  making 
such  information  thoroughly  availabV, 
especially  for  working  people ;  and,  ii 
view  of  the  importance  of  labour  ques- 
tions being  approached  in  an  intelHgest 
spirit,  the  State  may  do  much  good  ii 
the  way  of    interesting    the    woikiof 
classes  in  its  publications,  and  ought  to 
make  them  as  cheap  as  possible,  and  as 
easily  obtainable  as  possible.  I  must  sar 
of  the  material  published  at  the  preeat 
time  in  Blue  Books  that  though,  ccn- 
sidering  its  bulk,  it  is  cheap — ^it  is,  never- 
theless, too  expensive  for  woriLing  m«a 
to  purchase.     I  would  venture  to  sar 
that  in  most  of  our  Blue  Books  there  is 
a  kernel  somewhere  to  be  found  vkkli 
might  be  published  at  a  much  cheaper 
rate  than  the  whole  work.    For  instaar*, 
if  we  take  the  Oommission  on  Accidt*ati 
in  Mines,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  and  his  CoUeagusi 
have  published,  we  shall  find  that  it 
has  already  published  a  bulky  volwDt 
for  5«.  8if.,   and    that,    in    all  proW 
bility,  their  Beport  will  be  ooataiaid 
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in  a  volume  of  similar  size  and  price. 
Well,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  Eeport, 
which  must  be  yaluable  to  men  working 
in  mines,  should  be  published  with  a 
pricis  of  the  evidence.  That  could  be 
done  at  a  price  of  ^d,  or  8(^.,  so  as  to 
render  it  available  to  people  who  can 
only  afford  small  sums  when  thej  buy 
books.  So,  again,  the  Housing  of  the 
Poor  Commission  Report,  which  con- 
tained most  valuable  information,  ought 
to  be  published  for  6(/.  In  the  same 
way  the  Technical  Education  Commis- 
sion Beport  is  published  in  five  volumes ; 
but  the  real  pith  of  the  matter  is  at  the 
end  of  the  first  volume,  and  might  have 
been  published,  with  an  analysis  of  what 
is  to  be  found  in  the  other  volimies,  for 
5d,  or  Qd,  Last  year  a  valuable  Eeport 
was  issued  about  Inland  Eevenue,  con- 
taining valuable  information  concerning 
direct  taxation,  that  would  be  extremely 
useful  to  working  men.  These  things, 
also,  in  the  way  I  have  pointed  out,  should 
be  made  purchasable.  Then,  in  many 
of  our  small  towns— aye,  and  in  our  big 
ones  too — it  is  a  difficult  thing  to  know 
how  to  obtain  these  publications.  The 
booksellers  will  not  take  much  trouble 
about  the  matter,  and  many  working 
men  who  would  like  to  get  them  are 
baffled  in  their  efforts  to  do  so.  I  see 
no  reason  at  all  why,  when  working  men 
might  desire  to  purchase  these  publica- 
tions—on the  occasion  of  their  locality 
being  visited  by  a  popular  lecturer,  or  a 
leader  of  their  class,  or  a  political  speaker 
— they  should  not  simply  go  to  the  local 
post  office,  see  a  list  of  the  publications, 
and  say — "  I  desire  a  copy  of  that  for 
l«.  ;  here  is  my  1«.,  and  here  is  2d,  for 
postage,  send  my  name  up  to  London, 
and  let  me  have  the  book  back  by  post." 
Now,  I  hope  it  will  not  be  presumptuous 
to  suggest  a  new  departure  with  a  view 
to  making  really  available  to  the  mass  of 
the  people  a  great  deal  that  is  published 
which  does  not  now  get  much  beyond 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
A  Central  Committee,  or  small  body  of 
officials,  ought  to  have  all  Government 
publications  passed  under  their  eye,  and 
ought  to  settle  which  of  them,  or  which 
parts  of  them,  should  be  made  available 
by  their  cheapness  and  handiness  for 
popular  use.  I  will  venture  to  say  that 
if  that  could  be  done,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Postmaster  General  (Lord  "Wolver- 
ton)  could  see  his  way  to  having  these 
lists  I  have  mentioned  kept  at  the  post 


offices,  it  would  be  an  incalculable  boon 
to  working  men,  especially  to  those  who 
find  a  difficulty  in  getting  the  books, 
which  to  us  in  this  House  are  not  so 
much  things  to  be  desired  and  things 
difficult  to  get  as  they  are  almost  a 
burden.  None'  but  a  young  Member 
of  this  House  would  speak  in  any- 
thing like  enthusiasm  about  the  Blue 
Books,  and  perhaps  even  for  me  the 
period  of  satiation  is  nearer  at  hand  than 
I  may  expect ;  but,  so  far  as  the  people 
outside  this  House  are  concerned,  they 
have  good  reason,  I  think,  to  complain 
that  we  who,  during  a  General  Election, 
are  so  remarkably  attentive  to  them  in 
the  way  of  supplying  them  with  statis- 
tics, when  the  election  is  over  leave  them 
alone  altogether  so  far  as  these  things 
are  concerned.  During  a  General  Elec- 
tion the  voter  receives  from  one  party  a 
carefully-prepared  leaflet,  with  blue  and 
red  columns  on  it,  to  instruct  him  in 
State  finance.  The  facts  and  figures 
thus  presented  he  carefully  studies,  and 
when  he  has  learnt  them  confidently 
believes  he  has  mastered  the.  principles 
of  finance.  A  few  days  afterwards  he 
receives  another  leaflet;  the  columns 
that  were  red  are  now,  perhaps,  blue; 
some  columns  are  longer,  some  shorter. 
His  mind  becomes  a  blank  on  the  sub- 
ject. Then  the  figures  he  receives  to-day 
will  not  apply  to-morrow  or  next  month ; 
and  as  his  education  is  neglected  for  a 
space,  he  must  have  an  erroneous  and 
confused  idea  of  the  principles  he  be- 
lieved at  one  time  he  had  mastered. 
When  another  General  Election  occurs, 
and  he  is  inundated  once  more  with 
information  for  which  he  has  been  in 
no  way  prepared,  confusion  becomes 
worse  confounded.  If  he  can  feel  that 
the  State  is  doing  all  it  can  to  en- 
courage him  to  inform  himself  on  these 
subjects,  to  enable  him  to  procure  these 
Blue  Books  which  contain,  I  venture  to 
say,  much  of  the  best  of  the  thoughts  of 
our  statesmen  on  both  sides  of  politics — 
much  more  valuable  material  than  is 
contained  in  many  speeches  delivered  on 
Party  platforms — he  will  feel  that  we 
are  trying  to  deal  with  the  valuable 
work  of  adult  education,  which  is  a  work 
which  ought  more  and  more  to  occupy 
our  attention.  Of  course.  Blue  Books  will, 
never  become  popular  reading ;  but  what 
is  sought  is  not  to  popularize  this  infor- 
mation, but  to  put  it  more  and  more  at 
the  disposal  of  the  hard-headed  working 
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men  who  are  to  be  found  all  over  the 
country — men  of  hard  heads,  with  bodies 
that  will  never  wear  frock-coats,  but  who 
are  just  as  well  fitted  to  understand 
Blue  Books  as  any  of  us  here.  This  is 
important,  because  the  intelligent  use 
of  their  capital  by  working  men,  and 
the  method  of  approaching  all  labour 
questions,  are  matters  which,  in  a  coun- 
try like  this,  become  of  greater  and 
greater  importance.  There  are  many 
matters  which  have  been  brought  before 
our  constituents  which  we  hope  in  the 
future  will  do  much  to  improye  this 
country.  But  we  cannot  legislate  the 
poor  into  prosperity.  We  can  open 
up  to  them  many  opportunities  now 
denied  them,  and  that  we  are  engaged 
in  doing,  or  are  hoping  to  do,  in 
various  ways.  We  can  free  their  paths 
from  many  jobstacles  that  now  stand  in 
their  way  ;  but,  after  all,  the  intelligence 
of  the  people  who,  when  the  obstacles 
aro  remoyed,  will  make  use  of  the  op- 
portunities afforded  them  is  the  yital 
matter.  Eyerything  that  can  be  done 
by  the  State  to  advance  this  adult  edu- 
cation by  means  of  statistical  informa- 
tion slowly  and  carefully  obtained,  and 
in  rendering  the  information  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Government  more  avail- 
able to  the  working  classes  in  the  f  utiire 
than  it  has  been  in  the  past,  will  be  a 
matter  by  which  the  people  will  be 
benefited,  and  by  which  any  Govern- 
ment who  will  attend  to  the  question 
properly  will  deserve  the  gratitude  of 
the  country.  The  matter  is  one  which  I 
hope  will  receive  the  serious  attention 
for  many  years  to  come  of  both  this  and 
future  Governments. 

The  president  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mtjndblla)  :  I  think 
every  Member  of  the  House  must  feel 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  done  an  excellent 
service  in  bringing  this  question  under 
the  notice  of  the  House,  and  amongst 
other  circumstances  of  that  good  service 
in  having  elicited  so  excellent  a  maiden 
speech  from  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down.  The  hon.  Member  bases 
his  Motion  upon  publications  of  the 
American  Bureau  of  Statistics  of  Labour. 
He  is  quite  right  in  his  historical  ac- 
count of  the  origin  of  the  American 
Bureau  in  1869,  and  it  is  a  fact  that  14 
or  15  other  States  are  now  following 
the  example  of  Massachusetts  and  pub- 
lishing annual  Reports  of  the  same  nature. 
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But  when  the  hon.  Member  exhariedos 
not  to  be  behind  America  in  the  publi- 
cation of  statistics,  without  detractisf 
from  the  merits  of  those  Boreaiix,  1 
may  say  that  we  are,  in  fact,  a  veiy  Ion? 
way  in  advance  of  America  in  regard  d 
the  real  objects  for  which  tlie  Bamui 
were  established.  I  was  in  Boston  it 
1870,  immediately  after  tlie  Bureau  vi^ 
opened  there,  audi  had  the  honour (f 
being  consulted  several  times  by  it* 
founder,  Mr.  Wendell  Phillips  (whoto^H 
great  interest  in  the  labour  question'  u 
to  how  it  could  be  turned  to  the  be£ 
account.  The  real  fact  was  that  ererj- 
one  interested  in  the  question  of  indoi- 
trial  employment,  especially  in  Mt&- 
sachusetts,  was  aghast  at  the  conditin 
of  the  labouring  community,  the  totii 
neglect  of  their  education,  and  of  pre> 
cautionary  legislation  in  respect  to  the 
protection  of  infants,  with  respect  to  tic- 
fencing  of  machinery,  with  respect  tu 
mines,  and  all  that  legislation  in  the  is- 
terest  of  the  working  classes,  which  ve 
in  this  country  had  been  forwarding  fur 
30  or  40  years  before,  and  which  ve 
had  brought  to  a  higher  state  of  per- 
fection than  any  other  country  in  tb*' 
world.  I  cannot  do  better,  if  the  Hooie 
will  allow  me,  than  give  two  or  threr 
illustrations.  I  will  take  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Massachusetts  Bureau  of 
1874,  in  which  there  are  very  few  sta- 
tistics, but  a  great  many  facta  as  to 
education,  the  employment  of  children, 
sanitation,  and  the  general  conditioii  vf 
labour  in  Massachusetts.  We  will  take 
them  in  the  order  in  which  they  stand- 
first,  as  to  education.  I  find  it  here  set 
forth— 

**  One  of  the  objects  of  Uiis  Bmeaa  k  V 
gather  Btatistict  relating  to  the  edncatiaft  «i 
children  employed  in  manttfactamng  n^ 
mechanical  establishmenti  in  HaaBachntetti.*' 

They  say — 

«  From  what  we  hare  been  able  to  leara,  tht 
law  in  relation  to  the  employment  of  chikim 
neither  is,  nor  can  be,  ^<»oed.  ShooU  t^ 
managers  of  mills  co-onerate  heartily  with  tht 
officers  of  the  cities  and  towns,  or  of  the  State, 
the  law  could  not  well  be  enforced.  Th«  testi- 
mony of  the  school  boards  in  some  of  the  nss^- 
f  acturing  places  is,  that  often  as  roa^  diftcsltT 
arises  from  parents  as  from    mill-owsfa  tai 


managers 


.»» 


And  they  go  on  to  say — 

''  There  should  be,  and  probablT  then  » 
some  way  to  enforce  the  principle  w^iuoh  lb*- 
sachusetts  belieTes  to  be  her  system  of  tjiluoitwa 
schooling  for  all  daaset;  bnt^  m  yet,  so  te« 
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mill  children  are  ooncemed,  not  only  our  law 
but  our  system,  in  a  large  degree,  is  a  dead 
letter." 

So  much  for  education.  I  could  get  50 
quotations  from  the  book  as  to  the  em- 
ployment of  children.     Here  I  find — 

"No  children  employed  here  unless  they 
have  the  necessary  legal  schooling.*' 

In  regard  to  another  factory  I  find — 

"  Mills  in  very  good  condition  and  well  con- 
ducted. Several  very  small  children  at  work, 
some  only  seven  years  old,  both  girls  and  boys.'' 

That  relates  to  the  ages  of  the  children 
— and  numerous  similar  extracts  could 
be  given  if  it  were  necessary.  Then,  as 
to  sanitation  and  the  protection  and 
fencing  of  machinery,  I  find  such  state- 
ments as  these —  . 

^'  Rooms  low-studded,  badly  ventilated,  and 
carding  and  weaving  rooms  very  dark.*' 

* *■  Gears  overhead  low  and  unprotected.  Some 
of  the  main  belts  come  through  the  floor  en- 
tirely unprotected,  and  are  dangerous.  Privies 
in  spinning  room  in  a  filthy  conaition  ;  floor  wet 
and  soaking  with  filth  ;  can  smell  it  all  through 
the  miU." 

In  fact,  the  object  of  this  Bureau  was, 
in  the  first  instance,  not  so  much  to 
draw  up  statistics  with  regard  to  wages 
from  year  to  year,  as  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes  gene- 
rally, and  also  as  to  the  ages  of  children 
employed,  and  the  want  of  sanitation 
under  which  their  labour  was  carried 
on.  It  was  a  sort  of  standing  Com- 
mission to  do  the  work  which  was  very 
largely  done  in  England  by  the  Factory 
and  Workshop,  Education,  Mines  Hegu- 
lation,  Merchant  Shipping,  and  other 
Acts,  and  all  the  legislation  undertaken 
for  the  last  50  years  in  this  country  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  classes.  The 
effect  has  been  excellent  on  the  condi- 
tion of  the  working  classes  in  the  United 
States.  The  example  of  Massachusetts 
has  been  followed  by  the  principal 
States ;  and  at  this  moment  there  are 
14  other  States  publishing  their  sta- 
tistics annually,  and  the  effect  has  been 
excellent  so  far  as  its  influence  on  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes  of  the 
United  States  is  concerned.  But  I  wish 
the  House  to  understand  that  it  is  a 
much  easier  thing  to  publish  statistics 
separately  for  each  State  in  America, 
where  the  largest  number  of  persons 
employed  in  any  single  State  up  to  the 
present  is  about  200,000,  than  to  pub- 
lish statistics  annually  dealing  with  the 
whole  of  the  labouring  classes  in  this 


country,  whocte  numbers  amount,  it  is 
calculated,  to  something  like  13,000,000. 
Now,  I  do  not  say  that  what  has  been 
done  in  the  United  States  can  be  said  to 
form  a  precise  guide  and  model  for  us  to 
adopt.  With  regard  to  the  Motion,  I 
may  say  the  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  there  would  be  a  great  advantage 
in  providing  such  a  Department  as  that 
now  proposed.  We  have  at  our  com- 
mand the  means  of  furnishing  annually 
a  complete  set  of  labour  statistics,  which 
ought  to  be  not  only  as  good  as  can  be 
procured  by  other  countries,  but  the  very 
beet  information  the  world  can  show.  I 
do  not  agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  on  one  point.  I  do  not  think 
the  statistics  should  be  confined  en- 
tirely to  the  movement,  remuneration, 
and  distribution  of  labour.  [Mr.  E. 
Stanhope:  I  did  not  say  that.]  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  they  should  be  confined 
entirely  to  the  movement,  remunera- 
tion, and  distribution  of  labour.  [Mr. 
E.  Stanhope  :  But  I  did  not.]  There 
are  a  nimiber  of  other  questions  having 
a  most  important  bearing  on  the 
social  condition  of  the  working  classes 
which  might  be  very  useful  to  us,  and 
which  might  be  very  well  dealt  with, 
such  as  comparisons  with  ourselves 
from  year  to  year,  and  comparisons  with 
foreign  countries  as  to  the  commodities 
of  those  countries,  the  cost  of  food,  and 
the  amount  of  taxation  bearing  on 
the  labouring  classes  in  them.  There 
are  many  facts  bearing  on  the  daily 
life  of  the  working  classes  which 
might  very  well  be  brought  within  the 
scope  and  compass  of  such  a  volume  as 
I  suggest.  My  hon.  Friend  the'Member 
for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  has  shown  the 
advantage  these  statistics  would  have 
in  their  bearings  on  arbitration  and  the 
prevention  of  strikes.  I  am  glad  to 
think  that  the  relations  between  capital 
and  labour  in  this  country  are  steadily 
growing  better  and  more  harmonious 
year  by  year.  It  is  impossible  to  look 
back,  as  some  of  us  can,  30  or  40  years 
and  consider  what  were  the  relations  be- 
tween capital  and  labour  then  and  what 
they  are  to-day,  and  not  see  that  there  is 
a  complete  revolution  in  that  respect — in 
the  harmony  that  exists  between  the 
employers  and  employed.  It  has  been 
said  throughout  this  debate  that  there 
is  great  difiiculty  on  the  part  of  work- 
men in  obtaining  statistics  suitable  for 
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their  own  trades.  I  would  state  to  the 
House  that  the  statistics  which  are  pub- 
lished by  the  Trade  Societies  in  this 
country  are  for  value,  completeness,  and 
accuracy  unriTalled.  There  is  nothing 
to  compare  with  them  in  any  other 
country  in  the  world.  There  is  scarcely 
any  Trade  Society  in  the  country  that 
does  not  publish  a  monthly  statement 
and  an  annual  Beport ;  and  the  minute 
accuracy  of  these  Keports  and  the  won- 
derful detail  into  which  they  enter,  and 
the  facts  they  give  to  those  who  are 
interested  in  them,  are  really  surprising. 
Very  few  Members  of  this  House,  I  am 
afraid,  are  acquainted  with  the  extent 
to  which  these  Societies  are  known 
throughout  the  world.  Take  the  Amal- 
gamated Society  of  Engineers.  It  has, 
I  think,  something  like  50,681  members 
on  its  books.  It  has  430  branches,  307 
of  which  are  in  England,  42  in  Scotland; 
14  in  Ireland,  10  in  Australia,  3  in  New 
Zealand,  2  in  Queensland,  7  in  Canada, 
1  in  Malta,  1  in  Bombay,  42  in  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  1  in 
France.  The  Society  gives  a  monthly 
account  of  the  state  of  trade  in  every 
place  in  which  it  hets  a  branch.  It  gives 
the  condition  of  trade,  the  number  of 
days  the  trade  is  working,  and  it  is 
surprising  the  accuracy  and  fulness 
with  which  all  the  details  relating  to 
engineers  are  given  in  that  Beport.  I 
believe  that  in  1884  the  outlay  of  the 
Society  was  JB 1 72, 84 1 .  A  reference  was 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eotherham  (Mr.  A.  H.  D. 
Acland)  to  the  amounts  given  in  chari- 
table subscriptions  to  the  relief  of  the 
working  classes.  Let  me  point  out  to 
the  House  the  amount  that  was  ex- 
pended in  the  way  of  self-help  by  this 
Amalgamated  Society  of  Engineers  in 
1883.  Under  the  head  '*  Donations, 
contingent,  sending  members  to  situa- 
tions, and  beds  to  non-free  members/' 
the  amount  expended  was  £62,310; 
under  the  head  ''Sick  benefit,  stewards, 
and  medical  certificates/'  £29,074;  ''Su- 
perannuation," £30,519;  "Funerals," 
£8,253;  "Accidents,"  £2,100;  "Grants 
to  the  Benevolent  Fund,"  £3,297; 
"  Grants  to  our  own  and  other  trades, 
loss  of  tools  by  fire,  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees, and  insurance,"  £20,579.  That 
Society  distributed  amongst  its  members, 
in  1878,  in  a  time  of  exceptional  dis- 
tress, nearly  £250,000.  That,  therefore, 
shows  that  there  is  no  lack  of  statistical 
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ability  on   the    part    of    the   woAiag 
classes.  Nothing  surprised  me  00  mnek 
when  I  was  engaged  in  bringing  be- 
fore the    House    in    1872,    1873,  and 
1 874  the  case  of  the  factory  opa«tiTa 
for  a  reduction  of  the  hours  of  labonr, 
as  the  wonderful  statistics  (xmcerun^ 
the  hours  of  labour,  and  all  the  artidtif 
of  production  and  other  facta  of  intereit. 
which  they  placed  before  me.   I  beli«v9 
I  could,  at  this  moment,  obtain  as  good 
statistics  from  the  operative  cotton  8pt&> 
ners  and  weavers  of  Liancashire,  aac 
from  the  weavers  of  Yorkshire — as  goo£ 
and  as  rapid  statistics  as  I  could  obtaic 
in  a  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
We  need  not,  I  really  think,  in  this 
matter  trouble  the  House  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee.    If    any   advantagv 
were  to  be  gained  by  it,  I  would  rap- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  right  boa. 
Qentleman ;  but  when  I  come  to  inquire 
in  the  Department  as  to  what  could  be 
done  and  what  ought  to  be  done,  as  to 
what  information  we  could  ^ve,  I  was 
told  that  there  had  already  been  a  De- 
partmental Committee,    on    which  th'' 
Treasury  and  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
sat  for  some  time  and  examined  iato 
statistics.    A  Beport  was  made,  and  ^ 
Committee  had  agreed,  two  years  ago» 
that  some  statistics  of  this   character 
ought  to  be  published — that  they  would 
be  found    embedded    in   Blue    Books. 
and  scattered  throughout  thousands  oi 
volumes,  never  yet  collected  and  collated, 
and  that  all  that  was  needed  was  the 
necessary  staff  of  assistants  to  enable  as 
to  make  an  excellent  collection  of  statis- 
tics.    This  is  an  extract  from  the  Be- 
port made  in  1883  by  the  De|>artmental 
Committee,  on  which  the  Treasury,  aad 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Coatoait 
were  represented — 

"  We  reoommend  that,  in   gi  — 
miscellaneous  statistics  of  the  UnHed 
the  Commercial  Department  of  the 
Trade,  or  a  Central   StatistioU   De 
should  substitute  a  volume  to  be  called  br 
such  title  as  The  MiseetUneout  $tmti»ti€9  0/ 
such  volume  or  part  to  include  sooh  parti 
as  to  home  consumption  of  British  and 
produce  and  manufactures,  and  aa  to 
wages,  freights,  and  other  trade  topics  aa  baj 
be  judged  expedient  from  time  to  tijiie/* 

Now,  Sir,  with  that  Beport  before  as.  I 
can  hardly  see  why  we  need  to  appowt 
a  Committee  to  inquire  farther.  If  w 
did,  it  would  inevitably  inrolTe  a  eoa- 
siderable  loss  of  time,  and  the  Cq«* 
I  mittee  would  be  at  a  loss  what  reowdj  ti» 
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prescribe.    I  very  much  doubt  whether 
any  Committee  could  either  lay  down 
precisely  what  ought  to  be  the  remedy, 
or  prescribe  the  limits  up  to  which  such 
an  annual  review  should  go.  That  must 
depend  very  much  upon  the  material  at 
our  command.   Now,  if  we  can  agree  to 
the  production  of  such  a  volume  ets  I 
hope  we  shall  agree  upon  to-night,  I 
should  like  it  to  do  more  than  provide 
merely  labour  statistics  and  prices.    We 
ought  to  give  prominence  to  Oolonial 
statistics — we  ought  to  point  out  to  the 
vast  masses  of  our  population  the  best 
fields  for  emigration.     I  may  here  say 
that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  has  entered 
into  the  project  most  warmly,  and  that 
we  are  of  opinion  that  we  ought  to  utilize 
our  Diplomatic  Consular  Services  in  this 
matter  much  more  effectually  than  we 
hare  hitherto  done.    Earl  Granville,  at 
the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Holyoake,  15  or 
20  years  ago,  obtained  some  excellent 
Diplomatic  Eetums  as  to  foreign  trade, 
which  were  supplied  from  time  to  time. 
Thay  were  acceptable,  not  only  to  the 
wording  classes,  but  toag^eatmany  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  They  were  issued 
not   periodically,  but  at  intervals,  just 
as  tshey  came  to  hand.    There  was  no 
kind  of  order  or  plan  about  them.     To 
get  anything  like  statistics  from  these  Be- 
turns  and  from  the  ordinary  Blue  Books 
would  baffle  even  the  most  unwearied 
Member  of  this  House.     The  three-year 
limit  for  the  production  of  these  ^Heturns 
would  be  altogether  unsuitable.    What 
we  want  is  to  give  not  only  statistics  of 
hours  of  labour,  kinds  of  production,  fields 
for  emigration,  and  information  we  can 
obtain  from  the  Diplomatic  and  Consu- 
lar Services,  but  we  want  to  get  some 
of  the  wonderful  results  of  individual  and 
co-operative  effort  amongst  the  working 
classes  of  the  country.     I  received  a 
deputation  a  few  days  ago,  in  which 
the  operatives  of  Lancashire  were  re- 
presented.    One  or  two  of  the  represen- 
tatives spoke  of  the  wholesale  trading  in 
Manchester.  The  working  men  in  Man- 
chester, in  the  wholesale  Co-operative 
Stores,  turn  over — that  is  to  say,  sell  and 
distribute  ~  something  like  £5,000,000 
in  value  every  year  in  the  Co-operative 
Stores  alone.     Their  co-operative  bank- 
ing last  year  amounted  to  £16,000,000  ; 
and,  within  a  radius  of  20  or  30  miles 
of  Manchester,  more  than  £20,000,000 
were  turned  over  by  the  Go-operative 
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Stores.  Surely,  this  experiment,  not 
only  in  distribution,  but  industrial  co- 
operation, should  be  brought  out  in  the 
volume.  It  is  most  important  that  the 
good  work  doing  in  a  particular  locality 
should  come  to  the  knoxi  ledge  of  work- 
ing men  generally— that  it  should  be 
held  up  as  an  example  to  the  industrial 
community.  Take  the  case  of  Building 
Societies ;  take  the  case  we  saw  stated 
in  The  Timet  this  morning — that  the 
children  in  Manchester  contributed  last 
year  to  the  Penny  Banks  in  Manchester 
more  than  £25,000.  All  these  facts 
ought  to  be  gathered  together,  and  put  in 
as  cheap  and  simple  and  comprehensive 
a  form  as  possible,  so  that  they  can  be 
circulated  through  every  Club  and 
Mechanics'  Institution  and  Free  Library 
in  the  country.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  said 
to  the  House  that  this  will  not  be  a 
very  easy  task;  but  what  should  we 
do  in  the  first  instance  ?  I  agree 
that  we  had  better  not  be  too  ambi- 
tious— that  what  we  do  we  should 
do  well.  We  had  better  have  fewer 
statistics,  and  have  them  sound  and 
correct,  than  a  great,  bulky  volume. 
What  we  can  do — or  what  we  think  we 
can  do — is  this.  We  can  gather  up  the 
statistics  of  the  last  50  years,  and  get 
together  in  one  volume  something  like 
an  historical  statement  of  comparison 
of  the  facts  affecting  labour,  wages,  and 
prices  which  are  to  be  found  in  the  Blue 
Books.  [An  hon.  Member:  Agpricnl- 
tural  labour  also.]  An  hon.  Member 
says  of  agricultural  labour.  Well, 
agricultural  labour  should  be  shown  in 
the  Eetum  just  as  much  as  industrial 
labotir.  There  ought  to  be  no  difference 
in  the  matter.  It  would  be  an  exceed- 
ingly interesting  thing  to  have  put 
before  us  such  statistical  evidence  as  we 
have  in  the  Library  of  this  House  in 
the  Beports  and  proceedings  of  Hoyal 
Commissioners  and  other  authorities 
during  the  past  50  years.  Then,  as  I 
say,  the  House  must  bear  in  mind  the 
nature  of  the  work  to  be  done.  There 
are,  as  I  have  already  pointed  out, 
about  13,000,000  men,  women,  and 
children  earning  wages  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  number  of  industries 
to  be  dealt  with  is  not  less  than  3,000. 
Well,  all  this  cannot  be  accomplished 
at  once.  It  must  be  of  growth.  For 
one  thing,  the  next  Census  should  be  an 
Industrial  Census,  a  thing  which  has 
not  hitherto  been  properly  carried  out, 
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It  is  quite  possible  that  when  we  haye 
made   our   experiment,  and  published 
two  or  three  volumes,  that  then  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed.    A  Com- 
mittee would  be  useful  then  to  consider 
whether  we  had  published  too  much  or 
too  little,  and  to  point  out,  if  neccessary, 
what  we  had  to  amend,  and  how  we 
were  to  do  it.     We  should  then,  pro- 
bably, know  whether  or  not  we  had  made 
a  proper  digest;    but  it  does  seem  to 
us  that  the  right  thing  to  do  now  is  at 
once  to  appoint  this  staff,  and  set  them 
on  the  work,  because,  if  anything    is 
to  be  brought  out  in  1887,  it  is  not  a 
moment  too  soon  to  commence  now,  in 
order  to   have   correct    and   tabulated 
statistics.      I    have     applied     to     the 
Treasury,  and  while  I  am  as  reluctant 
as  any  Member  of  this  House  to  incur 
any  additional  expense— for  I   believe 
not  only  the  state   of  trade,  but  our 
finances,  require    that    we    should    be 
economical     in    all   respects,    and,    in 
the  publication    of    Beturns  amongst 
other  things,  I  think  with  other  Mem- 
bers of  this   House  there  has  been  a 
great  waste  in  the  past — I  think  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  from  the  point  of 
view  of   the  Treasury  in  getting  this 
work  done.    I  think  that  with  a  staff 
that  would  cost  no  more  than  £1,000 
a-year,  we  could   produce   the  results 
that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
has  asked  for.  We  are  prepared  at  once 
to  undertake  the  work.      I  trust   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  not 
wish  us  to   go  to  a  division   on    the 
question,  because  we  feel  in  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  the  right  thing  is  rather 
to  make  a  beginning,  and  deal  with  the 
material  that  we  have,  than  to  wait  for 
further  inquiry.     Our  difficulty  in  the 
first  instance  will  be  rather   that   we 
have  too  much  than  too  little  material ; 
but  I  think  that  if  the  matter  is  left  to 
the  statisticians  at  the  head  of  the  De- 
partments, they  will  be  able  to  produce, 
early  next  year,  such  a  volume  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  would 
approve  of.    I  should  like  to  say  one 
word  more — and  I  am  sorry  at  this  hour 
to  do  so — on  the  urgency  and  import- 
ance of  our  doing  all  we  can  to  eluci- 
date this  great  question.    It  must  never 
be  forgotten    how    important    to    the 
settlement  of  the  labour  question  is  the 
consideration  of  the  proportion  of  popu- 
lation to  employment  and  production  in 
this  country.    We  must  not  limit  our- 
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selves  too  much  to  industrial  ceatitt. 
At  the  beginning  of  this  centmjt  Grec 
Britain  had  a  population  of  sometiiin; 
like   10,500,000.     What  has  happeoe^ 
during  the  past  85  yeais  is  somediisf 
that  is  unparalleled  in  the  histoiyof  tk 
world.     We  have  increased  ourpopilt- 
tion  threefold  in  85  years.    Oar  pollu- 
tion is  no  w  from  3 1 ,  500, 000  to  32,000.0 
At  the  beginning  of  the  century,  tkn 
were  something  like  4,000,000  of  vi|? 
earners  in   the  country ;   2,000,000  c 
these,  or  a  half,  were  employed  in  igri- 
culture,  and  the  other  half  in  indostrx 
employment.     What  is  the  case  not  ^ 
Why,   instead  of  half  being  emploje^ 
in  agriculture,  only  one-eighth  or  oi»- 
seventh  are  so  employed,  and  sersi- 
eighths  are  now  employed  in  indostri 
occupations.      But  we  must  not  £orgt: 
another  fact — namely,    that  whilat  r 
have  increased  the  population  emplojtc 
in  industrial  pursuits  from  2,000,000  t' 
something  like  8,000,000,  the  ^toh> 
tive  capacity   of  every  indiridoal  hi 
multiplied  something  like  threefold.  I 
know  industries  myself  in  wbidi  4> 
years  ago  a  single  individual  was  oclj 
producing  the    l-20th  part  of  wha:  i 
man  or  woman  can  now  produce.  W^ 
it  is  a  very  grave  question  to  this  ooio* 
try   whether  we  can  go  on  inoretsui^ 
the  production  of  manufactures,  sioip^J 
making  ourselves  one  vast  workshop.  t<' 
an  unlimited  extent  and  for  erer.  I^ 
is  an  enormous  question  whether  «^ 
can  go  on  employing  this  vast  increisii^ 
population   at   the  same  rate  that  ^' 
have  been  employing  them  during  ^ 
past  85  years.     It  is  something  to  con- 
sider that,  80  years  hence,  the  popuii- 
tion  of  these  Islands,  instead  ot  beins 
32,000,000,  may  be  from  100,000,0001- 
110,000,000.    That   is    something  ve 
hardly  like  to  contemplate.    The  popn* 
lation  would  undoubtedly  be  aomewh*^ 
too  thick  on  the  ground  ;  and  it  most  b 
remembered  that  whilst  we  have  b--^^ 
increasing  our  population  at  this  itt«^ 
our  towns  have  been  extending,  W"^ 
railways,  and  houses,  and  parks  hi« 
been   subtracted  from  the  area  of  ^* 
land,  that  we  cannot  increase  our  tfm- 
tory  one  inch ;  and  that,  after  all,  Ed^* 
lishmen  have  to  look  not  only  ^  *'^^ 
very  small  area  that  they  have  in  cult 
vation  at  home,  and  to  those  vast  in<i**- 
tries  which  have  brought  us  to  this  hhe^ 
state  of  prosperity,  but  to  that  Gw»w 
Britaiui  our  vast  Ooloniesi  to  infl»** 
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These,  I  think,  were  about  the  last  sta- 
tistics on  the  subject  of  agricultural 
labour  that  we  have  had ;  but  although 
they  have  been  useful  to  me  in  my 
study  of  the  question,  I  tell  you  that  a 
more  barren  waste  of  time,  so  far  as  re- 
lates to  the  position  of  the  working 
classes  and  the  wages  they  earn,  than  the 
study  of  public  documents  in  England 
cannot  be  conceived.  Now,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella)  wishes 
us  to  approach  this  eubject  in  the  way  in 
which  the  Americans  approach  it.  Sir, 
I  beg  to  say  that  the  statistics  referred 
to — those  of  the  States  of  Massachusetts 
and  Illinois — are  of  enormous  value  to 
the  people  of  America,  and  they  woidd 
also  be  to  the  people  of  England.  One 
of  the  effects  of  reading  them  would  be 
to  disabuse  Englishmen's  minds  of  the 
idea  that  it  would  be  better  for  them  if 
they  went  to  a  land  of  Protection.  I  know 
of  nothing  more  deplorable  than  the  de- 
scription given  in  the  statistics  of  Illinois 
of  the  filthy  and  miserable  dens  in  which 
the  people  of  the  great  city  of  Chicago 
live,  the  prices  they  have  to  pay,  and 
the  burdens  put  upon  them.  I  think, 
if  people  in  this  country  had  the  means 
of  knowing  what  is  done  in  foreign 
countries,  that  they  would  think  twice 
or  thrice  before  they  changed  their  con- 
dition in  this  country  for  a  life  in  Ame- 
rica or  elsewhere.  I  have  studied  the 
condition  of  labour  in  America.  I  have 
been  on  the  spot,  and  have  given  to  the 
question  the  greatest  care  I  could  bestow 
upon  it,  and  I  am  certain  that  the  in- 
formation which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  demanded  would 
be  of  the  greatest  value.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Horn- 
castle  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  thinks  that 
this  question  should  be  investigated  by 
a  Select  Committee.  I  know,  Sir,  from 
my  small  experience  in  this  House,  what 
a  reference  to  a  Select  Committee  means. 
It  means  burking  the  question.  ["  No, 
no  !  "]  Oh,  yes,  it  does.  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  of  a  single  frag- 
ment of  good  that  the  bulky  volumes 
containing  the  Beports  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Agriculture  have  done  to 
agriculture  ?  I  say  that  in  questions  of 
this  nature  a  Select  Committee  is  sheer 
waste  of  time  and  money.  The  fact  is 
that  persons  are  appointed  as  Members 
of  Select  Committees  who  know  nothing 
about  the  subject  to  be  inquired  into — 
a  Select  Committee  is  generally  com- 
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posed  of  people  who  want  to  get  npoc 
it,  who  want  to  be  enlightened,  ind 
who  want,  perhaps,  to  make  elabonif! 
speeches — such  as  my  right  hon.  Frieni 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Mundella)  has  made  to- night  Br 
I  repeat  that  scarcely  anything  of  good 
has  ever  come  from  the  costly  inqoirj 
upon  agriculture.  If  the  light  hoc 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  will  examine  the  Massadio- 
setts  Beports,  he  will  find  there  oct 
piece  of  information  that  is  veiy  ii- 
structive— namely,  that  the  cotton  in- 
dustry does  not  pay  better  wages  tlur 
the  people  of  Lancashire  are  earning, 
and  that  the  people  engaged  in  it  iurf 
to  pay  50  per  cent  more  than  we  di* 
for  the  necessaries  of  life.  If  the  riglt 
hon.  Gentleman  will  take  the  matte 
into  consideration,  and  refer  to  tLe 
Massachusetts  statistics,  he  will  see  thi: 
the  information  desired  can  be  vm 
speedily  obtained.  Whether  the  stai 
of  the  Department  is  bo  overworked  tht: 
it  cannot  do  this  upon  the  large  sum 
which  it  receives  every  year,  I  will  leave 
to  the  House  to  determine ;  but  I  saj 
that  the  task  is  easy,  and  the  machineij 
ready,  and  that  if  we  can  get  the  infor- 
mation we  require  in  the  form  described, 
it  will  be  far  more  valuable  than  it  would 
be  if  it  were  published  in  a  Blue  Book. 
An  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  speaking  of 
the  difficulty  of  getting  information, 
asked  what  became  of  the  Blue  Books. 
They  are,  when  not  sent  to  Working 
Men's  Clubs,  devoted  to  the  uses  of 
waste  paper.  I  can  assure  the  Koose 
that  the  pains  I  have  taken  to  get 
information  in  this  House  about  laboor 
have  been  intense  and  constantly  nae- 
less.  We  have  no  information  on  the 
subject,  and  we  want  to  have  rt,  be- 
cause in  the  knowledge  we  ask  for  i« 
bound  up  the  progress  of  the  working 
men  themselves,  and  also  the  fatnrt 
commercial  condition  of  the  country.  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ICeo* 
ber  for  Horncastle  will  not  imagine  that, 
when  I  speak  contemptuously  of  S^ect 
Committees,  I  think  he  is  desirvms  of 
postponing  information  on  the  subject. 
The  character  of  the  right  hon.  Geatl<^ 
man  renders  that  impossible.  Finallj, 
what  is  wanted  can,  I  believe,  be  dosf 
with  the  greatest  ease.  I  am  oerlaii 
that  it  can  be  done  with  the  greats: 
possible  advantage,  and  I  am  also  c<r^ 
tain  that  if  you  carry  out  the  propoul 
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the  prosperity  of  our  people.  I  hope 
the  House  will  consent  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member;  and  I  believe  that 
whatever  we  do  to  enlighten  and  guide 
such  a  vast  working  population  as  ours, 
will  contribute  much  not  only  to  putting 
a  stop  to  strife  amongst  us,  but  to  in- 
creasing our  prosperity  and  helping  to 
maintain  the  unity  and  integrity  of  the 
Empire. 

Mr.  hartley  :  I  should  like  to  say 
one  word  on  this  subject,  because  it  is  a 
matter  on  which  it  is  gratifying  to  feel 
that  most  of  us  are  in  full  agreement 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh).  I  have  for  many 
years  taken  a  great  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject of  labour  statistics,  and  I  believe  it 
is  very  important  indeed  that  the  country 
should  possfss  full  and  accurate  details 
of  those  statistics.  It  is  for  the  very 
reason  that  I  think  it  so  important 
that  we  should  have  them,  that  I 
think  the  House  should  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Horncastle  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope).  What  would  be  the  effect, 
really  and  practically,  of  our  carrying 
the  Kesolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  ?  We  should  simply  pass 
an  abstract  Eesolution  which  would  be 
carried  out  or  not  according  to  the  will 
or  wish  of  certain  Government  officials. 
We  really  want  this  matter  carried  out 
properly  and  effectually ;  and  when  we 
consider  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  IBoard  of  .Trade  has 
given  us  a  most  eloquent  dissertation 
upon  this  subject  for  nearly  an  hour, 
touching  on  nearly  every  point  con- 
nected with  labour,  to  show  what  a  vast 
subject  it  is,  can  we  expect  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  officials  of  any  Office  to 
take  up  the  subject  efficiently  and 
thoroughly,  as  we  wish  it  to  be  taken 
up,  without  guiding  lines  on  the  part  of  a 
Committee  Y  To  have  this  work  properly 
and  effectually  done,  we  cannot  fail  to 
see  the  importance  of  having  a  really 
efficient  Committee  thoroughly  to  tabu- 
late the  system,  and  to  guide  those  who 
will  have  to  carry  it  out.  I  trust,  there- 
fore, that  the  House  will  support,  with- 
out hesitation,  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Horncastle,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  will  recede 
to  the  position  he  took  up  at  first 
when  he  agreed  to  this  Committee.  If 
he  does  this,  I  believe  we  shall  move 


much  more  rapidly  in  a  work  which 
will  be  of  great  use  to  the  labounng 
community  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS :  I  have 
once  or  twice  complained  in  this  House, 
during  the  short  period  I  have  had  ex- 
perience of  it,  of  the  irrepressible  loqua- 
city and  irrelevance  of  the  two  Front 
Benches.  I  listened  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella)  with  that 
attention  which  I  always  give  to  his 
experience  and  knowledge,  and  failed 
to  discern,  except  on  two  or  three  occa- 
sions, the  faintest  grasp  of  the  subject 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  introduced. 
He  told  us  a  great  deal  of  what  work- 
men have  done ;  but  what  we  wanted 
to  know  was  how  we  can  get  informa- 
tion about  what  workmen  earn,  and 
how  they  could  spend  their  money. 
Upon  these  points  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  condescend  to  give  us 
much  information.  I  listened  for  a 
time  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  who  certainly  gave  us  full 
information  of  the  full  extent  of  his 
ignorance  on  the  subject.  He  told  ua 
something  about  the  labour  statistics  of 
parts  of  America,  and  the  guesses  which 
are  made  in  certain  places.  Did  he  ever 
look  through  the  labour  statistics  of 
Illinois?  Did  he  ever  look  through 
those  of  Massachusetts?  [^Lau^hter,'\ 
I  have  done  so.  Hon.  Gentlemen  are 
humorous ;  it  is  rare  that  they  are. 
But  I  would  remark  that  I  have  for  a 
good  many  years  troubled  myself  with 
the  history  of  labour,  and  particularly 
with  the  history  of  labour  in  England. 
Now,  I  beg  to  say  that  throughout  tho 
whole  of  my  researches  through  the  his- 
tory of  labour  in  England,  I  find  that 
for  the  last  50  years  nothing  is  to  be 
found  but  guesses  on  the  part  of  public 
men.  There  were  tolerably  correct 
guesses  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Giffen,  and 
tolerably  correct  guesses  on  the  part  of 
Sir  James  Caird ;  but  absolutely  correct 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes  of  this  country— as  to 
what  they  earn,  and  how  they  can  spend 
their  earnings — is  not  given.  I  have 
searched  through  tho  Blue  Books  for 
what  is  wanted  in  vain.  Some  imper- 
fect information  has  been  given  by  a 
Member  of  this  House  on  the  subject- 
that  is  to  say,  by  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Villiers). 
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These,  I  think,  were  about  the  last  sta- 
tistics on  the  subject  of  agricultural 
labour  that  we  have  had ;  but  although 
they  have  been  useful  to  me  in  my 
study  of  the  question,  I  tell  you  that  a 
more  barren  waste  of  time,  so  far  as  re- 
lates to  the  position  of  the  working 
classes  and  the  wages  they  earn,  than  the 
study  of  public  documents  in  England 
cannot  be  conceived.  Now,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella)  wishes 
us  to  approach  this  subject  in  the  way  in 
which  the  Americans  approach  it.  Sir, 
I  beg  to  say  that  the  statistics  referred 
to — those  of  the  States  of  Massachusetts 
and  Illinois — are  of  enormous  value  to 
the  people  of  America,  and  they  woidd 
also  be  to  the  people  of  England.  One 
of  the  effects  of  reading  them  would  be 
to  disabuse  Englishmen's  minds  of  the 
idea  that  it  would  be  better  for  them  if 
they  went  to  a  land  of  Protection.  I  know 
of  nothing  more  deplorable  than  the  de- 
scription given  in  the  statistics  of  Illinois 
of  the  filthy  and  miserable  dens  in  which 
the  people  of  the  great  city  of  Chicago 
live,  the  prices  they  have  to  pay,  and 
the  burdens  put  upou  them.  I  think, 
if  people  in  this  country  had  the  means 
of  knowing  what  is  done  in  foreign 
countries,  that  they  would  think  twice 
or  thrice  before  they  changed  their  con- 
dition in  this  country  for  a  life  in  Ame- 
rica or  elsewhere.  I  have  studied  the 
condition  of  labour  in  America.  I  have 
been  on  the  spot,  and  have  given  to  the 
question  the  greatest  care  I  could  bestow 
upon  it,  and  I  am  certain  that  the  in- 
formation which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  demanded  would 
be  of  the  greatest  value.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Horn- 
castle  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  thinks  that 
this  question  should  be  investigated  by 
a  Select  Committee.  I  know,  Sir,  from 
my  small  experience  in  this  House,  what 
a  reference  to  a  Select  Committee  means. 
It  means  burking  the  question.  ["  No, 
no  ! "]  Oh,  yes,  it  does.  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  of  a  single  frag- 
ment of  good  that  the  bulky  volumes 
containing  the  Beports  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Agriculture  have  done  to 
agriculture  ?  I  say  that  in  questions  of 
this  nature  a  Select  Committee  is  sheer 
waste  of  time  and  money.  The  fact  is 
that  persons  are  appointed  as  Members 
of  Select  Committees  who  know  nothing 
about  the  subject  to  be  inquired  into — 
a  Select  Committee  is  generally  com- 
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posed  of  people  who  want  to  get  opoL 
it,  who  want  to  be  enlightened,  tni 
who  want,  perhaps,  to  make  elabonu 
speeches — such  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tr&d< 
(Mr.  Mundella)  has  made  to-night  £:: 
I  repeat  that  scarcely  anything  of  good 
has  ever  come  from  the  costly  inquiry 
upon  agriculture.  If  the  light  hoc 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  will  examine  the  Massacha- 
setts  Beports,  he  will  find  there  ocr 
piece  of  information  that  is  veiy  b- 
structive— namely,  that  the  cotton  b.- 
dustry  does  not  pay  better  wagee  tktr 
the  people  of  Lancashire  are  eandsf. 
and  that  the  people  engaged  in  it  hare 
to  pay  50  per  cent  more  than  we  d- 
for  the  necessaries  of  life.  If  the  rig?  * 
hon.  Gentleman  will  take  the  mattft 
into  consideration,  and  refer  to  ti-: 
Massachusetts  statistics,  he  will  see  ths: 
the  information  desired  can  be  vm 
speedily  obtained.  Whether  the  sta5 
of  the  Department  is  so  overworked  tlu: 
it  cannot  do  this  upon  the  large  susi 
which  it  receives  every  year,  I  will  leire 
to  the  House  to  determine  ;  but  I  ear 
that  the  task  is  easy,  and  the  machinerr 
ready,  and  that  if  we  can  get  the  udcs- 
mation  we  require  in  the  form  described, 
it  will  be  far  more  valuable  than  it  wooli 
be  if  it  were  published  in  a  Blue  Book. 
An  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  speaking  c-f 
the  difficulty  of  getting  infonnatiofl. 
asked  what  became  of  the  Blue  Boob. 
They  are,  when  not  sent  to  Working 
Men's  Clubs,  devoted  to  the  uses  *■/ 
waste  paper.  I  can  assure  the  Room 
that  the  pains  I  have  taken  to  g«t 
information  in  this  House  about  labour 
have  been  intense  and  constantly  uie- 
less.  We  have  no  information  on  thf 
subject,  and  we  want  to  hare  it,  be- 
cause in  the  knowledge  we  ask  fbr  i« 
bound  up  the  progress  of  the  workinj: 
men  themselves,  and  also  the  fnturf 
commercial  condition  of  the  country.  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Horncastle  will  not  imagine  that, 
when  I  speak  contemptuously  of  Sekct 
Committees,  I  think  he  is  desiroos  of 
postponing  information  on  the  subjcrt. 
The  character  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man renders  that  impossible.  FinaEj. 
what  is  wanted  can,  I  believe,  be  doK« 
with  the  greatest  ease.  I  am  oertait 
that  it  can  be  done  with  the  grt«t«£ 
possible  advantage,  and  I  am  luco  cer- 
tain that  if  you  carry  out  the  proposal 
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of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  you  will  impress  the 
working  classes  of  the  country  with  the 
idea  that  you  mean  business  and  not 
mere  talk. 

Mr.  lane  :  Sir,  I  have  for  many  years 
been  a  close  student  of  labour  statistics, 
and  I  am  one  of  those  few  Members  to 
whom  the  bon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  referred  as  receiv- 
ing regularly  the  Reports  of  the  Wash- 
ington Government,  which  include  these 
statistics.    I  am  surprised  at  Gentlemen 
who  have  spoken  this  evening  showing 
such  a  deplorable   ignorance    on  this 
great  subject — ignorance  with   regard 
to    documents    published    by    Foreign 
Governments  on  the  subject  of  labour, 
and  in  the  interests  of  the  trade,  com- 
merce, and  manufactures  of  the  United 
States.     On  one  occasion,  when  I  had 
the  privilege,  as  I  may  call  it,  of  having 
been  summoned  to  give  evidence  before 
the  Duke  of  Biohmond's  Commission, 
having  brought  with  me  to  support  my 
evidence  some  publications  of  the  Sta- 
tistical Bureau  of  the  United  States,  I 
was   very   much   surprised  to   see  the 
complete  ignorance  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Commission  with  regard  to 
those  publications.     I  was  last  year  also 
a  witness  before  the  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  which  inquired  into  the 
Irish  Industries,    before   which  it  was 
necessary  to  produce  some  of  these  pub- 
lications, and  on  that  Committee,  with 
the  exception  of  a  Gentleman  not  now  in 
this   House,    who    represented    Dublin 
City,  I  did  not  find  any  Members  con- 
versant with  the  extent  to  which  statis- 
tical   information   is    supplied    by  the 
United  States  Government.     So  far.  Sir, 
as  I  have  been  able  to  follow  the  debate 
of  this  evening — and  I  have  done  so  very 
closely — I  have  not  perceived  that  any 
hon.    Member    is    aware    of    the    fact 
that  the  Federal  Government  publishes 
these  statistics,  not  only  of  the  United 
States,  but  for  foreign   countries   also. 
The  hon.  Member  has,  in  my  opinion, 
introduced    one    of   the   most   import- 
ant   subjects  that    have    come   before 
this  House  for  a  long  time,  and  ho  ha**, 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  referred  to 
the  statistics  of  the  States  of  Illinois  and 
Massachuselts.     I  must  say  that  I  was 
very  glad  to  observe  the  spirit  in  which 
the   Motion   of    the   hon.    Member  for 
Northampton  was  received  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  President  of   the 


Board  of  Trade ;   and  certainly  I  was 
surprised  at  the  unwarranted  and  un- 
warrantable  attack  made  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  the   hon.  Member 
who  preceded  me  ;  because  it  must  be  in 
the  experience  of  Members  who  have 
sat  in  this  House  for  a  number  of  years 
that,  whenever  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dealt  with  complicated  questions  of  this 
kind,    he    showed,    as    he    has    done 
this  evening,  a  thorough  grasp  of  the 
subject.     I  think  there  are  very  few 
branches  of  this  question  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  show  that 
he  had  a  full  and  thorough  appreciation. 
Sir,  I  think  the  House  will  make  a  very 
great  mistake  if  it  accepts  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench.     I 
should  not  have  ventured  to  stand  up  in 
this  Committee,  after  what  has  been  said 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mun- 
della),  were  it  not  that  I  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  impress  upon  him  the  vital 
necessity  of  having,    in   any   statistics 
which  he  may  give  us,  information  as  to 
the  labour  statistics  of  foreign  countries. 
That  is  a  point  which  I  think  has  not 
been  touched  upon  by  other  speakers  in 
the  course  of  this  debate;    and  if  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton is  accepted  in  its  present  form, 
it  does  not  bind  the  Department  to  fur- 
nish that  information,  because  it  does 
not  include  the  words  **  foreign  coun- 
tries."    Well,  Sir,  I  would  include  fo- 
reign countries  and  the  Colonies,    This 
question  of  labour  statistic 3  is  really  not 
a  labouring- man's  question  alone ;  it  is 
a  question  which  concerns  the  whole 
community.     It  is  a  question  which  im- 
mediately concerns  the  constituency  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  which 
is  a  great  manufacturing  constituency, 
and  it  also  indirectly  concerns  the  con- 
stituency which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent  (Cork  County,  East),  which  is 
not  one  of  the  manufacturing  constitu- 
encies in  Ireland ;  and  were  it  not  for 
that  I  should  not  have  intervened  in  this 
debate,  which,  up  to  the  present  time, 
has  been  sustained  by  English  Members 
only.     We   all   know  —  it  is  a  matter 
whicli  has  lately  been  brought  very  un- 
pleasantly under  our  notice — that  manu- 
factures and  trade  in  this  country  have 
come  down  to  a  very  low  point.     It  hai 
been  rushing  to  a  climax  for  a  very  long 
timo  past — I    may  almost  say   it  has 
reached  its  climax  already,  because  I  do 
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not  see  how  it  can  go  any  lower  without 
some  accession  to  the  forces  which  have 
brought  it  about,  which  at  present  are  not 
discernible.     Owing  to  the  great  depres- 
sion of  trade,  there  has,  of  course,  been 
a  fall  in  the  prices  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce,  which  is   necessarily  concerned. 
This  question   has  been   already  very 
forcibly  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  I  think  we  should  continue 
to  give  it  our  most  serious  consideration. 
We  have  at  the  present  moment,  by  the 
grace  of  the  new  Government,  a  Boyal 
Commission  on  the  Depression  of  Trade. 
Now,  Sir,  I  imagine  that  the  work  of 
that  Commission   would   only  be   half 
done  if  it  did  not,  by  some  means  or 
other,   endeavour  to  ascertain  what  is 
the    cause    of    depression    in    several 
branches  of  English  trade  at  home,  and 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  what  is  ope- 
rating against  English  trade  and  manu- 
factures.  The  question  of  wages  and  the 
state  of  trade  in  countries   which  are 
competing  with  Great  Britain  in  foreign 
markets,    and   closing  our  factories  at 
home,  I  need  not  say  is  one  of  the  very 
greatest  importance.    I  think  we  should 
not  be  asked  to  come  to  conclusions  upon 
one-sided  evidence.     If  we  are  asked, 
as  I  expect  we  may  possibly  be  asked, 
to  decide  what  is  wrong  with  the  English 
manufacturing    trades,   and    how  that 
wrong  state  of  affairs  is  to  be  remedied, 
we   cannot    do   that  without  sufficient 
data  as  to  the  state  of  wages  ^nd  the 
state  of  the  markets  of  different  coun- 
tries;   and,    therefore,  Sir,   I   ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  so  will- 
ingly promised    this   information,  that 
he  will  include  in  the  Eetums  to  be 
made  information  in  reference,  not  alone 
to  Great  Britain  and  the  Colonies,  but 
to  Germany,  France,  Belgium,  and  the 
United  States.     Of  course,  I  include  the 
Colonies  already  suggested ;  and  I  think, 
if  we  have  information  from  these  coun- 
tries in  addition  to  our  own,  that  we 
shall  have  sufficient  data  upon  which  we 
may  be  able  to  come  to  a  conclusion. 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said, 
and  very  properly  said,  that  it  will  be 
very  difBcult  to  ascertain  exactly  infor- 
mation as  to  the  state  of  labour  in  dif- 
ferent countries  and  in  different  markets. 
I  perfectly  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in   that  opinion ;    but,  Sir, 
the  information  is  so  vitally  important 
to  this  country  that  we  should  not  be  de- 
barred from  seeking  for  it  because  it  may 
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be  difficult  to  obtain.  Then,  Sir,  I  woitU 
press  on  the  attention  of  the  ri^kt  boa. 
Gentleman  that,  in  getting  infonnatkA 
from  foreign  countries,  it  should  be  re- 
membered by  his  agents  that  the  tim^ 
of  commercial  prosperity  and  deprenkra 
are  not  always  coincident  in  different 
countries,  and,  therefore,  that  the  etatt^ 
of  the  labour  market  and  the  rate  U 
wages  paid  vary.  I  think,  also,  thftt 
we  should  have  information  as  to  tk« 
hours  of  labour,  the  cost  of  living,  and 
whether  the  labourers  are  paid  by  dav 
or  piece  work,  as  well  as  upon  other 
points  bearing  upon  the  subject.  With 
regard  to  the  means  of  obtaining  tbis 
information,  it  has  been  suggested  tlut 
it  should  be  got  together  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  by  the  Consuls  throngk 
the  Foreign  Office.  When  the  informa- 
tion has  been  obtained  through  these 
Departments,  I  think  it  will  be  t«tt 
easy  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
put  it  into  a  shape  that  will  be  conve- 
nient as  a  v<ide  meeum  to  all  those  who 
want  information  on  this  subject.  In 
conclusion,  I  would  ask  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  to  be  good  enough  to  say 
that  he  will  try  to  ascertain  these  dsu 
as  to  labour  in  foreign  countries,  as  well 
as  in  Great  Britain  and  the  Ooloniee. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  As  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  prepared  to  nn- 
dertake  the  very  great  responsibility  of 
providing  statistics,  although  I  believe 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  are  not  satisfied 
with  the  statistics  they  propose  to  gir^. 
I  shall  not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble 
of  a  division  upon  my  Amendment. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  distinctly 
stated  that  we  intend  to  utilise  the  meoi- 
bers  of  the  Consular  Service  in  order  to 
obtain  statistics  of  the  labour  market 
abroad. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hooar. 
immediate  steps  should  be  taken  to  cnavrt  is 
this  Country  the  full  and  accurate  coUectioD  %bA 
publication  of  Labour  Statistics. 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 

MOTION  FOB  A   SELECT  COMMrmiL 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  beg  to  move  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee — 

"  To  inquire  into  the  terms  of  occnpatioa  aoA 
the  compensation  for  improTemeota  MnarJ 
by  the  occupiers  of  town  hoows  and  hoUbig*  a 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.** 
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The  object  I  hive  in  view  is  the  collec- 
tion   of  information  upon  which  useful 
le^slation  can  be  based.    The  House 
will  remember  that  I  introduced  a  Bill 
on  this  subject  some  time  ago,  and  which 
was  only  rejected  by  eight  votes,  and 
when    I  moved  for  a  Committee  in  the 
last  Parliament  my  Motion  was  only  re- 
jected by  one  vote.   The  Government  on 
that  occasion  then  said  that  they  did  not 
like  to  give  me  a  Committee  solely  for 
Ireland  on  a  subject  which  was  equally 
interesting  to  Great  Britain.     I  think, 
howerer,  that  that  difficulty  has  now 
been  overcome,  for  the  House  will  re- 
member that  when  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member   for  North  Mayo  (Mr.  Crilly) 
moved    his  Bill  upon  the  subject,  the 
other  day,  the  whole  Liberal  Party  rose  as 
one  man  andttgreed  to  the  principle,  and 
then  the  Government  consented  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  matter  as  regards  both 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.     I  expect, 
therefore,  to  receive  support  for  this  Mo- 
tion not  only  from  belovv  the  Gangway 
on  the  Liberal  side,  but  from  the  whole 
Liberal  Party.    As  to  the  subject  itself 
its  importance  cannot  be  exaggerated, 
and  it  can  hardly  be  realized  by  people 
who  are  not  familiar  with  the  matter, 
how  different  we  are  circumstanced  in 
respect  of  this  question  to  people  in  Con- 
tinental countries.     If   hon.   Members 
read    the    Blue   Books  they  will    find 
ample  information  on  the  whole  sub- 
ject.   They  will  find  that  in  most  Con- 
tinental countries  people  live  in  freehold 
houses — certainly  in  Germany  and  Italy. 
•    The  same  principle  prevails  to  a  great 
extent  also   in   France,  and    although 
there  it  is  not  universal  it  will  be  seen 
that  we  are  in  quite  an  exceptional  posi- 
tion, and  I  contend  that  an  inquiry  into 
the   subject  is  not  only  a    matter  of 
expediency,  but  of  justice.     That  is  to 
say,  that  when  a  tenant  has  improved 
his  house  he  is  entitled  to  compensation 
in  respect  to  such  improvements  at  the 
end  of  his  tenancy.     I  therefore  beg  to 
move  for  the  Committee,  which  I  think 
will  be  very  valuable  to  occupiers  and 
tenants  of  houses   in  towns,  and   will 
not,  I  think,  be  detrimental  to  the  pro- 
prietors. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  Ck>minittee  be  appointed,  *  to 
inquire  into  the  terms  of  oocupation  and  the 
compenflation  for  imp^yements  possesaed  by 


the  occapiers  of  town  houses  and  holdings  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.*  "'^{Colonel  Nolan.) 

The  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  :  The  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  certainly  in  accord- 
ance with  the  promise  which  was  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  Motion 
that  a  Bill  on  the  subject  should  be  read 
a  second  time.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  said  that  the 
Government  would  agree  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.  The  Government 
are  prepared  to  adhere  to  that  promise, 
and,  therefore,  they  will  support  this 
Motion.  I  have  only  to  say  that  it  must 
be  understood  that  the  inquiry  by  the 
Committee  must  not  travel  beyond  the 
precise  terms  of  the  Reference,  and  that 
it  will  be  no  part  of  the  Committee's  duty 
to  consider  the  subject  of  leasehold  en- 
franchisement, which  was  spoken  of  on 
the  Bill  referred  to,  but  which  is  not  in- 
cluded in  the  Reference  to  this  Com- 
mittee. That  subject  will  have  to  be 
dealt  with  in  a  specific  manner,  and, 
therefore,  in  assenting  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Committee,  the  Govern- 
ment only  intend  to  assent  to  the  pre- 
cise matters  which  are  mentioned  in  the 
Motion. 

8iR  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS :  It  is 
very  evident  that  the  House  is  deter- 
mined to  obtain  a  great  deal  of  informa- 
tion on  a  vast  variety  of  subjects ;  but 
if  we  go  on  appointing  Committees  as 
rapidly  as  we  have  done  during  the  last 
few  days  there  will  soon  be  veiy  few 
Members  left  who  are  not  serving  on 
one  Committee  or  another,  and  what 
will  become  of  the  Grand  Committees, 
when  the  time  arrives  for  them  to  be  ap- 
pointed, I  cannot  say.  What  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
quite  clear.    This  is  a  Motion — 

"  To  inquire  into  the  terms  of  occupation  and 
the  compensation  for  improvements  possessed 
by  the  occupiers  of  town  houses  and  holdings  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland/' 

which  is  clearly  understood  to  mean  one 
particular  thing ,  but  is  not  to  be  under- 
stood to  be  some  other  thing  which  will 
clearly  come  within  the  words  of  the 
Reference,  and  if  they  are  allowed  to 
stand  as  they  are  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Committee  or  the  Government  can  pre- 
vent the  question  of  leasehold  enfran- 
chisement being  inquired  into.  Whe- 
ther it  is  right  or  whether  it  is  wrong 
that  leasehold  enfranchisement  should 
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be  inquired  into— if  tbese  are  the  terms 
upon  whiolia  Committee  is  to  be  granted, 
I  think  that  the  Government  will  find 
themselves  in  a  difficulty  if  they  are  to 
stick  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said.  Then,  what  I  want  to  know  is 
who  is  to  limit  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  ? 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
give  us  some  assurance  that  some  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  will  be  put  on 
the  Committee  to  guide  it  into,  and 
confine  it  to,  those  channels  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  to. 
Therefore,  I  hope  that  there  will  be 
some  more  discussion  than  has  taken 
place,  and  that  there  will  be  some  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government — the  Home  Se- 
cretary himself,  or  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  would,  perhaps,  be  the 
most  suitable  Member — placed  upon  the 
Committee.  But,  at  any  rate,  I  think 
the  matter  should  have  some  further 
consideration  by  the  Government  before 
the  Committee  is  granted. 

TnE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER ^Sir  William  Habcx)Ubt)  :  I 
think  it  is  only  fair  that  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  should  be  prepared  to  place  upon 
this  Committee  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  will  influence,  as  far  ets 
he  can  properly  do  so,  the  course  of  the 
inquiries.  So  far  I  can  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  the  assurance  he  asks  for.  I  agree 
very  much  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, also,  that  we  are  granting  our  Com- 
mittees too  fast.  We  are  only  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  and  if  we 
go  on  at  this  rate  we  shall  not  have  any 
Members  left.  If,  however,  there  is  a 
limited  number  of  Members  in  the 
House  there  is  another  body  which  is 
still  more  limited  in  numbers,  and  that 
is  the  Government.  It  may  be,  there- 
fore, that  if  we  attempt  to  put  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  on  all  of  those 
Committees  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  be  exhausted  first.  In 
regard  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said,  I  think  that,  this  Refer- 
ence is  mainly  a  Reference  dealing  with 
compensation  for  improvements,  and 
that  is  the  subject  which  will  be  dealt 
with. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  the  question  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
raised.  The  point  of  the  debate  the  other 

Sir  Jt.  Assheton  Cross 


day  was  this— -that  the  tenants  (^  tovi 
houses  in  Ireland  should  hare  the  mim 
advantages  as  the  tenants  of  land,  asd 
should  receive  compensation  for  that 
improvements.  Now,  the  essence  of  tibi 
leasehold  system  under  which  nuaj 
houses  in  English  towns  are  held  is  tki; 
there  shall  be  no  compensation  for  im- 
provements, because  the  land  was  let  n 
building  leases,  and  the  tenant  is  Hf- 
posed  to  receive  all  the  advantages  ne- 
cessary in  the  low  rent  which  he  ptii 
Such  being  the  case,  it  is  hardly  fair  te 
refer  the  question  of  tenancies  in  town 
to  a  Committee  which  will  consider  com- 
pensation for  improvements,  but  not  the 
relation  between  building  lessees  asA 
ground  landlords.  That  appears  to  me 
to  be  like  the  play  of  Mmwd^i  wit^ 
Hamlet  left  out.  I  cannot  see  that  wk^ 
has  been  said  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  WiUiam  Harcoort; 
is  in  accord  with  what  has  &llen  froo 
the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Ohilders),  asd 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  we  shall  haft 
some  further  explanation. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  said,  ^ 
terms  of  the  Reference  were  not  dear. 
He  understood  that  the  occupatioa  of 
town  holdings  was  meant;  but,  to  an 
ordinary  mind,  the  occupation  of  *' tova 
holdings"  meant  something  more  thia 
''  town  bouses  and  appurtenances." 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  What  I  said  was* 
that  under  this  Reference  it  would  no4 
be  possible  for  the  Committee  to  exa- 
mine such  a  proposal  as  the  compnUofj 
conversion  of  leaseholds  into  freeholds 
against  the  wish  of  the  landlord.  Th* 
Committee  will  not  be  able  to  enter  into 
that  matter. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  :  I  am  sorry  Icannot 
quite  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa'i 
explanation.  I  understand  him  to  «j 
that  the  Committee  would  not  be  ablato 
examine  into  the  question  of  the  proper 
amount  of  compensation  a  tenant  should 
be  able  to  get  from  his  landlord  for  his 
improvements.  [Mr.  Chiu^ebs  :  I  eald 
nothing  of  the  sort.]  Well,  it  appean 
to  me  to  be  impossible  to  fix  what 
amount  of  compensation  a  tenant  should 
be  entitled  to  unless  you  examine  into 
the  actual  terms  of  the  tenancy.  I  must 
say  that  this  Reference  is  drawn  in  Xht 
very  widest  terms.  There  is  nothing  ia 
it  which  will  not  allow  the  Committwto 
consider  anything,  and  I  think  that  ia 
granting  this  Committee  we  should  set 
uiat  we  are  not  creating  new  preoadents 
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of  a  dangerous  character.     It  is  impos- 
sible to  forget  that  this  Committee  was 
brought  about  by  a  Bill  which  contained 
one  of  the  widest  clauses  ever  brought 
before  this  House ;  and  here  we  have  a 
Beference  to  a  Committee  without  any 
restriction  whatever  of  the  language  of 
that  measure.     It  really  appears  to  me 
that  this  matter  is  to  be  thrown  down  to 
a  Committee  to  be  worried  on  a  fore- 
gone conclusion,  and  I   think   that  in 
this  matter  the  Government  is  not  act- 
ing fairly  to  tho  House.     There  was  no 
Member  of  the  Government  who  spoke 
on  the  Bill  the  other  day,  including  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  did  not  magnify 
the  principles  of  it,  and  none  of  them 
expressed,  except  in  the  widest  terms, 
the  extent  to  which  it  would  go.    I  do 
think  that  if  the  Government  intend  to 
grant  the  Committee  they  should  haye 
taken  the  matter  up  themselves,  and 
that  they  should  have  made  themselves 
responsible  to  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try for  it.     I  mako  no  complaint  against 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  has 
moved  the  Resolution.     The  subject  is 
his  own,  and  he  has  always  treated  it  in 
a  mild  and  business-like  manner.  I  have 
been  surprised,  however,  that  such  dan- 
gerous principles  should  come  from  so 
mild  an   hon.   Gentleman.     The  mild- 
ness of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's 
language  has  had  its  advantages  as  far 
as  he  is  concerned ;  but,    at  the  same 
time,  I  do  think  that  it  is  tho  duty  of 
the  Goyernment  to  pay  a  little  more 
regard  to  that  poor  and  almost  forgotten 
science  called  political  economy,  and  the 
interests  of  the  country,  than  they  have 
on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  Government, 
after  considerable  consideration,  have 
entered  into  a  deliberate  arrangement 
on  this  subject;  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Magniac)  would 
have  been  more  relevant  if  he  had  de- 
livered it  last  Wednesday.  I  do  not 
know,  however,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  an 
hon.  Member,  when  the  Government  has 
entered  into  a  solemn  arrangement,  to 
come  down  to  this  House  and  try  to  get 
them  to  upset  it.  If  only  the  mind  of 
the  hon.  Member,  with  his  antique  ideas 
of  political  economy,  were  consulted, 
there  would  probably  be  no  Committees 
at  all.  I  am  sure  that  the  Government  I 
will  arrange  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee so  that  nothing  very  revolutionary 


will  be  likely  to  come  from  it;  and  I 
submit  respectfully  that  unless  these 
two  questions  are  left  in  the  terms  of 
Heference — namely,  the  terms  of  occu- 
pation and  compensation  for  improve- 
ments, there  will  be  nothing  left  to  in- 
quire into.  They  are  the  essential  ele- 
ments. Take  them  away  and  there  is 
nothing  left;  and  I,  therefore,  appeal 
to  the  Government  to  carry  out  their 
previous  undertaking. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn,"  —  {Mr. 
Lahouchere,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Honse  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  3rd  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— «)/»«iV/tfrtfrf  m  Committee 
-^ Resolutions  [March  1]  reported. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Borough  Funds*  [122];  Drowned  Persons 
(Discovery  and  Interment)  •  [123];  Parlia- 
mentary Franchise*  [124] ;  Copyright  (Works 
of  Fine  Art)  •  [125] ;  Actions  for  Debt  (Li- 
mitation) *  [126];  Conveyancing  (Scotland) 
Act,  1874,  Amendment*  [127]. 

Second  Reading  —  Labourers'  (Ireland)  Acts 
Amendment  [10] ;  Unclaimed  Deposits  [77]  ; 
Cloal  Mines  Regulation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment [108] ;  Coal  Mines  [92]. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Bill  10.] 
{Mr,  Majfne,  Mr,  T,  P.  O'Connor,  Mr,  William 
O'Brien^  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr  Sheehy,) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  MAYNE,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  did  not  contain  anything  which 
could,  in  common  fairness,  be  described 
as  of  a  really  contentious  character.  It 
was  drawn  to  meet  and  overcome  certain 
difficulties,  chiefly  technical,  that  had  de- 
veloped themselves  in  the  working  of  the 
Labourers'  (Ireland)  Act  of  1883,  which 
Act,  although  passed  in  that  year,  might 
be  said  to  have  only  come  into  practical 
operation    sinoe    the    passing   of   the 
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amending  Act  of   1885.     The   Act  of 
1883  was  really  a  great  meeisure — great 
in  the  principles  that  it  established,  and 
great  in  the  concessions  which  it  made 
in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  agricultural 
labourers;    but,    however,   like    many 
other  great  measures  which  proceeded 
largely  upon  new  lines,   small  points 
were  apparently  omitted  from  it,  which 
might  appear  insignificant,  but  which, 
in  the  hands  of  ingenuous  persons,  had 
proved  very  serious  bars  to  the  proper 
working  of  the  measure.     The  very  first 
operative  section   of  the  Act  of  1883 
enacted  that  a  representation  signed  by 
12    ratepayers    of  a    sanitary    district 
might  be  presented  to  a  sanitary  autho- 
rity, whicb  authority  was  the  Board  of 
Guardians;    and  if  the  representation 
alleged  a  sanitary  defect  in  the  district, 
it  should  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate 
or  a  report  from  the  sanitary  officer  of 
the  district  upon  that  representation.   It 
was  then  competent  to  the  Guardians  to 
take  steps  to  have  a  scheme  adopted  by 
themselves  and  approved  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  ;  but  the  Act  failed 
altogether  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the 
sanitary  officer  to  give  such  certificate,  or 
make  a  report;  and,  accordingly,  they 
were  face  to  face  with  this  difficulty  in 
certain  Unions  in  Ireland,  that,  unfortu- 
nately, there  were  certain   Boards  of 
Guardians,  the  majority  of  whose  mem- 
bers were  hostile  to  the  operation  of  the 
Act,  and  the  sanitary  officer  taking  his 
cue  from  what  he  saw  to  be  the  feeling 
of  the  majority  of  his  Board,  neglected, 
more  or  less  wilfully,  to  makeany  report 
whatever ;  and  in  that  way  the  repre- 
sentation made  by  the   12   ratepayers 
was  strangled  at  the  outset,  the  House 
would  therefore  see  that  thus  an  official 
had  the  power  of  preventing  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  altogether  in  the  dis- 
trict to  which  he  was  attached.     Now, 
they  proposed,  in  this  amending  Bill,  to 
meet  that  difficulty  by  enacting  that  the 
representation   signed  by  the  12   rate- 
payers, should  be  presented  to  the  Board 
of  Guardians  either  with,  or  without,  a 
report  from  the  sanitary  officer ;  that  it 
would  then  become  the  duty  of  the  Board 
to  require  their  officer  to  inspect  the 
district,  and  report  to  them  as  to  the 
necessity  for  the  proposed  improvement 
scheme  as  suggested  by  the  ratepayers. 
The  Bill  further  proposed  that  in  case 
the  sanitary  officer's  report  should  be 
unfavourable  to  the  proposed  improve- 

Mr,  Mayne 


ment  scheme,  an  appeal  Bbonld  lie  iroi 
the   12  ratepayers  who  had  signed  tbc 
original    representatioD,     or  from  nj 
other  12  ratepayers  in  the  district,  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  who,  at 
having  this  appeal  lod^d  with  thfis. 
should  send   a  Sanitary    Inspects-  of 
their  own  to  inspect  the    district,  od 
report  to  them  as  to  the  neoeesitr  ixx 
the  proposed  improvement  scheme.    Ii 
case  the  Inspector  reported  in  f avoor  d 
the  scheme,  the  Bill  provided  that  Iw 
report  should  take  the  place  of  the  wt- 
favourable  report  of  the  local  samtaiT 
officer;  and  that,  with  this   exc^ydoc 
the  proceeding  should   ^  on  as  if  c:> 
hitch    whatever     had    occarred.      Hf 
thought  the  House  would  consider  tka: 
that  was  a  reasonable  way  to  meet  whit 
was  a  very  real  and  substantial  grievance. 
Another  portion  of  the  Bill  which  mifkt 
be  considered  contentious  was  that  po^ 
tion  in  which  they  wished,    under  thf 
Act  of  1883,  to  g^ve  the  Local  Gotob- 
ment  Board  power  to  amend  Proviskail 
Orders  already    made.      The  necasBCr 
for  this  had  arisen  in  this  way — Wh«9 
the  Act  of  1 883  was  passed,  and  before 
its    few  shortcomings   became  known, 
many  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Jrelaod 
and  in  some  Unions  where  the  operation 
of  the  Act  was  very  urgently  needed. 
rushed  at  once  into  the  preparatioa  U 
schemes,   and  had  them   approved  bj 
the  Local    Government  Board  in   the 
regular    way    authorized   bj  the   Ait. 
When  the  proceedings  were  brought  so 
far,  they  found  that  the  areas  of  charge 
ability  were  so  circumscribed,  that  tbe 
serious  cost  of  the  improvement  edietaes 
would  prove  such  heavy  burdens  on  tke 
ratepayers  of  these   small    areas,  tk«: 
they  preferred  letting  the  schemes  stasd 
in  abeyance,  and  taking  their  chance  of 
relief  from  the  Legislature.     In  that  war, 
there  were  some  excellent  schemes  fkilij 
matured,  ready  to  be  put  into  operation 
to-morrow  in  certain  parts  of  Ireland,  if 
the  area  of  chargeability  could  be  «o 
extended  as  to  make  the  necessary  ratiiif 
more  oppressive.     They  now  proposed, 
by  means  of  the  Bill,  to  meet  that  diffi- 
culty, by  giving  the  Local  Gkyvemnieiit 
Board  powers,  which  they  mi^ht  exs*- 
cise  within  one  year,  and   within  ooc 
year  only,  from  the  passing  of  the  BiO, 
to  alter  the  area  of  chargeability  ta 
such  way  as  they  might  deem  destiaU*. 
He  did  not  think    any  hon.   Meaib« 
would  question  the  advisability  of  thit 
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'wbicli  was  probably  the  only  way  of 
getting  over  a  difiB.culty  that  must  be 
overcome,  because  the  present  arrange- 
ments involved  an  absolute  breakdown 
of  the  Act.  There  was  another  portion 
of  the  Bill  which  some  hon.  Members 
might  consider  contentious.  He  was  very 
sorry  for  the  necessity  of  having  to  notice 
it,  but  it  had  become  absolutely  neces- 
sary. It  was  found  that  in  some  Unions, 
after  the  question  of  these  improvement 
schemes  and  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages  had  been  fought  out  in  every 
fashion  that  was  legitimate  at  the  Poor 
Law  Boards  and  elsewhere,  when  the 
question  was  finally  decided  in  favour 
of  the  adoption  of  the  scheme,  then  an 
effectual  bar  was  put  to  the  further  pro- 
gress of  it  by  the  owners  of  the  local 
quames  in  the  districts  affected  by  the 
scheme  refusing  to  allow  their  quarries 
to  be  used  for  the  obtaining  of  stone  or 
sand,  or  the  other  necessary  material. 
The  Board  of  Guardians,  finding  that 
the  cartage  of  such  materials  from  long 
distances  greatly  increased  the  cost  of 
erecting  cottages,  dropped  their  schemes 
rather  tlian  thoy  would  burden  the  con- 
struction of  the  cottages  with  such  an 
enormous  expense ;  and,  in  that  way, 
schemes  which  had  been  approved  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  were  stand- 
ing still,  awaiting  help  from  the  Legis- 
lature to  meet  that  difficulty.  In  order 
to  provide  that  help  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  had  copied  into  it,  almost  ver- 
batim, the  sections  of  the  Grand  Jury 
Acts  which  enabled  road  contractors  to 
enter  quarries  in  the  district  in  which 
their  contract  lay,  and  to  draw  there- 
from the  materials  necessary  for  its 
execution,  subject,  of  course,  to  reason- 
able restrictions,  which  hon.  Members 
would  find  were  also  included  in  this 
measure.  The  only  other  point  upon 
which  he  thought  hon.  Members  would 
be  disposed  to  raise  any  question,  was 
the  proposition  tliat,  before  a  labourer's 
cottage  was  ready  for  occupation,  the 
Board  of  Guardians  should  be  em- 
powered to  permit  the  labourer  to  occupy 
the  half-acre  of  land  intended  to  be  at- 
tached to  the  cottage.  At  present,  the 
expectant  tenant  had  to  wait  until  the 
cottage  was  completed,  and  meanwhile 
the  ground  lay  waste,  supplying  seeds  of 
weeds  for  the  whole  townland.  The  only 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  techni- 
cal alterations,  which  might  be  more  con- 
veniently explained  in  Committee.     He 


thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
him,  in  repeating  what  he  had  before 
observed — that  the  measure  contained 
nothing  that  was  seriously  contentious, 
and  that  it  was  a  reasonable  and  mode- 
rate attempt  to  meet  the  difficulties 
which,  though  apparently  small  in 
themselves,  had  proved  very  serious, 
and  which  must  be  met,  if  the  Act 
of  1883  was  to  be  the  success  which 
the  Legislature  intended  it  to  be.  Ue 
appealed  with  strong  confidence  to  that 
new  House,  that  they  would  complete 
the  work  of  the  late  Parliament  by  pass- 
ing this  measure,  and  thus  securing  that 
in  no  part  of  Ireland  should  any  unfor- 
tunate man,  whose  labour  was  necessary 
to  the  soil,  be  any  longer  condemned  to 
dwell  in  a  miserable  hovel,  in  which 
his  own  life  was  shortened,  and,  pro- 
bably, the  health  of  his  wife  and  family 
sacrificed.  In  conclusion,  he  begged  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Ifr.  Mayne.) 

The  chief  SECEETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  Joun  Morley)  :  The  hon 
Member  who  has  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  has  described  very 
clearly  the  matters  which  the  Bill  em- 
bodies. He,  no  doubt,  was  fully  justified 
in  speaking  of  the  Act  of.  1883  as  a 
measure  proceeding  on  new  lines,  and 
involving  very  important  principles.  I 
find  great  difficulty,  however,  in  dis- 
covering what  are  the  principles,  or 
what  is  the  principle,  underlying  this 
measure,  and  the  hon.  Member  probably 
will  not  contend  that  it  is  animated  by 
any  very  important  leading  principles. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Bill  is  rather  in- 
tended to  cover  a  number  of  individual 
instances  in  which  the  Acts  of  1883  and 
1885  have  been  found  to  work  less 
effectually  than  the  framers  intended. 
I  do,  however,  find  two  approaches  to 
general  principles  in  the  Bill.  The  first 
is,  no  doubt,  to  give  a  quickening  im- 
pulse to  the  Acts  of  1883  and  1885  by 
relaxing  the  checks  which  Parliament 
imposed  on  the  proceedings  of  the  sani- 
tary authorities ;  next,  by  relieving  the 
sanitary  authorities  from  local  and  Im- 
perial taxation  on  the  land  acquired  by 
them  under  the  Act— that,  I  am  sure, 
hon.  Members  will  see  is  a  very  im- 
portant relaxation — and,  lastly,  by  ex- 
tending the  area  of  chargeability.    The 


1815        Labourers'  (Ireland)  {COMMONS}         Acts  Amendmeni  BiU.       ISlS 


second  approach  to  a  general  principle 
is  that  the  Bill  gives  new  compulsory 
powers  of  taking  land,  which  at  present 
can   only  be  taken  by  consent  of  the 
owner,  as  well  as  digging  for  gravel  and 
stone,  in  cases  where  at  present  they 
can  only  be  taken  by  the  Grand  Jury. 
The  Bill  goes  even  further  in  the  same 
direction,    by    giving    absolutely    new 
powers  to  take  these  against  the  will  of 
the  owner.     These  are  remarks,  from  a 
general  point  of  view,  to  which  the  Bill 
is  open.    I  would  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member   that  a  Select  Committee   sat 
upon  the  Act  of  1 883  in  the  summer  and 
autumn  of  1884,  and  that  this  Commit- 
tee, having  heard  a  great   number  of 
experts  of  great  competence  and    in- 
fluence, did  not   recommend  the  pro- 
posals which  he  has  embodied  in   his 
IbIII.     That,  of  course,  would  not  be  a 
conclusive  objection  to  the  Bill  or  any 
of  its  clauses;  but  it  is  a  primd  facie 
reason  for  exercising  considerable  vigi- 
lance in  scrutinizing  the  proposals  now 
before  us.     Apart  from  the  discussion  of 
the    details    of   the  proposal  to    give 
greater  facilities  to  carry  out  the  Acts 
already  passed — about  those   details  I 
will  say  a  word  presently — I  would  wish 
to  point  out  to  the  House  that  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act,  so  far  from  showing  that 
there  are  undue  obstacles  and  impedi- 
ments interposed  to  impede  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land,  shows  that  the  processes 
that  the  Acts  contemplate  have   been 
extremely    rapid    and   successful,    and 
some  timid  persons  may  think  that  they 
have  been  so  rapid   as  almost   to    be 
alarming.   I  would  like  to  describe  very 
briefly  what  have  been  the  proceedings 
under  the  Act  of  1883,  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  rather  disparaged.       The 
number  of  Unions  which  made  applica- 
tions under  the  Act  of  1883  was  70  ;  the 
number  of  schemes  proposed,  734  ;  the 
number  of  houses,  6,837;  and  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  schemes,  as  submitted, 
£636,716.    Now,  we  will  come  to  the 
schemes  sanctioned  under  the  Act.   The 
number  of  schemes  sanctioned  was  462  ; 
the  number  of  houses  contained  in  those 
schemes,  *  3,401  ;     the  estimated    cost, 
£356,120;     and     the  *  loans     actually 
sanctioned,  £220,000,  and  the  residue 
of  the  loans  were  now  pending.     The 
reason,   as    may    be    justly  asked    by 
hon.  Members,  why  there  is  so  wide  a 
difference  between  the  schemes  proposed 
and  the  schemes  actually  sanctioned,  I 
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believe  may  be  summaHzed  as  betof 
threefold.  First,  the  withdrawal  of  tk- 
soheme  by  the  Guardians,  in  coii8eqB€>iK*' 
of  adverse  reports  by  the  Inspectors  €^ 
the  Local  Government  Board  ;  secondlj. 
the  refusal  of  the  schemes  by  the  Loetl 
Government  Board  for  discretionazv 
reasons;  and,  lastly,  no  doubt,  tke 
general  expectation  that  the  legislatiaB 
of  1883  would  be  amended — ^theoe  thret 
considerations  explain  the  withdrawak 
Let  us  now  go  to  the  working  of  tk* 
Act  of  1885.  The  Betums  of  the  imv 
schemes  under  that  Act  present  tiM 
following  figures :  —  The  number  of 
Unions  that  put  the  Act  in  force  is  84 : 
the  number  of  schemes  is  not  grrcn. 
but  the  number  sanctioned  is  givea  ^ 
554  ;  but  it  is  estimated  that  the  actatl 
number  will  be  probably  between  600 
and  700  ;  the  number  of  houses,  9,035  : 
and  the  estimated  cost,  £847,211. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Are  these  in  additios 
to  the  former  figures  of  1883  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:    Yea;  I  m- 

derstand  that  is  so^ 

Mb.  MACAHTNEY  :  Down  to  wlnt 
date? 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY:  They  come 
down  to  a  couple  of  months  ago,  and 
they  are  in  addition  to  the  scheines 
under  the  Act  of  1 883.  There  is,  there- 
fore, no  ground  for  alleging  that  t^ 
working  of  the  Acts  of  1883  and  USi 
has  been  very  tardy,  or  backward .  Next 
as  justifying  my  position  that  we  ma< 
move  with  the  greatest  circomspectiim. 
I  would  point  out  the  very  importaat 
fact  as  to  the  rents,  that  the  r^^his 
charged  for  these  cottages,  so  far  ts 
built,  vary  from  M,  to  1«.  per  week;  and 
in  one  Union  only — I  believe  near  Dub- 
lin— the  rent  amounts  to  1#.  M.  a-we«k. 
Manifestly,  these  rents  are  not  snfficMt 
to  pay  off  the  interest  and  sinking  fond 
of  the  capital  sums  borrowed,  and  tk« 
loss  which  will  arise  must  fall  either 
upon  the  UDion,  or  on  the  Treasnrr. 
should  the  Union  unfortunately  become 
insolvent.  In  many  Unions  the  rmf<^ 
as  hon.  Members  must  know,  are  alrmd? 
as  high  as  can  well  be  x>aid,  and  maiiT 
ratepayers  in  the  poorer  districts  w 
themselves  as  much  in  need  of  help  a» 
those  for  whose  benefit  the  Act  is  passed, 
and  to  whom  help  was  given.  The  c«>c- 
elusion  to  be  drawn  from  these  facts  » 
that,  for  the  present,  at  all  events,  w« 
must  exercise  great  caution  in  relaxiaf 
the  checks  which  Parliament  in  18$dsiia 
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1885  imposed,  and  we  must  scrutinize 
the  hon.  Member's  proposals  with  some 
degree  of  vigilance.  For  example, 
Clause  9  is  one  of  very  great  importance; 
it  is  a  very  great  extension  of  the  prin- 
ciples which  Parliament  sanctioned  in 
the  two  previous  Bills.  I  am  not,  at* 
present,  however,  going  to  discuss  that 
clause.  I  have  very  little  objection  to 
the  spirit  and  purpose  of  it ;  on  the  con- 
trary, I  think  it  is  very  likely  that  legis- 
lation in  the  future,  not  in  Ireland  only, 
but  in  Great  Britain,  will  move  more  and 
more  in  that  direction.  Clause  11  raises 
a  principle  which  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
very  willingly  assent  to.  The  principle 
of  allowing  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
meddle  with  the  payment  of  the  Grand 
Jury  cess,  and  still  more  to  meddle  with 
an  Imperial  tax,  is  one  which  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
able  very  readily  to  persuade  the  House 
to  sanction.  The  clause  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  himself  lays  most  stress 
is  the  8th  —  that  for  extending  the 
area  of  charge.  That  clause  will  have 
a  very  serious  effect  upon  mortgages 
already  entered  into.  If  we  extended 
the  area  of  charge,  the  term  of  every 
mortgage  that  has  been  drawn  will 
have  to  be  amended,  and  the  mort- 
gages reconstructed.  That  is  not,  per- 
haps, a  very  formidable  objection ;  but 
it  is  a  point  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
have  to  consider.  In  relation  to  the 
same  clause,  I  will  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that,  under  the  Act  of  1883, 
Boards  of  Guardians  proposed  the  area 
of  charge  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  determined  it;  but,  under  the 
Amending  Act  of  1885,  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  ^x  the  area  of  charge,  and  in 
most  of  the  schemes  already  made,  as  I 
am  informed,  an  area  of  charge  less  than 
the  whole  Union  has  been  deliberately 
selected.  It  will  be,  therefore,  I  submit, 
manifestly  unjust  to  re-open  the  question 
now,  and  not  to  give  any  locus  standi  to 
the  outside  ratepayers  who  may  wish  to 
oppose  the  change.  It  may  well  have 
happened  that  such  ratepayers  abstained 
from  opposing  the  schemes  because  the 
charge  was  limited  to  a  certain  area.  How- 
ever, those,  and  other  points,  no  doubt, 
can  be  dealt  with  in  Committee,  if  the 
Bill  should  ever  reach  that  stage.  My 
general  conclusion  upon  the  Bill  is  that, 
at  the  present  time,  it  can  scarcely  be 
said  to  be  urgently  called  for ;  particu- 
larly at  a  time  when  Bo^ds  of  Guar- 


dians ought  to  try,  and  ought  to  be 
urged  by  the  Legislature  to  try,  rather 
to  contract  their  obligations  and  expen- 
diture than  to  commit  themselves  to 
wider  obligations.  It  is  not,  I  think, 
necessary — not  absolutely  necessary — 
for  carrying  out  the  intentions  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  because  I  think  I  have  shown,  by 
figures,  that  those  intentions  are  already 
being  carried  out  in  a  very  tolerably 
satisfactory  manner ;  and,  thirdly,  I  will 
remark  that  the  reasonableness  of  all 
the  proposed  amendments  of  the  Acts  is 
not  quite  apparent.  They  will  require 
a  great  deal  of  consideration.  The  up- 
shot of  what  I  have  to  say  is  that,  while 
the  Government  will  not  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  we  are  not 
prepared  to  promise  any  facilities  for  its 
further  discussion,  and  we  do  not  pledge 
ourselves  to  support  all  the  clauses  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  included  in  his 
measure. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  said,  he  was  glad  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment, did  not  intend  to  oppose  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  ;  but  he 
regretted  to  hear  him  say  that  he  could 
not  give  facilities  for  t)ie  further  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  on  ascertaining  more  of 
the  facts  relating  to  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  indicated  that  some  of 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill  were  somewhat 
contentious;  but,  if  they  were  more 
closely  inquired  into,  they  would  be 
found  to  contain  very  little  about  which 
there  would  be  any  contention.  In  fact, 
he  (Mr.  Sheehy)  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  that  the  Acts 
of  1883  and  1885  had  not  worked  so 
satisfactorily  as  he  supposed,  and  that 
the  numerous  small  amendments  pro- 
vided for  by  this  measure  were  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  bring  them  into 
general  operation  and  make  them  work 
smoothly.  The  promoters  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  did  not  desire  to  introduce  any 
new  principle  which  would  give  rise  to 
a  difference  of  opinion  between  Parties 
in  the  House.  All  they  wished  to  pro- 
vide was  that  the  Acts  of  1883  and  1885 
should  not  be  open  to  obstructions  to 
which  they  were  at  present  exposed  at 
the  hands  of  the  enemies  of  the  Acts, 
and  which  they  had  placed  in  the  way  of 
the  poor  people  in  Ireland,  for  whose 
benefit  the  Acts  were  intended.  There 
were  two  sources  from  which  those  ob- 
structions came.  One  of  the  obstructions 
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they  were  exposed  to  arose  from  the 
landlord  class,  who  were  the  ex  officio 
members  of  the  Boards  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians.  [  Cries  of  "  No,  no !  "]  He 
could  assure  the  House  that  it  was  so, 
and  that,  if  not  for  the  obstruction  of 
these  gentlemen,  there  would  be  much 
less  necessity  for  any  Bill  of  this  kind, 
neither  would  he  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  be  there  in  their  places 
to  say  so.  The  other  cause  of  obstruc- 
tion was  the  delay  of  officials  and  the 
obstacles  put  in  the  way  of  Unions  by 
the  Local  Government  Board.  The  ob- 
struction of  ex  officio  Guardians  was  not 
apparent  in  all  Unions,  because,  in 
some  Unions,  the  elected  members  had 
a  preponderance  of  power ;  but  in  some 
of  the  Western  Unions  of  Oonnaught,  the 
ex  officio  members  still  ruled  the  roast, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  they  endeavoured 
to  postpone  and  procrastinate  the  work- 
ing of  the  Acts,  the  result  being  that, 
while  they  were  fully  in  operation  in 
Munster,  and  to  a  large  extent  in  opera- 
tion in  Leinster,  they  were  practically  a 
dead  letter  in  Connaught.  The  ez  officio 
members,  in  short,  had  obstructed  the 
Acts  wherever  they  had  the  power  to  do 
so.  When  the  Act  of  1883  was  intro- 
duced, the  labourers  of  Ireland  looked 
anxiously  and  hopefully  to  its  results. 
It  was  found,  however,  that  that  Act 
was  practically  unworkable,  and  the 
labourers  had  to  wait  until  the  Act  was 
amended,  in  1885,  before  they  got  any 
benefits  ^m  it.  Even  under  the  latter 
Act  very  little  had  been  done.  Though 
a  great  many  schemes  were  proposed 
and  sanctioned  under  the  two  Acts,  still 
very  few  houses  were  built,  while  the 
schemes  still  remained  in  abeyance. 
There  were  hundreds  of  half-acre  plots 
through  the  country  belonging  to  the 
Guardians  which  were  now  waste,  and 
which  might  be  given  to  the  labourers, 
pending  the  building  of  the  houses.  So 
far  with  the  poor  Irish  labourer  it  was 
hope  deferred.  The  labourers  were  still 
waiting  and  waiting,  and  hoping  and 
hoping;  but,  up  to  the  present  time, 
their  condition  had  not  been  materially 
improved,  because  of  the  defects  in  the 
Acts,  and  the  obstruction  to  which  he 
had  referred.  Apart  altogether  from 
the  opposition  of  the  landlords  in  Unions 
where  they  were  sufficiently  powerful  to 
put  obstacles  in  the  way,  a  great  deal  of 
delay  was  caused  by  the  circumlocution 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.     In 
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many  eases  Unions  had  agreed  U: 
schemes,  after  bestowing  great  or 
and  labour  on  them,  as  far  baii  ts 
last  December ;  but  they  were  not  t^ 
sanctioned,  because  the  Inspector  of  tiie 
Local  Government  Board  had  not  oc^ 
down  to  make  the  requisite  inquiriatsd 
report.  The  most  important  clante  r! 
the  Bill,  in  his  opinion,  was  that  whi^i 
enabled  the  Boards  of  G-uardians  to  k 
the  half-acre  plot  to  the  labourer  whJr 
his  house  was  being  built  for  him.  Ttx 
would  ^ve  work  to  the  labourers,  at  6^ 
present  moment,  in  fencing  the  plot^: 
and  it  would  enable  the  labourer,  f : 
whom  the  plot  was  intended,  to  tiU  tir 
ground.  He  was  very  glad  that  th' 
Government  had  consented  to  the  secoci 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  hoped  tin: 
when  it  was  taken  in  Committee,  x^- 
Government  would  see  that  the  mesfiap 
was  more  urgently  called  for  than  th 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  imagisel 
and  that  there  was  no  g^nnd  for  tb- 
apprehensions  he  entertained  in  regard 
to  certain  of  the  clauses.  He  thoogiit  n 
would  be  found  that  the  contentioDS  re- 
ferred to  were  not  essential,  and  wer 
only  philosophical  contentions. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  said,  that  tsu 
Ulster  Member,  who  had  had  frequecr 
opportunities  of  studjrin^  the  Laboorvn^ 
Question  in  Ireland,  he  thought  fa%  ^'^ 
not  require  to  make  any  apology  to  the 
House  for  prolonging  the  discusaoa  ot 
this  subject.     Indeed,  he  thouglit  faoo. 
Members  sitting  on  both  sides  would  be 
glad   of  hearing  a  full    and  thoroufi: 
discussion  on  the  question,  in  view  of 
the  larger  question  of  the  same  kiQ<i 
which  they  would   soon    have  to  deti 
with  in  England.     With  regard  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  did  not  pn>- 
pose  to  enter  into  some   of  its  details ; 
but,    speaking    for    himself — and,  be 
thought,  he  might  also   say   for  to. 
Members  of  the  loyal  North  of  TreUn^ 
Party  who  sat  near  him — he  might  mj 
that  they  were  prepared  to  support  snj 
clauses  in  the  Bill  which  would  bait 
the  e£fect  of  giving  increased  ftdliti>» 
to  the  labourers  of  Ireland  to  take  Ad- 
vantage of,  and  secure  the  benefits  o( 
the  Acts  of    1883   and  1885.    Bat  b- 
thought  that  the  Bill  before  the  Houm 
was  not,  by  any  means,  a  satisfadorjor 
complete  measure,  and  that  what  dte^ 
required  was,  that  a  Bill  of  this  cba* 
raoter  should  be  based  on  a  fall  inqvi? 
into  the  whole  operation  of  the  U* 
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bourers'  Acts.     For  his  own  part,  he 
considered  that  when  those  Acts  were 
amended,  they  ought  to  be  amended  in 
a  thorough  manner,  and  their  provisions 
ought  to  be  extended  so  as  to  include 
classes  of  the  community  in   Ireland 
who,  at  present,  were  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of    such  legislation,    such   as 
fishermen,   who  spent  a  great  deal  of 
their  time  on  shore,  and  also  weavers 
and    other    deserving    classes    of    the 
labouring  population,   of  whom  much 
the  same  thing  might  be  said.     In  the 
course  of  his  canvass  at  the  time  of  the 
General  Election,  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ascertaining  the  opinion  of  all 
classes  in  regard  to  this  subject,  and 
more  especially  those  of  the  labourers 
themselves;    and  he][was  in  a  position 
to  inform  the  House  that  there  was  a 
considerable  amount  of  disappointment 
and  discontent  among  labourers  of  all 
kinds  that  the    Acts    had     not    been 
brought  more  extensively  into  opera- 
tion.    They  considered — he  would  not 
say  with  what  justice — that  the  Acts, 
and  especially  the  Act  of  1885,  had  con- 
ferred certain  legal  rights  on  them  to 
acquire  a  cottage  and  half-an-acre  of 
land  at  a  certain  rent,   and  that  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  were  preventing 
them  acquiring    the    advantages    thus 
given  to  them .  It  appeared  to  hi  m  that  the 
Acts  were  working  in  two  very  different 
ways  in  two  different  parts  of  Ireland. 
In   some  districts,  and  chiefly,   if  not 
entirely,    the    Northern    districts — the 
more    prosperous    parts  of    Ireland — 
where  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  con- 
sisted chiefly  of  farmers  who  occupied 
farms  of  moderate  size,  they  looked  on 
these  Acts    in   a   very   different  light 
from  that  in  which  they  regarded  the 
Land  Act.     He  thought    that    Parlia- 
ment,  having   passed  these  Acts— and 
their  justice  and  necessity  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  both  sides — it  was  only  right 
that  the  Acts  should  be  really  utilized. 
He  therefore  cordially  agreed  with  the 
promoters  of  the  present  Bill  that  some 
change  should  be  made,  and  an  altera- 
tion and  improvement  effected  in  the 
administrative  machinery  of  the  Acts. 
The  only  question  was  as  to  how  that 
should  be  done,  and  he  suggested  that 
some  independent  Government  Inspector 
or  Commissioner  should  be  appointed  to 
take  the  initiative  in  all  these  matters, 
and  bring  them  before  the  Guardians, 
with  the  view  of  getting  them  to  carry 


out  the  Acts.    In  the  North  of  Ireland 
the  compulsion  should    be    effectually 
applied.    As  to  the  other  parts  of  Ire« 
land,  with  which  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  were  connected,  and  in 
which  the  National   League,   he    was 
sorry  to  say,  held  sway,  the  condition 
of  things  was   different  indeed.     [Mr. 
Sexton:    The  Act    works    there.]     In 
other  parts  of  Ireland   he  found  cot- 
tages were  being  built  on  a  somewhat 
extensive  scale.  [**Hear,  hear !  "]  Hon. 
Members  cheered  what  he  said,  and  no 
doubt  considered  that  they  were  entitled 
to  take  credit  for  liberality  in  taking 
advantage  of  the  Act.     But,  in  their 
parts  of   Ireland,  the  chief  burden  of 
the  rates  was  not  borne  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers and   the  class  they  represented. 
tAn  hon.   Membeb  :    Who  bears  it?T 
Ion.   Members   who   were  acquainted 
with  local  affairs  in  Ireland  were,  doubt- 
less, aware  that  when  the  holdings  were 
rated  at  under  £4  a-year,  the  whole  of 
the  rates  were  paid  by  the  landlords. 
Now,  this  was  the  case  in  parts  of  Ire- 
land where  the  National  League  held 
its  sway  ;  and,  therefore,  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  in  putting  this  Act  into  force, 
and  this   burden    on  the  rates,    were 
putting  no  burden  on  themselves,  or  on 
the  classes  whom  the  National  League 
principally  represented.     He  ventured, 
on  those  grounds,  to  suggest  that  before 
any  new  amending  Act  was  passed  there 
should  be  an  authoritative  and  search- 
ing inquiry  into  the  whole  working  of 
the  Acts,  and  that  this  inquiry  should 
include   such  questions  as   the  cost  of 
the  cottages,  the  rents  charged  for  the 
same,  and  the  burdens  which  fell  on  the 
rates.     In  some  parts  of  Ireland,  he  re- 
gretted very  much  to  have  to  say,  the 
Acts  had  been  utilized  for  political  pur- 
poses, as  he  had  seen  numerous  resolu- 
tions passed  by  the  branches  of  the  Na- 
tional League,  recommending  that  cot- 
tages  should   be   built  only  for   those 
labourers  who    were  members   of  the 
League.     He  found  also  that  persons 
chosen    to    build   these  cottages  were 
selected  from    those  belonging  to  the 
National  League.      It  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.    Mulholland)    that    these    things 
should    be    carefully  considered,    and, 
moreover,   that   they  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered in  reference  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  to  the  amount  of  intimida- 
tion exercised  by  the  Society  to  which  he 
had  referred.    ["Oh,  oh!"]    He  would 
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not  enter  farther  into  that  matter  now, 
but  would  simply  add  that,  for  his  own 
part,  he  was  prepared  to  support  many 
parts  of  the  Bill  before  the  House,  but 
there  were  other  parts  which  he  con- 
sidered to  be  very  objectionable ;  and, 
looking  at  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  he  must 
say  that  he  regarded  id  as  by  far  too 
incomplete  a  measure  to  be  accepted  as 
a  final  settlement  of  this  important 
question. 

Mb.  O'HEA  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
had  given  a  very  valuable  contribution 
to  the  debate,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Hea) 
thought  it  a  very  happy,  as  well  as  a 
very  healthy,  sign  to  find  a  Member  of 
the  Ulster  Party  stating  that  he  consi- 
dered that  the  legislation  for  the  Irish 
labourers  was  to  his  mind  not  complete. 
When  the  Bill  got  into  Committee,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  have  a 
full  and  ample  opportunity  of  giving 
them  the  benefit  of  his  large  views  and 
liberality  of  sentiment.  He,  for  one, 
would  certainly  be  very  glad  if  the  mea- 
sure could  be  extended  so  as  to  give  a 
share  of  its  benefits  to  the  classes  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
were  well  worthy  and  deserving  of  atten- 
tion being  shown  them,  more  especially 
the  fishermen  along  the  coasts.  When 
the  Acts  were  originally  passed  they 
were  intended  to  refer  only  to  agricul- 
tural labourers ;  but  it  was  not  too  late 
to  introduce  fishermen  and. other  classes 
in  the  present  Bill.  He  had  carefully 
followed  the  observations  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and,  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  led  the  House 
to  believe  that  the  Acts  had  been  made 
to  work  with  expedition  and  despatch, 
he  thought  the  figures  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  quoted  recoiled  on  him- 
self, and  showed  that  the  Acts  had  been 
almost  wholly  inoperative,  and  that  they 
had  not,  in  any  way,  been  a  success. 
He  had  himself  been  professionally  con- 
cerned in  the  working  of  the  Act  of 
1885,  and  he  could  say  emphatically 
that  it  was  a  most  cumbersome  measure, 
full  of  vexatious  delays  and  difficulties. 
Under  the  Act  of  1883,  the  number  of 
cottages  provided  for  was  6,700,  which 
would  not  represent  a  population  of 
more  than  40,000.  The  Act  of  1885, 
again,  had  been  only  a  small  improve- 
ment, because  the  number  of  houses 
provided  for  was  only  some  9,000  ;  and, 
putting  down  six  as  the  number  of  the 
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occupants  of  each  house,  the  entire 
ber  benefited  would  not  be  much 
than  50,000.  The  entire  numb^,  tka«- 
fore,  was  less  than  100,000 — a  rab' 
which  would  necessitate  a  labourer  wsit- 
ing  five  years  before  he  could  gel  asr 
benefit  from  this  legislation,  and  wliiii 
showed  that  the  operation  of  the  Aa 
had  been  incomplete,  and  mn^  \m 
than  the  requirements  of  the  people  or 
the  intentions  of  the  liOgislatare.  Tkt 
Bill  now  proposed  was  in  the  diredioc 
of  a  much-needed  improvement ;  and  be 
hoped  that  the  House  would  practiallT 
reco^ize  the  fact.  It  would,  he  vai 
convmced,  produce  a  marked  and  de- 
cided improvement  in  the  conditioB  of 
the  people  of  Ireland ;  and,  thereiore, 
he  hoped  it  would  be  passed  into  bv. 
and  so  make  it  possible  for  the  pe<^ 
instead  of  living  in  hovels,  to  have  cos- 
f ortable  roofs  over  their  heads. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  difTensM 
of  opinion  in  politics  should  not  pieves' 
hon.  Members  from  recognizing  ti» 
merits  of  their  opponents,  and  he  gisdlj 
bore  testimony  to  the  character  of  tk 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  Gentlemas  tki 
Member  for  North  Deny  (Mr.  Molbol- 
land).  It  was  a  fluent  and  reoisrkaUe 
speech,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Menh 
ber  for  North  Armagh  (Major  Saonder- 
son),  sometimes  called  the  Leader  <^  la< 
Party,  would  now  have  to  look  to  kit 
laurels  and  to  deal  with  the  fact  that  1m 
had  a  powerful  rival  near  his  throne. 
However,  fluency  was  not  all  that  vas 
requisite  in  order  to  make  a  sooceeifttl 
Parliamentary  speech;  and  when  bf 
admitted  that  Uie  hon.  Member  ibr 
North  Derry  had  made  a  fluent  speeck 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  thought  his  praise  mwn 
end  there.  It  would  have  been  desirable 
if,  before  he  roseto  spec^,  the  hon.Gaft- 
tleman  had  made  up  his  mind  as  to  wbat 
result  he  meant  to  leave  on  the  miad  of 
the  House ;  for,  after  the  moat  esrefol 
study  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Membo. 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  entirely  at  a  Um  to 
understand  what  was  the  state  of  tbt 
hon.  Gentleman's  mind  on  the  sabjcct 
The  hon.  Member  complained  that  xht 
Bill  was  not  a  complete  measure.  Well 
it  was  certainly  not  a  eomfAete  measarc: 
but  in  allowing  it  to  remain  an  issoai* 
plete  measure  his  hon.  Friend  the  Msb- 
ber  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Mayne)  had  < 
view  to  his  chances  of  passing  it  throsg^ 
the  House ;  and  when  the  hon.  Membtf 
for  North  D^rry  said  it  was  inoonpfetVi 
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he  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  have  thought 
that  he  would  have  endeavoured  to  in- 
duce the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  not 
merely  to  assent  to  the  second  reading, 
but    to    reconsider    the    statement    as 
to    his    giving   further  facilities.      He 
thought  the  hon.  Member,  to  be  con- 
sistent, would  have  urged  the  Govern- 
ment to  hasten  the  measure,  and  afford 
him  the  opportunity  of  completing  it. 
But  the  hon.  Member  rode  off  on  a  side 
issue.  The  Ulster  Tory  Members,  speak- 
ing generally,  admitted  admirable  prin- 
ciples ;  but  when  you  came  to  ask  them 
to  put  those  admirable  principles  into 
operation — ^to  come  in  on  the  broad  track 
of  reform — they  at  once  performed  an 
operation  well  known  in  Ireland — they 
went  **  up  a  boreen  " — they  found,  at  a 
critical  moment,    a   convenient  siding, 
and  then  disappeared  from  view.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  in  some  sense,  in 
sympathy  with  modern  views;  but  his 
methods  were  rather  antique,  and  when 
asked  how  to  get  rid  of  the  incomplete- 
ness   his    only    suggestion    was —  **  It 
wants  thorough  inquiry,"  the  usual  con- 
venient form  of  shelving  a  disagreeable 
subject.     Surely,  the  hon.  Member  could 
not  forget  that  the  question  had  been 
for  a  long  time  before  a  Committee  of 
the  House  in   1884.     He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  a  Member  of  that  Committee,  and 
he  could  assure  him  that  the  inquiry 
was  very  full  and  searching.     The  object 
now  was  to  amend  the  Act  of  1885,  and 
the  character  of  the  defects  of  that  Act 
was  certainly  not  of  such  a  kind  as  to 
necessitate  another  like  inquiry.     Was 
it  a  proof  of  the  sincerity  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  again  postpone 
the  settlement  of  this  question  for  an- 
other year,  leaving  so  many  deserving 
people  landless    and    homeless?     The 
sympathy  of  the  hon.  Member  appeared 
to  be  very  great,  so  far  as  his  mind  was 
concerned ;  but  it  did  not  appear  in  the 
least  to  agitate  his  heart.     He  entirely 
agreed   with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there   were    other    classes  besides  the 
agpricultural  labourers  who  needed  help 
in  this  matter.     The  fishermen  of  the 
coasts  had  suffered  more,  perhaps,  than 
any  other  class  from  the  parsimony  of 
British  legislation,  and  he  thought  they 
should  be  brought  under  the  influence 
of   some  similar  legislation.     He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  himself,  when  the  original  Acts 
were  in  Committee,  had  made  a  similar 
proposition ;  and  when  the  Member  for 
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North  Derry  saw  his  way  to  taking  any 
practical  action  to  assist  the  fishermen 
he  would  find  for  him  more  active 
support  than,  perhaps,  he  could  get 
from  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and 
Leader  the  Member  for  North  Armagh. 
Another  point  was  this — as  to  the  com- 
position and  action  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians in  Ireland.  Those  Boards  con- 
sisted of  about  one-half  landlords  and 
magistrates,  and  he  would  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  Irish  Tory  Members  to  this. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mulholland)  had 
urged  that  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  should  be  compelled 
to  put  the  Act  in  force.  That  was  rather 
a  strong  step  to  take,  and  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  did  not  know  how  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Colleagues  would  like  it; 
but,  anyhow,  it  would  be  interesting  to 
know  whether  he  and  they  thought  that 
landlords  injreland,  acting  as  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  ought  to  be  compelled  to  put 
the  Act  in  force.  If  the  hon.  Member 
meant  that,  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  quite 
agreed  with  him,  though  he  would  be  a 
little  bit  surprised,  for  it  was  surely  a 
little  inconsistent  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member  admitted 
that  in  certain  parts  of  Ireland — in  the 
North — the  Act  had  not  worked,  and  he 
would  compel  the  Guardians  to  act.  Let 
the  House  mark  the  inconsistency.  In 
the  same  breath  the  hon.  Member  com^ 
plained  that,  in  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
where  the  Act  did  work,  the  National 
League  used  intimidation  ;  in  fact,  he 
complained  of  the  National  League 
doing  what  he  himself  urged  ought  to 
be  done.  Besides,  the  landlords  had 
half  the  seats  at  the  Boards. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND:  No;  not  on 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  I  referred  to. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Surely  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  be  ignorant  of  the  fact 
that  the  landlords  held  half  the  seats  at 
the  Boards  of  every  Union  in  Ireland. 
Every  Union  had  two  elements,  the 
elected  Guardians  there  sent  by  the  rate- 
payers, and  the  other  half  was  composed 
of  magistrates — ex  officio  Guardians. 

Mr.  mulholland  :  They  are  not 
always  present — I  moan  Members  who 
sit  as  a  rule. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Quite  so.  Of  course, 
the  landlords,  in  that  regard,  as  in 
everything  else,  neglected  their  duty. 
They  stayed  away  from  the  Board,  ex- 
cept when  there  was  a  job  to  be  done. 
But  they  possessed  one-half  the  seats  at 
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the  men  called  ''  Ijing  "  money ;  and  if 
the  men  needed  money  they  were 
obliged  to  ask  for  advances,  which  were 
made  at  a  considerable  interest.  The 
men  were  bled  in  a  very  unfair  manner 
by  the  making  of  these  so-called  ad- 
vances while  money  was  owing  to  them ; 
and  the  Bill  proposed  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  withholding  of  the  wages  that  were 
due,  and  that  where  advances  were 
made  no  money  should  be  charged  for 
such  advances.  By  the  next  dause  he 
proposed  that  the  Weights  and  Mea- 
sures Act  of  1878  shoiud  apply  to  all 
mines,  and  to  repeal  the  Saving  Clause, 
which  had  hitherto  permitted  the  use  of 
**  the  measures  and  gauges  ordinarily 
used  in  such  mines.''  This  was  neces- 
sary to  assure  the  men  from  many  a  loss, 
which  at  present  they  had  to  complain 
of,  by  reason  of  the  irregularity  of  the 
standard  of  measurement.  The  last 
clause  in  the  Bill  was  that  which  pro- 
posed that  firemen  should  be  examined 
and  certificated  by  Inspectors.  The 
duties  of  firemen  in  regard  to  the  lives 
of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  em- 
ployed in  mines  could  hardly  be  over- 
estimated in  respect  of  their  responsi- 
bility, or  the  immense  danger  that  might 
occur  by  their  negligence  or  want  of 
qualification ;  and,  therefore,  he  pro- 
posed that  every  fireman  should  be  re- 
cognized as  qualified,  and  be  certificated 
by  an  Inspector.  This  might  not  be  a  com- 
prehensive measure,  but  it  dealt  with 
points  on  which  legislation  was  urgently 
needed,  and  he  hoped  it  would  receive 
the  assent  of  the  House.  He  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ITr.  Arthur  O'Connor,) 

Mb.  TOMLINSON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months,  said,  he  did  not  deny  that 
there  were  matters  in  the  Bill  with  which 
it  was  desirable  Parliament  should  deal, 
and  that  there  were  matters  in  the  Act 
which  eminently  called  for  modification. 
He  doubted,  however,  whether  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was 
sufficiently  versed  in  the  subject ;  and  it 
was  hardly  possible,  he  thought,  for 
one  Member  to  combine  in  himself  the 
qnalifications  neceesaty  for  dealing  with 
every  subject ;  but,  above  and  beyond 
that,  there  was  now  before  the  House  a 
Bill  by  the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  B. 
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Assheton  Cross),  who  was  peonliarly 
able  to  deal  with  this  subject,  which,  if 
it  did  not  contain  all  the  matters  which 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  did,  could 
easily  be  amended  in  that  direction,  if 
it  was  thought  desirable.  His  great 
objection  to  the  Bill  was  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  framed.  It  pro- 
fessed to  be  a  Bill  amending  the  Mines 
Regulation  Act.  It  dealt  with  several 
subjects  that  formed  the  subject-matter 
of  that  Act;  but  it  did  not  deal  with 
them  by  way  of  specific  Amendments, 
and  laid  down  new  regulations  without 
explaining  how  far  they  were  intended 
to  amend  the  present  Act,  or  how  far 
they  were  to  be  new  provisions  in  addi- 
tion to  them.  The  force  of  that  observa- 
tion would  appear  on  a  consideration  of 
Clause  2,  dealing  with  the  appointment 
of  check-weighers.  He  was  not  pre* 
pared  to  say  that  they  could  possibly 
leave  the  matter  as  it  stood  now ;  but 
that  was  a  subject  which  was  dealt  with 
in  the  Bill  of  the  late  Home  Secre- 
tary. The  hon.  Member  proposed  that 
the  check-weighers  should  be  appointed 
by  a  majority  of  all  the  workmen ;  but 
there  were  at  every  mine  a  number  of 
men  who  were  not  paid  according  to  the 
output,  and  under  the  Bill  these  men 
might  attend  the  meetings  and  vote,  al- 
though they  were  not  in  any  way  affected 
by  the  check-weigher's  duties.  He  was 
certain  a  clause  of  this  kind  would  give 
rise  to  all  sorts  of  difficulties.  He  sug- 
gested that  any  such  provision  should 
be  by  way  of  amendment  of  the  Act,  as 
was  proposed  in  the  Bill  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  late  Home  Secretai^.  His 
next  objection  to  the  Bill  was  to  the  pro* 
posal  to  examine  the  mines  at  least  once 
a  month.  He  could  hardly  imagine 
anything  more  fatal  to  a  proper  inspec- 
tion of  mines  than  a  rigid  rule  of  that 
kind.  Such  a  proposal  was  not  the  way 
to  secure  satisfactory  inspection ;  and  he 
thought  hon.  Members  who  represented 
the  miners  were  perfectly  conscious  of 
that.  It  was  not  at  all  true  that  In- 
spectors only  inspected  mines  after 
accidents  had  taken  place.  What  he 
would  suggest  was  this — that  if  an  In* 
spector  was  worth  anything  he  ought  to 
know  what  mines  required  to  be  watched 
with  strictness  and  what  mines  could  be 
dealt  with  more  leniently.  He  believed 
the  proposed  periodical  insnection  would 
do  more  harm  than  sooa,  because  it 
must  neceMarily  diminish  ti&a  respoast* 
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Quardians  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  in- 
asmuch  as  he  had  been  a  member  of  one 
of  them  for  manjr  years,  and  had  latterly 
been  vice-chairman ;  and,  from  the 
knowledge  thus  gained,  he  coidd  say 
that  the  obstruction  to  the  operation  of 
the  Act  of  1 885  had  come  not  from  the 
ex  officio  Guardians,  but  from  the  elected 
Guardians.  [References  bad  been  made 
to  the  action  of  the  Baliymena  Board 
of  Guardians  in  regard  to  the  provision 
of  labourers'  dwellings.  Well,  in  the 
Baliymena  Union  the  National  League 
did  not  hold  sway,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  ever  would;  but  the  greatest  oppo- 
nents of  these  Acts  were  the  elected 
Guardians,  while  the  most  vigorous  sup- 
porter was  Mr.  Patrick,  who  might  not 
be  an  Irish  landlord,  but  was  what  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  disliked 
still  more — a  highly  respected  officer  of 
the  Orange  Association.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  had  twitted  the  Irish  Con- 
servative Members  with  having  merely 
a  platonic  sympathy  for  the  Irish  la- 
bourers ;  but  he  (Colonel  Waring)  did 
not  think  that  the  sympathy  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  extended 
much  farther.  They  talked  about  the 
interests  of  the  labourers ;  but  before 
any  warm  attention  was  paid  to  the 
claims  of  labourers  they  had  to  produce 
a  piece  of  paper,  showing  that  they  were 
members  of  the  National  League.  Not 
only  did  he  (Colonel  Waring)  feel  sym- 
pathy for  the  Irish  labourers,  but  he 
thought  that  sympathy  should  not  be 
confined  to  the  agricultural  labourers 
alone,  but  should  be  extended  to  the 
fishermen.  Indeed,  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  not  unwilling  to  go  so  far ; 
but  they  did  not  hear  of  their  sympathy 
being  extended  to  the  weavers.  They 
belonged  to  districts  to  which  the  sway 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  he  referred  to 
had  not  extended,  and  were,  indeed,  the 
most  formidable  opponents  to  its  exten- 
sion; and,  therefore,  they  were  not  to 
have  the  benefit  of  these  Acts.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Mulholland)  had  never  said, 
as  was  imputed  to  Iiim  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo,  that  Guardians  were  being 
intimidated  by  the  National  League 
into  putting  these  Acts  into  operation. 
What  his  hon.  Friend  said  was  that 
agricultural  labourers  were  intimidated 
into  becoming  members  of  the  National 
League  in  order  that  they  might  ob- 
tain the  benefit  of  the  Act.  He  (Colonel 


Waring)  was  desirous  to  promote  any 
legislation  which  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  community  generally,  and  not  of  the 
one  class  who  happened  to  be  the  present 
occupants  of  land.  They  were  a  very 
important  class;  but  there  were  other 
classes  above  and  below  and  around  them 
whose  interests  had  to  be  fully  con- 
sidered ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  any- 
one, except  actually  existing  occupiers, 
had  gained  one  atom  by  the  recent  legis- 
lation for  Ireland.  If  he  and  his  Col- 
leagues occasionally  expressed  an  inten- 
tion to  go  a  certain  distance  with  those 
hon.  Members,  it  was,  at  the  same 
time,  but  natural  that  they  should  hesi- 
tate to  go  along  that  high  road  which, 
as  they  were  told  on  the  highest  au- 
thority, led  to  destruction.  While, 
therefore,  he  was  ready  to  facilitate  the 
passage  of  the  Bill  through  Committee, 
and  hoped  the  Government  would  give 
the  requisite  facilities  for  that  purpose, 
ho  trusted  that  something  might  bo  done 
to  extend  the  benefits  of  its  provisions 
to  classes  who  had  not  yet  been  reached 
by  previous  legislation  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  he  thought  that 
after  the  speech  just  made  the  discussion 
might  close,  for  there  really  did  not  ap- 
pear to  be  any  difference  of  opinion. 
There  were  statements  made  concerning 
the  Labourers'  Act  which  he  desired  to 
contradict  as  a  matter  of  public  duty. 
It  had  been  alleged,  for  instance,  that 
in  the  South  of  Ireland,  where  it  was 
admitted  on  all  sides  that  the  Acts  had 
been  put  in  force,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, with  the  approval  of  the  Irish 
Members,  the  labourers  who  desired  to 
put  the  Act  in  motion  were  desired  to 
produce  their  cards  of  membership  of 
the  National  League.  He  utterly  denied 
that  any  such  system  had  either  their 
approval  or  connivance.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  utterly  discountenanced  any 
such  proceeding,  although  attempts  were 
made  by  an  Association,  the  Freemasons, 
who  carried  on  an  organized  system  of 
'^Boycotting''  in  regard  to  those  who 
did  not  belong  to  their  organization. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  only  yesterday 
stated  that,  according  to  reports  that 
had  been  sent  to  him,  an  attempt  was 
made  to  induce  the  members  of  the 
Tipperary  Board  of  Guardians,  every 
man  of  whom  belonged  to  the  National 
League,  to  show  some  favour  of  that 
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kind,  and  the  attempt  was  resented  as 
an  insult  to  their  Board.    The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Down  (Colonel 
Waring)   said,   after  referring  to    the 
action  of  the  Balljmena  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, that  there  was  a  particular  body 
for  which  Nationalists  entertained  even 
a  greater  dislike  than  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.     Now,  although  the  Irish  Ca- 
tholics had    suffered    much    from    the 
Orange  Body,  they  had  not  a  greater 
dislike  to  that  Body  than  they  had  to  the 
landlords.     He  (Mr.  Dillon)  challenged 
the  Orange  Members  for  Belfast  to  deny 
that  the  Catholics  voted  for  them,  and 
helped  in  the  return  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sat  for  South  Belfast  and  East 
Belfast.     [**  No,  no  ! "]     Well,  he  chal- 
lenged  either   of  those  hon.   Members 
to  stand  up  and  deny  that  the  Catholic 
Nationalists  had  voted  for  them  at  the 
poll.     No ;  the  Nationalists  did  not  hate 
them,  except  when  they  were  doing  evil ; 
they   were  ready  to   support  them  in 
every  honest  effort  they  made  to  defend 
the  rights  of  the  Irish  people.     The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  also  said  that  the 
obstruction  to  the  Labourers'  Act  was 
mainly    given    by    elected    Guardians. 
Well,  if  that  was  true,  it  was  a  very 
strong  argument  for  introducing    the 
National  League  into  Ulster.  Wherever 
the  National  League  existed,  the  Act 
was,  according  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  put  in  force ;  and  wherever  it 
did  not  the  contrary  was  the  case.     In 
the  portion  of  the  North   of   Ireland 
where  most  complaints  were   made  of 
the  obstruction,  there  were  large  num- 
bers of  the  landlord  party  in  the  Unions, 
both  as  elected  and  ex  officio  Guardians. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  determined  effort 
to  make  an  extraordinary  misrepresenta- 
tion to  that  House.     It  had  been  in- 
sinuated that  the  Irish  Members  de- 
sired that  the  benefits  of  the  Act  should 
bo  confined  to  one  class  of  labourers 
only.       The    Irish    so-called     **  Loyal 
Party*' — for  it  might  be  a  matter   of 
argument  which  was  the  real  '*  Loyal 
Party  '* — had   suddenly  woke  up  to   a  • 
great  amount  of  zeal  in  advocating  the  ' 
extending  of  the  benefits  of  the  Act  to  | 
all  classes  of  labourers.    Well,  his  hon.  | 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) had  sat  on  a  Committee,  and  en- 
deavoured, day  after  day,  to  have  those  | 
benefits  extended  to  these  very  classes^ 
of  labourers  and  fishermen,  and  weavers  ' 
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and  workers  of  every  daas.  That  &et 
was  perfectly  well  known  to  thoee  i^ 
quainted  with  the  history  of  themeasim', 
and  the  hon.  Members  above  the  Gug^ 
way  appeared  to  be  entirely  ignorant  of 
the  efforts  of  the  Irish  Party  on  behilf 
of  the  labourers  of  Ireland.  For  serenl 
years  the  *'  Loyal  Party  "  never  took 
any  interest  in  the  subject ;  but,  nor 
that  many  of  their  seats  were  in  immi- 
nent danger,  they  became  deeply  iDT^ 
rested  in  the  cases  of  the  glebe  por 
chasers,  because  they  knew  that  t&en 
were  300  or  400  of  them  acattered  orer 
the  divisions  of  Tyrone,  whose  votes 
would  be  badly  wanted  by  the  Gringo 
Party  at  the  next  Election. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  said,  that 
hon.  Members  below  the  Qangway  wen 
fond  of  arrogating  to  themselves  th« 
right  of  initiating  all  remedial  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland ;  and  when  they  fooiui 
that  Members  above  the  Gangway  «1«. 
had  a  duty  to  perform  in  regard  tc> 
legislation  and  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  hoi. 
Members  were  good  enough  to  laugh 
and  sneer  derisively  at  any  proposal  ic 
that  direction.  It  was  undoubtedly  trw 
that  there  were  a  great  many  laboimn 
in  Ulster,  and  a  considerable  numb^  of 
them  voted  for  the  Conservative  etadi- 
dates  who  now  had  seats  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  But  he  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon)  that  a  gnat 
number  of  hon.  Members  who  now  re- 
presented part  of  the  Ulster  populatka 
— a  considerable  number — did  not  sit  ia 
the  House  of  Commons  before,  and  haH 
no  opportunity  in  the  past  of  taking 
action  in  the  direction  they  were  bov 
inclined  to  go.  Also,  he  might  obaarre 
that,  on  the  opening  of  ParliamtBt 
Members  below  the  Gangway  had  aa 
enormous  advantage  over  himself  aad 
his  Friends,  in  that  they  had  all  their 
preparations  ready  beforehand,  and  all 
their  Bills  prepared.  The  preparation 
were  made  before  the  Elections  took 
place ;  and  before  the  Elections  it  vat 
settled  who  waste  represent  certain  oob* 
stituencies,  and  when  he  did  so  what 
measures  he  would  propose.  But  Mea- 
bers  of  the  Conservative  Party  had  nt 
the  advantage  of  knowing  for  cettaia 
the  result  of  the  election  before  it  took 
place.  They  had  the  disagreeable  neeti- 
sity  of  applying  to  the  wishes  of  th« 
electors  whom  they  desired  to  repieswt. 
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They  did  not  ascertain  from  two  or  three 
gentlemen,  Bitting  in  Dublin,  who  was 
to  represent  certain  constituencies  in  the 
North.     That,  of  course,  gave  Members 
below  the  Gangway  an  advantage ;  but 
perhaps,   in   the  future,  Conservatives 
would  meet  them  in  a  similar  manner. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
objected  to  certain  statements  made  in 
the   House,    and  probably   alluded    to 
Questions    asked,    especially    one    he 
(Major  Saunderson)  asked  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  as  to  the  action  of 
the  National  League.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber denied,  as  far  as  he  could  understand 
his  speech,  that  the  National  League  in 
Ireland  had  taken  the  action  indicated 
in   that  Question.     Now    the  Question 
asked  had  reference  to  a  letter  written 
by  a  Boman  Catholic  clergyman  in  Tip- 
perary,  to  which  he  (Major  Saunderson) 
called  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.     In  his  letter  the  Boman 
Catholic  clergyman  said  there  were  two 
men,   one    named  Timothy    O'Brien — 
probably  a  relative  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway — and  another 
who    was    called   Fitzgerald ;    and    he 
pointed  out  that  Timothy  O'Brien  was 
a  member  of  the  National  League,  and 
Fitzgerald  was  not ;  therefore  the  (Guar- 
dians were  to  vote  for  O'Brien.     The 
Chairman  of  the  Board   said  it  was  a 
dangerous  letter,  for  it  might  get  into 
the  Press,  and  if  it  did  it  was  almost 
certain  to  get  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  aud  he  (Major  Saunderson)  took 
precious  good  care  it  did.     Since  then 
there  had  been  another  letter  from  the 
reverend  gentleman,  giving  an  explana- 
tion   of  a    peculiar  circumstance    that 
cropped  \x\}.     It  appeared  that  the  Bev. 
Mr.  Henne83ey  sigued  for  both  parties, 
and  the  Board  could  not  make  out  the 
object  of  the  reverend  gentleman  ;  but 
his    explanation    was    that    Fitzgerald 
humbugged  him,  and  represented  that 
he  was  a  member  of  the  League ;  but 
afterwards,  finding  he  was  not  a  mem- 
ber, Mr.  Hennessey  signed  for  O'Brien, 
and  hoped  he  would  get  the  cottage.  So 
much  in  reference  to  that  Board. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  The  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Down  that  I 
contradicted  was  that  it  was  necessary 
to  have  a  card  in  order  to  get  a  cottage. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  said,  that  he 
had  another  case  which  he  wished  to 
oall  attention  to,  that  was  reported  in 


The  Leinster  Leader ^  February  27th.  At 
a  meeting  of  the  Athy  branch  of  tho 
National  League,  the  hon.  secretary  an- 
nounced that  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  Mary  Doyle,  complaining  that, 
though  she  had  sent  in  a  representation 
to  the  Athy  Guardians  for  a  labourer's 
cottage,  she  saw  no  reference  to  it  in  the 
advertisement  of  the  scheme  published  in 
The  Leader,  The  secretary  went  on  to  say 
that  he  wished  to  remark,  with  regard 
to  the  state  of  the  labourers  in  that 
county,  though  they  seemed  to  think 
they  could  obtain  cottages  without  going 
through  the  open  door  of  the  League, 
it  was  important  they  should  know 
that  the  branch  would  only  recommend 
as  tenants  of  the  cottages  to  the  Guar- 
dians such  as  were  members  of  the 
League.  That  showed  in  these  two 
places,  and  no  doubt  in  hundreds  of 
others,  what  was  the  action  of  the 
League.  What  he  wanted  to  point  out 
was  that  it  was  quite  clear  that  in  hun- 
dreds of  places  in  Ireland  an  Act  parsed 
by  the  House  of  Commons  for  tho  pur- 
pose of  alleviating  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  labourer  was  made  use  of  by  tho 
organization  which  was  under  the  im- 
mediate direction  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  as  a  political  lever 
on  their  part  to  subjugate  the  will  of 
the  Irish  people.  [CWm  of  **  Oh,  oh!"] 
If  that  was  not  the  case,  and  if  hon. 
Members  objected  to  the  action  of  the 
National  League,  why  did  they  not  get 
up  and  condemn  it  in  public  and  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  DILLON :  That  is  exactly  what 
I  have  done  over  and  over  again. 

Major  SAUNDEBSON  asked  why 
they  did  not  do  so  when  they  went  over  to 
Ireland  ?  He  quite  admitted  that  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  speaking 
in  Ireland  and  speaking  in  the  House 
of  Commons  were  quite  different  animals. 
[**  Oh,  oh!"  and  *'  Shame!"!  He  would 
withdraw  tho  word  **  animals,"  and 
say  they  had  a  quite  different  method 
of  speaking  and  mode  of  oratory.  Why 
did  they  not  in  Ireland  say  that  no  dif- 
ference at  all  should  be  made  between 
one  Irishman  and  another  in  granting 
the  advantages  of  this  Act  ?  With  rc- 
!  gard  to  the  Amendments  proposed  in 
I  them  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mayne), 
I  he  had  to  say  that  he  would  decidedly 
support  its  second  reading.  What  was 
more,  he  was  quite  ready  to  join  in  the 
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appeal   to    the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
opposite,  that  facility  should  be  given 
without  too  much  delay  for  its  further 
discussion  and  consideration.     He  knew 
something  about  the  labouring  popula- 
tion, and  he  was  not  a  new  convert  to 
legislation  having  for  its  object  the  pro- 
tection and  alleviation  of  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  people.    He  had  always  sup- 
ported   the    Land    Bill,    and    did   not 
regret   having  done    so ;    and  he  had 
always  been  in  favour  of  advancing,  as 
much  as  it  was  possible  to  do  so,  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  labourer,  for,  in 
his  opinion,  he  was  badly  clothed,  badly 
paid,  as  well  as   being  badly  fed.     It 
would  be  an  intense  satisfaction  to  him 
if,  by  any  action  on  his  part,  he  could 
assist  in  helping  him.     He  was,  there- 
fore, ready  to  support  any  Bill  which 
was  brought  in  to  ameliorate  the  la- 
bourer's condition,  and  to  make  him  what 
he  believed  he  could  be  made — a  law- 
abiding  citizen.     He  would  not  criticize 
the  subject  further;  but  he  would  say 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site would  give  them  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  Bill  he  should 
be  ready  to  take  part  in  the  discussion 
that  might  arise,  and  to  suggest  any 
improvement  that  might  be  desirable. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  NOLAN  said,  he  deeply 
regretted  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber who  had  last  addressed  the  House 
was  not  now  in  his  place.  He  (Mr. 
Nolan)  wished  to  say  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  would  remain  in 
his  mind  as  the  Gentleman  who  had  the 
good  taste  to  make  a  personal  attack 
upon  him  the  very  first  night  he  took 
his  seat  in  the  House  ;  and  therefore  he 
was  not  surprised  to  find  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  had  the  very 
questionable  taste  of  referring  to  Timothy 
O'Brien  as  being  possibly  a  relative  of 
some  of  his  (Mr.  Nolan's)  Colleagues 
below  the  Gangway.  Knowing  the 
Gentlemen  who  bore  the  name  of 
O'Brien  in  the  House  and  his  Col- 
leagues, he  thought  he  could  take  it 
upon  himself  to  say  that,  although  he 
believed  that  the  person  in  question  had 
not  the  slightest  connection,  whether  by 
relationship  or  otherwise,  to  any  of  those 
Gentlemen,  there  was  not  one  of  them 
who  would  think  of  repudiating  any 
such  connection  with  any  honest  man, 
such  as  he  presumed  Timothy  O'Brien 
to  be.     That,  however,  did  not  lessen 
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the  animus  of  the  remark  made  by  ^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh.  Another  intelligent  aUnsioi 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
made  to  himself  and  Colleagnes  wt« 
that  they  were  animals.  Novr,  thej  hi 
not  at  all  intend  to  deny  the  charge,  nor 
did  they  at  all  intend  to  say  that  tSfj 
did  not  belong  to  that  class  of  antmali 
that  had  got  a  little  backbone  in  then, 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  GentleiDas 
would  perhaps  find  out.  The  hon.  asd 
gallant  Member  also  spoke  of  himself 
(Mr.  Nolan)  and  his  Colleagues  as  sr- 
rogating  to  themselyes  the  right  ti 
initiating  reforms  for  the  Xrieh  people. 
If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  or 
his  Colleagues  would  only  take  upoo 
themselves  the  duty  of  introdacing  tlw 
reforms  necessary  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, he  would  find  that  they  wonld  ob- 
tain every  support  from  the  Irish  Partr. 
One  statement  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  made  was,  that  there  was  t 
great  deal  of  intolerance  displayed  id 
Munster,  Leinster,  and  Connan^t,  br 
the  members  of  the  National  League. 
It  was  an  old  saying  that  people  who 
lived  in  glass  houses  should  not  tbrav 
stones ;  and  he  would  undertake  to  prort 
to  any  hon.  Member  in  the  House,  no 
matter  to  what  Party  he  might  beloag, 
that  intolerance  in  its  rankest  fomu 
was  practised  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
claimed  to  represent  Ulster  in  the  Hon8<», 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  ont  to 
the  hon.  Member  that,  although  he  has 
been  allowed,  during  the  earlier  part  of 
his  speech,  to  answer  some  charges  whick 
he  regarded  as  personal,  he  is  not  now 
discussing  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  which  is  the  Question  hefore  \h^ 
House,  but  is  indulging  in  personal  re* 
criminations  which  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  NOLAN  begged  to  bow 
to  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Si>eaker;  but  he 
thought  that,  having  listened  to  tho^e 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallaat 
Gentleman  above  the  Gangway,  be 
should  have  been  permitted  to  say  what 
could  be  said  on  the  other  side,  and  he 
was  sorry  to  find  that  he  was  mistaken. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order !  order !  Tka 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to  speak 
of  my  ruling  in  that  manner.  I  haT« 
said  that  the  charges  are  matters  of  per- 
sonality ;  and  I  hold  these  qneetioaa  art 
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irrelevant  to  the  Question,  which  is  the 
proposal  that  the  Bill  now  before  the 
ilouse  be  read  a  second  time. 

Me.  JOSEPH  NOLAN  said,  hebegged 
respectfully  to  submit  to  the  ruling  of 
the  Chair ;  and  he  would  not  carry  the 
discussion  further  in  the  direction  in 
Mrhioh  he  had  been  proceeding,  but  deal 
ijirith  the  merits  of  the  Bill  before  the 
Souse.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  an- 
nounced that  he  would  not  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  find  that  he  was  not  prepared 
to  grant  any  facility  for  its  further  dis- 
cussion. One  objection  to  the  Bill  was 
based  on  economy.  He  would  respect- 
fully submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  would  be  greater  eco- 
nomy in  providing  for  the  support  of  a 
numerous  class  outside  the  workhouse 
rather  than  inside.  A  great  many  la- 
bourers were  at  times  forced  to  take 
refuge  in  the  workhouse  under  exist- 
ing conditions;  and  if  the  Bill  were 
carried  into  law  these  people  would 
be  able  to  maintain  themselves  out- 
side. There  was  nothing  which  mili- 
tated against  working  people's  success 
so  much  as  the  want  of  proper  habita- 
tions. He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to 
see  his  way  to  withdraw  his  objection 
to  affording  time  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  macartney  f aid,  he  rose  prin- 
cipally  for  the  purpose  of  joining  in  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Armagh  (Major 
Saunderson)  for  an  opportunity  for 
further  discussion  of  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee. He  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  not  now  in  the  House ;  but  he 
hoped  that  some  of  his  Colleagues  would 
inform  him  of  the  appeal  that  was  made. 
He  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  any  of  the 
painful  elements  that  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  discussion  ;  and  whilst  he 
was  quite  prepared  to  acknowledge  the 
sincerity  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  in  bringing  forward  that  Bill, 
he,  at  the  same  time,  in  return  must  ask 
for  similar  credit  for  himself  and  those 
near  him,  in  their  efforts  to  realize  those 
objects  which  it  was  intended  by  legis- 
lation they  should  possess.  Neither  did 
he  wish  to  refer  at  any  length  to  the 
discussion  that  had  already  taLken  place ; 
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that  lie  was  going  to  limit  himself  to 
an  absolute  refusal  to  consider  these 
matters ;  but  he  wished  to  retain  to  him- 
self complete  freedom  of  action  in  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bill.  The  main  object 
of  his  rising  was  to  make  a  strong  ap- 
peal to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
give  facilities  for  the  future  discussion 
of  a  measure  which,  he  believed,  would 
conduce  to  the  benefit  not  only  of  the 
class  to  which  it  was  specially  designed, 
but  of  all  classes  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  that  the  labourers' 
dwellings  throughout  Ireland  stood  sadly 
in  need  of  considerable  improvement. 
He  would  therefore  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  the  utmost  facilities  in 
their  power  for  discussing  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  and  in  bringing  it  to  a  success- 
ful conclusion,  for  there  was  much  in  it 
that  was  deserving  of  support.  In  re- 
gard to  the  South  of  Ireland,  he  believed, 
from  personal  knowledge,  that  the  op- 
position to  the  Act  of  last  year  by  Boards 
of  Guardians  came  as  much  from  the 
elective  Guardians,  and  in  some  cases 
more,  than  from  the  ex  officio  Guardians. 
Of  course,  one  Board  of  Guardians 
differed  from  another ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  an  erroneous  idea  to  believe  that 
the  etg  officio  Guardians  had  any  desire 
to  interfere  with  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers. He  also  agreed  in  the  ad- 
visability of  extending  the  benefit  of  the 
Act  to  other  than  purely  agricultural 
labourers,  as  he  believed  that  those  who 
gained  their  livelihood  by  fishing  were 
as  well  entitled  to  receive  the  benefit  of 
the  Act  as  those  who  were  engaged  in 
agricultural  pursuits. 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  he  believed  that 
further  discussion  would  be  utter  waste 
of  time ;  therefore  he  would  not  follow 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Dawson)  upon  the  question  as  to 
how  the  Act  had  been  worked  by  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
Had  he  any  desire  to  do  so,  he  thought 
he  could  show  by  statistics  that  the  Act 
had  been  obstructed  by  a  class  of  people 
different  to  those  who  represented  the 
ratepayers  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  would  not 
do  so,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  introduce 
any  contentious  matter.  What  he  de- 
sired to  do  was  to  contradict  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  House  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Major  Saunderson),  that  the  National 
League  availed  themselves  of  the  La- 
bourers' Act  to  annoy  the  landlords. 

Mr,  Macartney 


Major  SAUNDERSON :  I  did  act 
say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  that  it  was  said 
that  the  National  League  would  wA 
allow  the  benefit  of  that  Act  to  aoj 
labourer  not  a  member  of  the  Natioul 
League;  and  a  similar  statement  vm 
made,  some  time  ago,  at  Ohester  in  ^ 
presence  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Geszde- 
man,  by  the  gentleman  wlio  was  knovn 
as  Chairman  of  the  Defence  Assodatan 
of  the  South  of  Ireland,  Mr.  Smitk- 
Barry,  who  said  that  the  Natieafti 
League  used  the  Labourers'  Act  ior 
political  purposes  in  the  Cork  Union  and 
in  other  Unions  in  that  county.  One  d 
his  (Major  Saunderson'a)  greatest  fiiead% 
Captain  Bainbridge,  one  of  the  Oraagt 
candidates  at  the  recent  Election,  stated 
that  if  Mr.  Smith-Barry  made  such  aa 
assertion  in  regard  to  the  Cork  Bo«d 
of  GJ-uardians,  it  was  a  lie,  and  that  had 
the  efiPect  of  drawing  from  Mr.  Smith- 
Barry  a  letter,  in  which  he  withdrew 
the  imputation.  It  was  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  that  matter  under 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  of  show- 
ing how  groundless  were  the  charge* 
made  against  the  National  League  orga- 
nization by  its  opponents,  that  he  had 
risen  to  make  these  few  remarks. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND  said,  he  quits 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Des^) 
in  the  statement  that  any  further  du- 
cussion  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill  would 
be  waste  of  time,  and  he  could  asBuzs 
the  House  he  had  no  intention  of  far- 
ther discussing  the  principle  of  the  BilL 
He  had  merely  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
enforcing  one  point  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
speech  as  to  the  misrepresentatioBB  ol 
the  action  of  the  National  Ijeagoe  coa- 
stantly  indulged  in  by  Qentlemen  hold- 
ing the  views  of  those  above  the  Gang- 
way ;  and  he  would  not  enlarge  further 
upon  that  were  it  not  that  the  chaigs 
which  was  made  was  a  serious  matter — 
namely,  that  with  reference  to  the  alleged 
action  of  the  National  League  in  intimi- 
dating Boards  of  Guardians  to  give  the 
cottages  to  members  of  the  Natiooal 
League  only.     He  wished,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  to  call  attentkm 
to  a  statement  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh  him- 
self, which,  when  proved  to  be  untrae, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  did  not 
withdraw.     The  statement  was  made  oa 
the  oocasion  of  a  deputation  to  Lar4 
Salisbury  by  the  Loyal   and  PalrioCM 
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TJnion,  which  statement  was  a  speciiio 
statement  to  the  effect  that  the  New- 
bridge  National  League,    which    con- 
eieted,   lie  said,   to  a  great  extent  of 
members  of  the  Board  of  G-uardians, 
liad  passed  a  resolution  declaring  that 
the  Board  of  Guardians  should  not  give 
labourers'  cottages  to  any  persons  who 
liv^ere    not    members    of   the    National 
Xieag^e.     One  of  his  (Mr.  Bedmond's) 
lion.  Friends  and  Colleagues,  the  Bepre- 
aentative  of  Kildare,  at  once  communi- 
cated with  that  branch  of  the  League 
and  with  the  Board  of  Guardians.     He 
elicited  from  the  National  League   a 
statement  that  no  such  resolution  was 
ever  proposed  or  passed  ;  and  he  elicited 
from  the  Board  of  Guardians,  at  a  meet- 
ing at  which  a  well-known  Conservative 
landlord  of  the  county  was  in  the  chair, 
the  statement  that,  so  far  as  they  knew, 
nothing  of  the  kind  had  occurred,  and 
that  in  their  opinions  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  ought  to  withdraw  the 
charge.    It  was  further  established  that 
only  one  member  of  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians was  a  member  of  the  National 
Lieague.     In  point  of  fact,  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
proved  to  be  without  one  tittle  of  foim- 
dation.     The  hon.  Member  for  Kildare 
communicated  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman,  and  pointed  out  to  him  that 
the  statement  was  erroneous,  and  asked 
him   to  be  manly  and  fair  enough  to 
imitate  the  action  of  Mr.  Smith-Barry, 
and  withdraw  ;  but  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  wrote  to  say  he  could  not  with- 
draw the  charge,  because,  forsooth,  he  had 
seen  a  statement  to  its  effectinthecolumns 
of  The  Daily  Expre$9,    {^LaughUr,'\    This 
might  seem  to  many  hon.  Memb<>rs  a  very 
trivial  matter ;  but  it  really  was  not  a 
matter  of  little  importance  when  state- 
ments of  this  kind  were  made  on  English 
platforms  to  English  people,  and  when 
they  were  believed  by  the  people.     He 
trusted  that  what  had  now  been  said 
upon  this  subject  would  be  sufficient  to 
put  the  point  at  rest,  and  sufficient  to 
cause  the  English  people  to  receive  simi- 
lar statements  with  caution  and  reserve. 
Major  SAUNDERSON  said,    he 
wished  to  ask  the  permission  of    the 
House  to  make  a  personal  explanation. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  he  had  made 
the  statement  to  Lord  Salisbury  that 
certain  facts  had  taken  place,  and  when 
he  received  the  communication  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kildare  he  refused  to 


withdraw  it,  bee 
formed  the  hon.  1 
ment  on  which  v 
article  in  The  1 
oh ! "  and  laugh 
below  the  Gang 
read  The  Daily  K 
he  could  not  see 
public  man  could 
opinions  upon  -v^ 
Press,  and  whicl 
dieted. 

Mr.  JOHN  R 
that  the  hon.  an< 
not  withdraw  the 
proved  to  be  inco 

Question  put,  £ 

Bill  read  a  secc 
for  Monday  next. 

UNCLAIMED 
(Mr,  Edmund  Sobert 

[bill  77.] 

Order  for  Secoi 

Mr.    EDMUN 
rising  to  move 
read  a  second  tim 
simple  measure. 
a  single  clause,  tl 
require  banking  i 
and  Associations 
the    unclaimed 
shares,  debenture 
they  may  hold, 
shall  be  open  tc 
persons  interestc 
hours,  on  paymei 
The  House  will  t 
pose,  on  the  one 
the  business  of  ii 
on  the  other  han< 
terference  with 
the  Government 
with  unclaimed  i 
Departments    of 
which  the  princi] 
apply,  and  to  \i 
they  are  already 
the  House  will  | 
tion  of  the  plai 
briefly  to  those  I 
and  most    impoi 
Chancery  Fund, 
the  Court   of  0 
special  regulatio 
Chancellor ;    and 
tions,  a  list  of  ui 
tically  published 
years.    I  regret 
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mation  so  oonveyed  to  the  public  is  not 
perhaps  so  full  and  exhaustive  as  it 
might  be,  and  the  consequence  is  that, 
in  some  cases,  a  number  of  persons 
make  a  profitable  living  out  of  the  mys- 
tery which  still  surrounds  these  great 
unclaimed  funds.  There  is,  no  doubt, 
considerable  room  for  improvement  in 
the  system ;  but  I  do  not  mean  to  include 
it  in  the  scope  of  this  Bill.  I  merely 
cite  what  is  already  done  as  a  precedent 
and  a  justification  for  what  I  propose  to 
do  with  regard  to  private  Companies. 
Another  Department  of  the  Govern- 
meut  which  is  also  ooncerued  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  is  the  National  Debt. 
The  provisions  regarding  the  Nationeil 
Debt  are  exactly  tiose  I  propose  in  the 
present  case.  By  the  National  Debt 
Act  of  1870,  all  stock  on  which  divi- 
dend has  been  unclaimed  for  10  years 
is  transferred  in  the  books  of  the  Bank 
of  England  to  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners, and  immediately  afterwards 
a  list  is  made  of  the  stocks  so  trans- 
ferred, which  is  open  to  the  inspection 
of  the  public.  That  is  exactly  what  I 
propose  to  do  in  regard  to  private  Com- 
panies. The  third  Goyernment  Depart- 
ment which  is  concerned  in  this  pro- 
posal, and  with  which  I  do  not  propose 
to  interfere,  is  the  Post  Office.  There 
is,  no  doubt,  a  considerable  amount  of 
money  in  unclaimed  Post  Office  orders. 
How  the  Post  Office  deals  with  these  I 
have  not  been  able  to  find  out,  for  I 
understand  no  publication  of  them  is 
made ;  but  I  have  been  informed  by  a 
Post  Office  official  that  part  of  the 
money,  at  all  events,  is  used  in  paying 
the  premiums  of  insurance  policies  of  the 
Office.  That,  no  doubt,  is  an  admirable 
purpose  to  apply  it  to ;  but  I  have  been 
unable  to  find  out  whether  the  Govern- 
ment make  any  attempt  to  hand  over 
these  funds  to  the  real  owners.  I  still, 
however,  would  like  to  do  so.  As  I 
have  already  said,  I  shall  not  propose 
to  meddle  with  any  Government  Busi- 
ness; but  I  confine  myself  entirely  to 
the  case  of  private  associations  holding 
funds  under  various  denominations,  the 
owners  of  which  are  not  at  the  moment 
known.  There  are  two  considerations 
which  I  venture  to  urge  in  support  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  first  is 
that  there  is  unquestionably  a  certain 
amount  of  money  standing,  particularly 
in  banking  Companies,  but  also  in  trad- 
ing and  other  Companies  of  every  kind, 
the  ownership  of  which  has  ceased  for 

Mr,  Edmund  RohfrUwk 


the  moment,  the  real  owners  not  knov- 
ing  that  the  funds  are  there.  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  suggest  that  there  is  ibj 
very  enormous  amount  of  money  so  ofi* 
claimed,  but  some  there  must  be;  ud 
so  long  as  no  provision  is  made  for  t^ 
real  owners  finding  out  that  the  mo&^ 
is  there,  so  long  must  there  be  % 
certain  amount  of  injustice.  And^wbt 
is  more  important,  there  will  idso  be 
a  disproportionate  feeling  in  the 
public  mind  that  this  injustice  eiisU. 
Since  this  Bill  was  introduced  I  biTt 
had  a  considerable  amount  of  com- 
spondence  with  persons  interested  in  it: 
and  the  correspondence  goes  to  conrinM 
me  that,  whatever  may  be  the  amoa&t 
of  money  which  would  be  affected  bytbe 
Bill,  the  amount  of  feeling  which  woolu 
be  affected  by  it  is  very  considerable  is- 
deed.  But,  in  the  second  place—and  I 
think  this  is  the  more  important  coaa* 
deration — the  amount  of  mystery  and 
ignorance  surrounding  this  subject  i^ 
such  as  to  give  a  profitable  livelihood  to 
a  class  of  adventurers  who  should  ha?« 
no  encouragement.  These  persona  find 
it  so  profitable  to  prey  upon  the  capidinr 
and  ignorance  of  the  public  in  this  nut- 
ter that,  in  order  to  do  it  the  more  effe^ 
tively,  they  can  afford  to  advertise  them- 
selves extensively  in  very  expensive  news- 
papers all  over  the  country.  One  adver- 
tisement, which  I  see  almost  every  dar, 
headed  "Enormous  fortunes,*'  is  not 
appearing  in  the  newspapers  of  the  eonn- 
try ;  and  in  it  is  stated  that  £97.500,000 
is  now  lying  unclaimed  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  waiting  for  owners.  And 
then  there  is  given  what  professes  to  be 
a  list  of  persons  interested  in  these  eiMff* 
mous  sums — a  list  of  which,  I  suppose* 
contains  every  conceivable  name— and 
the  people  bearing  these  names  are  in* 
vited  to  apply  to  the  advertisers  forfer* 
ther  information.  What  further  inlw- 
mation  they  can  give  I  do  not  know ; 
but  I  know  from  inquiry  at  the  office  of 
the  Paymaster  General  that  instead  of 
£97,000,000  lying  unclaimed  in  Chan- 
cery, as  they  announce,  there  is  b<** 
more  than  £l,000,/)00,  the  real  owne^ 
ship  of  which  is  not  known.  One  of  the 
great  and  good  results  of  the  proposed 
measure  would  be  that  the  adventiirer* 
who  are  now  preying  in  this  way  on  th^ 
iguorance  of  the  people  will  have  their 
proceedings  brought,  to  some  extent  ftt 
all  events,  to  an  end.  A  remarkahk 
story  found  its  way  into  the  newipapo' 
a  week  ago,  to  the  effect  that  a  labotftf 
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of  the  name  of  Bobson,  whose  place  of 
abode  was  g^ven  as  Hexham,  had  suc- 
ceeded,  through  one  of  these  agencies, 
In  getting  out  of  the  Chancery  Fund  a 
fortune  of  £250,000.  That  is  a  very  old 
and  familiar  paragraph — a  sort  of  family 
friend  of  newspapers.     I  believe  that  it 
appeared  20  or  30  years  ago,  probably 
earlier ;  and  why  the  newspapers  did  not 
recognize  its  age  I  cannot  really  ima> 
gine.     I  should  like  to  recount  a  slight 
personal  experience  of  my  own.     Some 
time  ago  I  was  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  and  there  my  professional  aid 
was  several  times  solicited  on  behalf  of 
claims  to  what  is  well  known  as  the 
Lawrence  Townley  estate.  That  estate,  as 
it  exists  in  the  imagination  of  the  Ame- 
rican people,  consists  of  £100,000,000, 
part  of  which   is  represented  by  land 
in   England,   and  part  by  gold  lying 
in    the    Bank.     The  estate   has  been 
lying  vacant  for  100  years,  and  there 
are  very  few  people  in  the  United  States 
who  do  not  suppose  that,  somehow  or 
other,  they  have  a  claim  on  it.     The 
claimants,  indeed,  are  so  numerous  that, 
in  order  to  relieve  the  burden  of  fight- 
ing their  claims,  they  have  formed  a 
Limited  Liability  Company,  which  has 
been  in  existence  for  a  good  many  years. 
The  Company   has  Directors,    and,  of 
course,  it  has  lawyers ;  but,  although  it 
has  more  than  once  levied  assessments, 
as  yet  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  that 
it  has  paid  any  dividend.    These  are 
examples  of  the  myths  which  arise  from 
facts  being  kept  secret  which  I  wish  to 
be  disclosed.    I  have  been  told  that  one 
of  the  effects  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  dis- 
close unclaimed  stocks,  which  have  been 
allowed  to  remain  unclaimed,  because 
they  have  belonged  to  traders  who  have 

fassed  through  the  Bankruptcy  Court, 
do  not  know  whether  that  is  so  or  not ; 
but  if  it  is  so,  that  is  an  additional 
reason  why  the  system  I  propose  should 
be  adopted  by  the  House.  The  Bill,  I 
am  glad  to  say,  is  unopposed.  I  have 
not  heard  any  imputation  upon  the 
soundness  of  the  principle  it  contains  ; 
but  I  may  say  that  the  Home  Secretary 
had  occasion  to  discuss  the  question 
during  his  recent  contest  in  Edinburgh, 
and,  to  my  great  surprise,  I  find  he 
speaks  of  the  principle  as  being  not  a 
very  sound  one,  but  as  partaking  of  the 
character  of  grandmotherly  legislation.  I 
am  as  much,  if  not  more,  opposed  to 
grandmotherly  legislation  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  all  I  propose  to 


do  is  to  extend  a  little'f  urther  one  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Companies  Act  of  1862, 
and  make  the  register,  which  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Companies  to  keep,  include 
the  shares,  debentures,  and  deposits 
whose  owners  have  not  turned  up  for  a 
certain  number  of  years,  and  how  that 
can  be  open  to  the  objection  of  grand- 
motherly legislation  I  am  entirely  at  a  loss 
to  conceive.  It  may  be  that  the  proposal 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  discussed  in 
Edinburgh  was  of  a  different  nature  from 
that  which  I  have  been  explaining.  My 
Bill  requires  Companies  to  do  for  their 
unclaimed  debts  that  which  Government 
does  for  their  unclaimed  debts,  and  which 
Companies  themselves  have  had  to  do 
with  reference  to  their  ordinary  share 
capital  under  the  Act  of  Parliament  by 
which  they  are  constituted.  I  trust  the 
Bill,  of  which  I  now  move  the  second 
reading,  will  receive  the  approval  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  {Edinhurgh,  Central), 
in  seconding  the  Motion,  said,  bethought 
the  end  aimed  at  was  extremely  laud- 
able, and  that  the  machinery  by  which 
the  Bill  proposed  to  carry  out  its  object 
was  extremely  simple.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  saying  that  the 
amount  of  unclaimed  deposits  supposed 
to  be  lying  in  the  banks  was  very  much 
exaggerated  in  the  public  mind ;  but  be 
that  as  it  might,  it  appeared  to  him 
right  and  proper  that  the  amount  should 
be  known,  and  a  periodical  publication 
in  the  manner  indicated  would  greatly 
alleviate  anxiety,  and  give  information 
when  required.  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  assent  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  without  further  discus- 
sion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Udmund  Robertson,) 

Mr.  GREGOEY  said,  he  thought  the 
penalties  imposed  by  the  Bill  were 
enormous.  Therefore  the  House  would 
do  well  to  pause  before  assenting  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which,  in 
his  opinion,  if  brought  into  practical 
operation,  instead  of  decreasing,  would 
increase  the  opportunities  for  levying 
black-mail. 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AcLAim)  said, 
he  could  not  speak  with  much  authority 
regarding  the  Bill;  but  there  were 
defects  in  the  operative  clauses  which 
were  apparently  of  a  very  serious  nature. 
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COAL  MINES  BILL.— [Bill  92.] 
{jSir  Siehard  Crott,  Mr,  Stuart-  Worthy,  Mr. 

For  wood,) 

SECOND  BEADINa. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (5iri2.  Atahsion  Cro»$,) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
debs)  said,  he  would  object  to  the  Mo- 
tion, except  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
other  Bill. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
could  not  consent  to  any  such  terms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  committed  for  Monday 
next." — (5iri2.  Aesheton  Croee.) 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  objecting  to  the 
Motion,  said,  the  Committee  stage  ought 
to  be  put  off  till  that  day  month. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
proposed  to  put  it  down  for  Monday  till 
ne  knew  what  the  Government  meant  to 
do. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  that ;  but  when  it  came  up  on 
Monday  he  would  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee stage  be  put  off  for  a  month. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
he  would  object  to  that  unless  they 
oould  come  to  some  arrangement,  and 
hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  the  Gh>- 
Temment  that  they  had  done  wrong  in 
putting  off  the  Committee  stage  on  the 
other  Bill  for  a  month. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  committed  for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


B0B0I7GH  FUKDS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Kenrick,  Bill  to  amend 
an  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  thirty-fifth  and 
thirty-sixth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Hsjesty,  chapter  ninety-one,  intituled  **  An 
Act  to  authorise  the  application  of  FunJs  of 
Municipal  Corporations 'and  other  goreming 
bodies  in  certain  cases,"  ordered  to  m  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Kenrick,  Mr.  Edward  Clarke,  Major 
Dickson,  Mr.  Picton,  and  Mr.  Woodhead. 
Billi^<ifii/Mf,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 

DBOWKBD  FEBSONS  (dISOOYEBT  AKD 
nO'EBHENT)   BILL. 

On  Motimi  of  Colonel  Uiigh«a»  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  in  respect  to  the  diiooT«i7  and  inter- 


ment of  persons  drowned,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Colonel  Hughes.  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  Bag- 
gallay,  Mr.  Korris.  and  Colonel  Duncan. 
Bill^#Mfi^Mr,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  123.] 

PABUAinSXrABT  FBAKCHISK  BILL. 

On  Metion  of* Mr.  Moulton,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  respecting  the  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  oondnct 
of  Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Monlton,  Mr.  A.  Acland,  and  Mr.  Dillwyn. 
Bill  prM«fi^#if,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  124.] 

COFTBIGHT  (WOBKS  OF  FINE  ABT)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Law  of  Copyright  in  Works 
of  Fine  Art  and  in  Photographs,  and  for  re- 
pressing the  commission  of  fraud  in  the  pro- 
duction and  sale  of  such  works,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hastings,  Mr.  Gregory,  and 
Mr.  Agnew. 
hUlpreeeHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 

ACnOKS  FOB  DEBT  (lIMITATIOK)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr  Hobhonse,  Bill  for  fur- 
ther limiting  the  time  for  the  reoorery  of 
simple  contract  Debts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  A.  Acland,  Mr.  Olyn, 
and  Mr.  Lacaita. 
Bill^#Mfi/Mf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 

OONTETAKOnfO  (sCOTLAKD)  ACT,  1874, 
AMBllDMElfT. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend 
**The  Conyeyancing  (Scotland]  Act,  1874,** 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
Craig  Sellar,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  and  Mr. 
LyeU. 
Bill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 27.] 

HoQse  adjourned  at  tan  minutes 
befora  Biz  o'clock. 


■  ^  ^  ^  «     -    .i^  • 


HOUSE    OF    L0BD8, 
Tkunday,  Ath  Mareh^  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sat  Fntsr  rw  PjuiLUHwr— 
The  Earl  of  Btradbtoke,  after  the  death  of 
his  father. 

PcBLic  Bills— iiVf^  itr^nfiii^— Smoke  Nuisaaoe 
Abatement  (Metropolis)*  (27). 

Committee — Report — Marriages  Validity  (11). 

Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

MARRIAGES  VALIDITr  BILU-H^a  II.) 
( The  Lord  Biehop  of  CeHieU.) 

COMiaTTEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Hoose  to  b« 
put  into  Committee  read. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  107 ;  Noes 
88:  Majority  19.— (Div.  List,  No.  15.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuetday  next. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT  (1872) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-[Bill  108.] 

{Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  T,  P.    O'Connor.) 

SECOND    READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  AKTHUEO'CONNOE,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  its  object  was  to  pro- 
tect the  lives  of  workmen  in  coal  mines, 
and  also  to  enable  them  to  guard  their 
own  interests  by  having  officials  who 
should  be  independent  altogether  of  the 
control  of  the  mineowner.  The  first  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill  had  reference  to  the 
check-weigher,  and  provided  that  in 
future  the  check-weigher  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  a  majority  of  the  workmen, 
and  should  really  be  the  independent 
representative  of  the  workmen.  In  the 
18th  section  of  the  Act  it  was  provided 
that  the  person  appointed  as  check- 
weigher  must  be  in  the  employment  of 
the  owner  of  the  mine.  What  was 
wanted  by  this  Bill  was  that  the  check- 
weigher  should  be  altogether  indepen- 
dent of  the  influence  which  the  mine- 
owner  would  bring  to  bear  on  a  person 
in  such  a  position.  He  proposed  that 
the  appointment  by  the  men  should  be 
only  after  a  meeting,  duly  convened  after 
the  usual  notice  had  been  exhibited  at 
the  place  where  such  notices  were  gene- 
rally placed.  In  certain  cases,  he  was 
g^ven  to  understand,  it  would  be  incon- 
Tenient  to  have  such  a  regulation,  as 
most  of  the  meetings  were  convened  by 
word  of  mouth ;  but,  in  regard  to  a  small 
matter  of  that  kind,  he  should  be  glad 
to  accept  any  modification  that  might 
appear  good  to  the  House.  Next,  he 
wished  to  secure  that  the  mines  should 
be  inspected  monthly.  At  present  the 
inspection  of  mines  was  certainly  not 
what  it  ought  to  be ;  for  they  were 
practically  seldom  inspected  until  after 
some  terrible  accident  had  occurred. 
The  Inspectors  had  the  right  to  carry  on 
such  a  system  of  inspection  as  should 
secure  reasonable  precautions  against 
accidents  and  loss  of  life ;  but,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  inspection  of  mines  was 
not,  as  he  had  said,  by  any  means  what 


it  should  be ;  and  everyone  concerned 
with  mining  must  feel  that  some  such 
provision  was  necessary  in  order  to  meet 
the  reasonable  expectations  of  the  men. 
The  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  not  pre- 
cisely that  made  by  the  miners  them- 
selves. As  he  was  aware,  the  Miners' 
Conference  in  Birmingham,  assembled 
in  Council  on  January  last,  recommended 
that  the  inspection  should  be  made  every 
three  montns.  Of  course,  it  was  very 
plain  that  if  they  insisted  on  the  inspec- 
tion of  every  mine  in  the  country  every 
month  they  would  have  materially  to 
increase  the  staff  of  Inspectors,  which 
would  involve  a  considerable  expense. 
The  question  of  expense,  however,  ought 
to  be  no  bar  to  a  salutary  change ;  and 
it  might  be  easy  to  devise  an  arrange- 
ment, according  to  which  only  those 
mines  specially  reported  to  require  fre- 
quent inspection  would  be  inspected 
once  a  month.  Many  experienced  miners 
said  that  there  ought  to  be  no  practical 
difficulty  in  the  inspection  of  each  mine 
once  a  month ;  and  the  only  difficulty, 
therefore,  appeared  to  be  that  of  expense 
in  the  appointment  of  additional  Inspec- 
tors ;  and  as  to  that,  it  would  be  better 
to  expend  a  large  amount  in  order  to 
prevent  calamities  such  as  occurred 
from  time  to  time,  involving  what  was 
considered  to  be  a  preventible  loss  of 
life.  Then  he  wished  to  secure  the 
assent  of  the  House  to  a  modification  of 
the  Act  of  1872,  with  regard  to  what  was 
known  as  dangerous  working  places — 
as,  for  instance,  a  place  where  there  was 
likely  to  be  an  interruption  of  ventila- 
tion and  an  accumulation  of  gas  through 
a  fall  of  the  roof.     By  the  Act  it  was 

Provided  that  in  places  where  there  was 
angerous  accumulation  of  gas  no  lamp 
or  light  should  be  used  other  than  a 
locked  safety  lamp.  He  wished  to  pro- 
vide that  in  what  was  known  as  nery 
mines  no  light  other  than  the  locked 
safety  lamp  should  be  used  in  any  work- 
ing where  it  might  appear  that  a  tem- 
porary derangement  of  the  means  of 
ventilation  might  occur,  and  that  such 
working  should  be  deemed  a  dangerous 
working  place.  The  next  proposal  was 
that  the  men  should  not  be  treated  in 
a  way  that  at  present  smacked  very  much 
of  the  old  tally  system.  In  many  mines 
in  the  far  north  there  was  an  established 
practice,  on  the  part  of  employers,  of 
keeping  in  their  own  hands  a  sum 
equal  to  a  miner's  week's  wages,  which 
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QUESTION'S. 


CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  —  CHRIST'S 
HOSPITAL  SCHEMES. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  tlie  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
How  many  schemes  for  the  government 
of  Christ's  Hospital  have  been  under  the 
notice  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  since 
the  passing  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act 
of  1869;  whether  the  progress  of  the 
existing  scheme  will  be  in  any  way  sus- 
pended by  the  investigations  of  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act ; 
and|  if  he  can  state  any  approximate 
time  when  the  scheme  is  likely  to  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  Parliament  ? 

Me.  HOWARD  SPENSLEY  also 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whe- 
ther, considering  that  schemes  for  the 
re-organisation  of  Christ's  Hospital  have 
been  under  consideration  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  for  more  than  ten  years, 
he  can  in  any  way  facilitate  a  final  con- 
sideration, to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  f  Sir  Lyox 
Playfair)  :  Sir,  two  schemes  have  been 
framed  by  the  Governors  of  dmst's 
Hospital,  one  in  1870,  the  other  in 
1876.  In  1880,  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners published  their  first  scheme, 
which  met  with  great  opposition.  In 
1885,  they  published  a  revised  scheme, 
which,  after  going  through  the  pre- 
scribed stages,  was  signed  by  them 
last  week,  and  will  reach  the  Educa- 
tion Department  in  a  few  days.  If  ap- 
proved, an  appeal  may  be  made  to  the 
J  udicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
or  a  Petition  may  ask  that  it  should  be 
laid  before  Parliament.  In  either  case, 
it  would  not  reach  this  House  till  the 
end  of  June  or  the  beginning  of  July. 
Some  schemes  now  before  the  Education 
Department  are  kept  back  until  the 
Select  Committee  have  made  their  in- 
quiry. As  I  have  not  yet  seen  the 
schemes,  I  cannot  now  say  whether  this 
course  will  be  followed  in  regard  to  it. 

MR.  BROADHURST,  UNDER  SECRETARY 

OP  STATE  FOR  THE  HOME 

DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  GENT-DAVIS  asked  the  Secre- 
ianr  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  letter  published  in  JX«  Brighton 


OaietUf  dated   11th   Febmaryi  to  the 
following  effect : — 

''To  the  Editor: 

**  Sir,— That  Henry  Broadhurst  ahonld  now 
be  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  ttie  Home  De- 
partment seems  alrooet  the  irony  of  fate.  About 
fourteen  years  ago  he  waa  a  ringleader  in  a  great 
strike  of  the  building  and  other  trades,  and 
under  the  strict  surveillance  of  the  police : 

''  It  could  hardly  be  expected  that  he  should 
gxre  the  necessary  orders  to  prevent  riot  last 
Monday,  hut,  in  default  of  not  getting  such 
order,  the  police  allowed  ttie  plunder  and  riot 
to  go  on  ;  " 

and,  will  he  ascertain  if  this  be  trae ; 
and,  if  not,  will  he  take  steps  to  direct  a 

Erosecution  for  a  gross  and  acandalons 
bel? 

The  SECBETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ghiij)Ers)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that,  if  his 
Question  is  according  to  the  letter  of  the 
Standing  Orders,  and  if  it  had  not  been 
that  you,  Sir,  have  allowed  it  to  be  put 
upon  the  Paper,  I  would  have  ventured 
to  have  said  that  it  is  certainly  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  spirit  of  the  Rules 
which  govern  our  proceedings.  The  hon. 
Member  has  taken  advantage  of  an 
anonymous  letter  written  to  a  Provincial 
journal ;  and,  under  cover  of  a  professed 
desire  that  the  editor  of  a  Conservative 
newspaper,  serving  the  Party  to  which  he 
himself  belongs,  should  be  prosecuted 
under  my  directions,  he  shelters  himself 
behind  that  anonymous  letter  to  make 
an  attack  on  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, which,  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  had  the  courage  of  his  opinions,  he 
would  have  made  directly.  The  hon. 
Member  knows,  or,  if  he  does  not,  any 
Member  sitting  opposite,  who  has  had 
Parliamentary  experience,  would  tell 
him,  that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
has  nothing  to  do  with,  and  never  gives 
orders  to,  the  police  on  thoee  occasions. 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will 
resent  this  indirect  and  un-Parliamentaiy 
attack  on  one  of  its  Members  undercover, 
as  I  have  said,  of  an  anonymous  letter, 
and  I  decline  to  take  any  further  notice 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

The  UNDEB  SECBETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Broadhurst)  :  May  I  crave 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  one  or 
two  moments  with  regard  to  Uib  Qnes- 
tion?  I  should  have  been  pleased  to 
answer  it,  if  the  hon.  Oentlemaa  had 
addressed  it  to  me  direct.    I  now  beg 
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bility  of  miniDg  managers;  and  as  to 
the  practice  of  holding  wages  back 
during  what  the  hon.  Member  called 
Mjing  time,*'  it  certainly  did  not  exist 
in  Lancashire.  The  proper  mode  of  se- 
curiDg  efficient  inspection  was  to  secure 
thoroughly  competent  Inspectors,  who 
should  be  left  to  carry  out  the  inspection, 
subject  to  proper  rules  framed  at  the 
Home  Office.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
ventilation,  because  the  matter  was  al- 
ready adequately  safeguarded  ;  and  the 
point  intended  to  be  guarded  against  by 
this  Bill  was  really  provided  for  by  the 
Act.  He  also  objected  to  the  provision 
that  no  firemen  should  be  appointed 
without  a  certificate  of  qualification.  The 
last  clause  of  the  Bill  showed  that  its 
author  was  not  familiar  with  the  sub- 
ject. He  doubted  the  value  of  the  ex- 
tension of  the  system  of  certificates  to 
persons  holding  minor  offices.  He  asked 
the  House  to  reject  the  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  not  a  carefully -framed 
measure  calculated  to  carry  out  the 
objects  aimed  at. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL,  in  seconding 
the  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
said,  the  object  in  view  was  safety ;  but 
he  believed  the  measure  would  have  an 
exactly  opposite  effect,  because  it  sub- 
stituted for  the  responsibility  of  the 
manager,  who  was  resident  on  the  spot 
and  was  constantly  there,  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Inspector  making  a  fitful 
inspection  once  a  month.  He  thought, 
however,  the  number  of  Inspectors  ought 
to  be  increased,  because  many  of  them 
had  districts  which  were  too  large.  The 
coal  mines  of  this  country  were  a  ter- 
minable annuity,  and  an  annuity  which 
was  terminating  at  an  ever-increasing 
rate ;  and  it  was  very  important  that  the 
Inspectors  should  have  a  complete  know- 
ledge of  their  districts,  so  that  they 
might  know  what  coal  was  wasted,  and 
thereby  lost  to  the  nation.  Therefore, 
he  thought  there  should  be  an  inspec- 
tion of  all  mines  once  a  year ;  but  the 
proposal  to  have  them  inspected  once  a 
month  would  make  mining  in  this  coun- 
try perfectly  unsafe.  He  hoped  when  the 
Mining  Commission  reported  working 
with  naked  lights  would  not  be  allowed 
in  any  mine  of  a  kind  that  could  be  re- 
garded as  fiery.  The  proposal  that  fire- 
men should  pass  an  examination  was 
unnecessary — that  should  lie  with  the 
manager.    He  considered  that  the  Bill 


ought  not  to  be  passed,  because  such 
clauses  as  were  beneficial  were  contained 
in  the  measure  which  was  going  to  be 
brought  forward  by  the  late  Home  Se- 
cretary, and  what  remained  ought  not 
to  be  touched  till  the  Eoyal  Commission 
upon  Mines  had  made  its  Eeport. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '^upon  this 
day  six  months." — (i/r.  Tomlinson.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  {Eoughton-le- Spring) 
said,  that  as  one  of  the  Members  repre- 
senting the  opposite  side  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  measure  he  thought  he  might  say  a 
few  words,  and  add  something,  not, 
perhaps,  of  so  eloquent  a  nature  as  those 
who  had  preceded  him,  but  of  a  practical 
nature  at  least  to  the  discussion.  He 
belonged  to  a  class  (the  miners)  which 
had  received  very  large  benefits  from 
the  Mines  Begulation  Act  of  1872. 
They  recognized  the  worth  of  that  Act, 
and  had  felt  its  benefits.  Still,  at  the 
same  time,  being  acquainted  with  its 
working,  they  were  able  from  their  posi- 
tion to  realize  the  defects  in  it.  The 
necessity  for  the  amendment  of  that 
Act  was,  he  thought,  very  apparent. 
They  considered  that  the  number  of 
accidents  still  taking  place  in  their 
mines — accidents  not  arising  so  much 
from  explosions,  but  arising  from  the 
every-day  occurrences  due  to  unskilful 
and  neglectful  operations — was  too  large. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr. 
Burt)  had  given  a  number  of  statistics  of 
the  accidents  which  had  taken  place  in 
their  mines  for  10  years  ending  1884; 
and  he  found  from  that  Beturn  that  th^ 
total  number  of  men  who  had  been 
killed  by  these  accidents  was  no  less  than 
11,165.  The  percentage  was  as  follows : 
— 41  per  cent  of  these  deaths  resulted 
from  falls— every-day  occurrences;  22 
per  cent  were  caused  by  explosions ;  and 
36  per  cent  were  miscellaneous  accidents. 
He  thought  that  was  an  appalling  fact 
taking  place  in  their  midst,  and  one 
sufficient  of  itself  to  induce  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
devote  their  minds  to  the  amendment 
of  this  Act  in  order  to  secure  the  safer 
working  of  the  mines.  He  was  very 
much  obliged,  as  a  miner,  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr, 
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for  work  upon  Sandaj,  but  that  those 
employed  on  similar  daty  in  the  Pro- 
yinces  receive  no  such  additional  pay- 
ment; and,  if  the  Postmaster  General 
will  take  steps  to  remove  a  distinction 
which  causes  dissatisfaction  among  a 
deserving  body  of  public  servants  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler):  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  arrangements  in  London 
differ  from  those  in  the  country.  The 
question  of  pay  for  Sunday  work  in  the 
Provinces  was  carefully  considered  at 
the  date  of  the  reorganization  of  1881, 
and  the  scale  of  weekly  wages  was  fixed 
so  as  to  cover  two  hours'  work  on  Sun- 
days. Applications  have  been  received 
by  three  successive  Postmasters  General 
for  further  pay  on  Sundays  and  refused 
by  each.  My  noble  Friend  the  Post* 
master  General  concurs  in  the  decision 
arrived  at  by  his  Predecessors  and  feels 
it  his  duty  to  decline  to  re-open  the 
question.  In  reply  to  the  further  Ques- 
tion of  which  the  hon.  Member  has  given 
me  private  Notice,  I  beg  to  state  that 
some  delay  has  arisen  in  the  payment 
of  extra  duty  during  the  Ohristmas  sea- 
son, owing  to  the  claims  having  been 
incorrectly  made  out.  An  inquiry  was 
necessary  before  they  were  passed ;  but 
every  effort  was  made  to  avoid  unne- 
cessary delay.  There  has  not  yet  been 
time  to  settle  the  allowances  for  St. 
Valentine's  Day. 

LANDLORD  AND    TENANT  (IRELAND) 
—THE  KINGSTON  ESTATES. 

Mb.  LEWIS,  who  said  he  was  not 
responsible  for  the  Qaestion,  but  as  it 
was  on  the  Notice  Paper  in  his  name, 
he  had  no  objection  to  put  it,  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  an  article  in  Ths  Daily 
Erprest  of  the  2dth  February,  in  which 
the  following  passage  occurs : — 

**When  the  agent  of  the  Kingston  Estate 
appointed  a  day  to  meet  them,  the  tenants,  and 
roceiTe  the  arreart,  the  priests  incited  them 
to  stand  and  renst  to  the  end.  At  that  time 
many  of  the  tenents  were  ready  and  willing 
to  pay.  But  they  were  told  not  to  do  so,  and 
so  they  went  away  and  had  an  orgy.  One  man, 
arrested  for  drunkenness,  had  on  his  person  a 
hank  deposit  receipt  and  other  valuahles  to  the 
amoont  of  two  hundred  and  twenty  pounds. 
The  rent  he  was  asked  to  pay  amounted  to  three 
pounds  ten ;  ** 

whether  he  has  made  inquiries  as  to  the 
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facts  of  this  case ;  and,  whether  the  facta 
were  substantiallyas  represented  ? 

Mb.  O'KELLY:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  Qaestion, 
I  should  like  to  ask  him.  Whether  it  is 
not  true  that  all  these  Kingston  estate 
tenants  were  refused  any  reduction  at  all 
of  their  rents ;  and,  whether  the  priest, 
so  far  from  advising  the  people  not  to 
pay,  used  his  whole  influence  to  effect  a 
settlement  ? 

Mb.  LALOR  :  Might  I  also  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  responsible 
for  this  Question  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  :  As  to  the  last  Question, 
I  must  reply  that  I  really  cannot  say. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common rMr.  O'Kelly),  I  may  say  that 
I  think  1  have  heard  the  statements 
which  he  has  made,  but  on  other  autho- 
rity. I  cannot  say  of  my  own  know- 
ledge whether  they  are,  or  are  not,  well 
founded.  With  reference  to  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  paper,  I  have  received  a 
Report  which  shows  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  particular  amount  of  rent 
due  by  the  man  arrested — which  was 
£9,  and  not  £3  10#. — ^the  facts  are  sub- 
stantially as  stated. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IREL/IKD)~ 
"  BOYCOTTING  "  AT  CLONMEL 

Colonel  WARING  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  a  shopkeeper  and  farmer 
named  Edward  Tobio,  liTlnff  in  the 
centre  of  the  town  of  Clonmel,  had  been 
boycotted ;  whether  the  town  band  had 
not  annoyed  him  by  halting  in  front  of 
his  premises  and  playing  the  "  Rogue's 
March  "  and  other  offensive  tunes ;  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  indict  certain  of 
Tobin*8  neighbours  at  the  next  aaeizes 
for  picketing  his  house;  whether  his 
securities  in  a  road  contract  were  ob- 
jected to  though  of  well-known  sol- 
Tcncy;  whether  they  have  since  been 
subjected  to  obstruction  in  their  lawful 
business ;  and,  whether  Tobin's  offence 
consisted  in  taking  charge  of  a  vacant 
farm? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  {Mr.  Jons 
Morlet)  :  Sir,  it  appears  that  Tobtn  hss 
been  '*  Boycotted  "  since  August  30  Isst, 
the  cause  being  that  he  managed  tvo 
vacant  farms.  Two  persons  were  pro- 
secuted under  the  Conspiracy  Act  at  the 
last  Winter  Assixes,  for  preventing  per- 
•  sons   from    entering   hu   shop.      Th% 
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be  pasaed  the  appointment  of  a  Minister 
of  Mines.  If  he  was  not  detaining  the 
House  with  his  maiden  speech — as  he  was 
passing  through  the  baptism  of  oratory 
which  all  of  them  would  have  to  in  this 
new  Parliament — he  would  like  to  say 
this,  that  the  mines  of  this  country  were 
becoming  very  gigantic  enterprizes ;  and 
with  all  deference  to  Home  Secretaries, 
past,  present,  or  future,  he  held  that  the 
man  who  had  the  charge  and  inspection 
of  mines  should  be  one  who  did  not 
need  instruction  from  miners,  but  who 
was  technically  instructed  himself.  With 
regard  to  providing  further  against  the 
risks  peculiar  to  mining  operations,  he 
believed  that  there  were  mines  in  the 
country  where  it  was  not  safe  to  use 
gunpowder.  There  had  been  cases  where 
explosions  had  been  traced  clearly  to  the 
shot  fired;  and  he,  therefore,  thought 
the  time  had  arrived  when  the  science 
of  the  country  should  be  devoted  per- 
haps a  little  less  to  the  arts  of  warfare, 
and  more  to  the  peaceful  application  of 
its  resources  to  the  safety  of  life,  and  to 
providing  some  means  whereby  the  pro- 
duction of  the  coal  which  was  so  neces- 
sary to  life  should  be  as  safe  as  possible. 
If  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was 
passed,  he  had  no  doubt  that  in  Oom- 
mittee  the  amendments  he  had  sug- 
gested would  be  incorporated ;  and  if 
the  Government  took  upon  themselves  to 
bring  in  a  measure,  he  hoped  they  would 
see  that  the  propositions  brought  for- 
ward by  the  miners  were  reasonable,  and 
such  as  ought  to  be  accepted. 

Mb.  SETON-KARR  said,  he  had  not 
had  the  advantage  of  working  in  a 
mine,  like  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J. 
Wilson),  nor  did  he  claim  to  have  an  in- 
timate knowledge  of  this  subject;  but 
his  constituency  contained  a  good  num- 
ber of  colliers,  and  having  taken  the 
trouble  to  ascertain  their  views,  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  had 
many  solid  grievances  which  ought  to 
be  redressed,  and  which  the  Bill  would 
do  something  to  remedy.  With  regard 
to  check-weighers,  miners  undoubtedly 
suffered  a  great  deal,  and  he  agreed  with 
the  effort  being  made  to  introduce  fresh 
arrangements  in  regard  to  them.  As  to 
the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill,  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  the  measure 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  himself  ad- 
mitted that  they  were  somewhat  crude, 
and  did  not  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case.    Monthly  inspection  would  cause 
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considerable  expense,  and  therefore  he 
suggested  that  the  inspection  should  be 
quarterly,  except  in  the  case  of  danger- 
ous mines.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  J.  Wilson)  as 
to  the  inadvisability  of  employing  women 
at  all  in  mines.  There  was  one  point 
which  had  been  entirely  omitted  in  the 
discussion  which  was  of  serious  interest 
to  the  miners,  and  that  was  that  the  re- 
latives and  those  connected  with  the  col- 
liers killed  in  accidents  in  the  mines 
should  be  allowed  to  appear  before  the 
Coroner  and  make  statements,  in  order 
that  the  proper  verdicts  might  be  arrived 
at.  He  conceived  it  was  quite  open  to 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  to  support 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  even  while  they 
wished  to  introduce  Amendments ;  and  it 
was  in  that  spirit  that  he  desired  to  sup« 
port  the  second  reading.  He  trusted  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  J.Wilson) 
and  the  other  hon.  Members  who  repre- 
sented mining  constituencies,  would  be- 
lieve that  there  were  many  of  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Opposition  Benches  who 
were  as  desirous  as  any  of  advocating 
the  claims  of  men  who  were  following 
such  a  dangerous  and  hazardous  occupa- 
tion as  that  of  a  coal  miner. 

Mb.  PIOKARD  said,  as  far  as  he  un- 
derstood the  Bill,  it  commanded  his  ap- 
proval and  support.  In  the  past  there 
had  been  much  difficulty  in  appointing 
and  keeping  check-weighers,  who  were 
frequently  removed  from  their  posts 
through  endeavouring  to  do  their  duty 
by  the  men.  For  most  trivial  causes 
they  had  been  taken  before  magistrates 
and  dealt  with  summarily.  Some  owners 
gave  perfect  liberty  of  meeting  to  their 
colliers ;  others  did  all  they  could  to  pre- 
vent meetings.  In  one  case  it  was  de- 
sired to  call  a  meeting  at  the  pit's  mouth 
— a  practice  to  which  many  proprietors 
and  managers  did  not  object,  but  which 
others  did  all  they  could  to  prevent.  The 
check-weigher,  not  being  at  liberty  to 
call  the  men  together  verbally,  stuck 
one  notice  on  his  back  and  another  on 
his  breast,  stating  that  the  meeting  was 
to  be  held.  This  was  considered  an  in- 
stance in  which  the  weigh  man  had 
**  otherwise  misconducted  himself,"  and 
he  had  to  leave  and  seek  work  else- 
where. What  the  men  wanted  was  to 
be  in  a  position  to  get  the  men  they 
wanted  to  do  their  work  as  check- 
weighers  at  the  pit  bank,  so  that  the 
manager  might  not  have  the  power  to 
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COAL  MINES  BILL.— [Bill  92.] 
{Sir  Hiekard  Cross,  Mr.  Stuart-  WartUy,  Mr. 

Forvoood.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iSfri2.  Atsheton  Cross.) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
debs)  said,  he  would  object  to  the  Mo- 
tion, except  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
other  Bill. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
could  not  consent  to  any  such  terms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  committed  for  Monday 
next."— -(fifir  i2.  Aesheton  Crots.) 

Mr.  CHILDER8,  in  objecting  to  the 
Motion,  said,  the  Committee  stage  ought 
to  be  put  off  till  that  day  month. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
proposed  to  put  it  down  for  Monday  till 
he  knew  what  the  Oovemment  meant  to 
do. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  that ;  but  when  it  came  up  on 
Monday  he  would  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee stage  be  put  off  for  a  month. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
he  would  object  to  that  unless  they 
oould  come  to  some  arrangement,  and 
hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  the  Oo- 
Temment  that  they  had  done  wrong  in 
putting  off  the  Committee  stage  on  the 
other  Bill  for  a  month. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  committed  for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


B0R0I7GH  FUNDS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Kenrick,  Bill  to  amend 
an  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  thirty- fifth  and 
thirty-sixth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chapter  ninety-one,  intituled  **  An 
Act  to  authorise  the  application  of  Funds  of 
Municipal  Corporations 'and  other  goTeming 
bodies  in  certain  cases/*  ordered  to  he  hrought 
in  by  Mr.  Kenrick,  Mr.  Edward  Clarke,  Major 
Dickson,  Mr.  Picton,  and  Mr.  Woodhead. 
Billi^#MiiM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 

DROWVSD  PSRSONS  (dISOOYERT  JJUi 
DTTERMSirr)   BILL. 

On  Motimi  of  Colonel  Uiigh«a»  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  in  respect  to  the  diScofary  and  inter- 


ment ol  persons  drowned,  ordered  to  be  brooght 
in  by  Colonel  Hughes,  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  Bag- 
gallay,  Mr.  Korris,  and  Colonel  Duncan. 
Bill^#MfiM,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  123.] 

PARLIAHEmrARY  FRA17CHI8K   BILL. 

OnMetion  of 'Mr.  Moulton,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  rmecting  the  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  conduct 
of  Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Monlton,  Mr.  A.  Acland,  and  Mr.  Dillwyn. 
Bill  pre«#fi/#if,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  124.] 

COFTRIOHT  (works  OF  FIITE  ART)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consoUdato  the  Law  of  Copyright  in  Works 
of  Fine  Art  and  in  Photographs,  and  for  re- 
pressing ttie  commission  of  fraud  in  the  pro- 
duction and  sale  of  such  works,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ilastings,  Mr.  Gregory,  and 
Mr.  Agnew. 
Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  125.] 

ACnOKS  FOR  DEBT  (LIICITATIOK)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr  Hobhouse,  Bill  for  fur- 
ther limiting  the  time  for  the  reoorery  of 
simple  conti^ct  Debts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  A.  Acland,  Mr.  Olyn, 
and  Mr.  Lacaita. 
Billj^fMfiiMf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  126.} 

CONTE7AK0nra  (SCOTLAKI))  ACT,  1874, 

AMENDMBNT. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  ConTeyancing  (Scotland)  Act,  1874.** 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
Craig  Sellar,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  and  Mr. 
LyeU. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 27.] 

House  adjourned  at  tan  minutes 
befon  8ix  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Sat  Fikst  rw  PAHLUKwr— 
The  Earl  of  Stradbroke,  after  the  death  of 
his  father. 

PcBLic  BuAA^First  Bemdinp—Bmokt  Nuisaaoa 
Abatement  (Metropolis)  *  (27). 

Committee — Report — Marriages  Validity  (11). 

Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

MARRIAGES  VALIDITY  BILU-H^o*  H.) 
{The  Lord  Bishop  of  Carlisle.) 

COHMITTEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  hm 
put  into  Committee  read. 
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prohibited,  and  if  anyone  violated  the 
Act  of  Parliament  a  common  informer 
should  be  allowed  to  take  up  the  case, 
as  under  the  present  Act  the  workmen 
could  not  initiate  any  prosecution,  whilst 
the  colliery  owner  and  manager  could 
do  so  without  the  sanction  or  inter- 
vention of  the  Home  Secretary.  The 
mine  owner  could  proceed  against  any 
miner  whom  he  liked,  and  the  miners 
ought  to  be  put  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing as  their  employers  in  this  respect. 
Again,  the  miners  wanted  power  to 
enter  the  Coroner's  Court,  and  not  be 
subject  to  the  permission  of  the  Coro- 
ner. The  Coroners  very  often  insulted  the 
miners  when  they  attended  their  Courts. 
Their  duty  was  to  attend  the  Coroners' 
Courts,  and  so  help,  in  giving  evidence, 
to  bring  about  a  knowledge  of  the  true 
cause  of  death,  which  was  a  public  duty. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  say  that  he 
agreed  with  many  portions  of  the  Bill 
now  under  discussion,  but  it  did  not  go 
far  enough  in  the  directions  he  had  indi- 
cated. He  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  take  up  the  whole  question,  with 
the  intention  of  dealing  with  it  at  as 
early  a  day  as  possible.  That  being  so, 
he  hoped  that  there  would  be  no  division 
on  the  Bill,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  would  not  persist  with 
his  Amendment. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
had  introduced  a  Bill  of  liis  own  relating 
to  the  same  subject,  but  he  did  not  look 
with  the  smallest  jealousy  on  the  Bill 
now  under  consideration.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  looked  upon  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  who  brought  it 
forward  as  a  fellow-worker  in  the  same 
cause,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  co- 
operate with  him  in  order  to  secure  the 
safety  of  those  who  were  engaged  in 
this  dangerous  occupation  in  the  work- 
ing of  the  mines.  They  had  heard  two 
speeches  from  Lon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
been  engaged  in  mines,  and  with  whom 
he  sympathized  very  much.  In  regard  to 
the  use  of  blasting  powder,  especially 
in  dangerous  mines,  that  was  a  ques- 
tion which  interested  him  extremely 
when  he  was  at  the  Home  Office,  and 
he  made  a  great  many  inquiries  about  it. 
But  he  found  at  that  time  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Inspectors  and  of  the  men 
themselves  was  very  much  divided  on 
the  point.  In  consequence  of  that  divi- 
sion of  opinion,  he  had  applied  to 
the  Boyal  Society  for  the  opinion  of 


scientific  experts,  and  a  Commission 
appointed  by  it  had  been  considering 
the  subject  for  the  last  six  or  seven 
years.  They  promised  him  before  he 
left  Office  that  the  Eeport  should  be 
shortly  placed  in  his  hands;  and  he 
engaged  when  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
studying  it  to  carry  out  its  object  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  matter  had  now 
passed  into  other  hands  ;  but  when  the 
Heport  was  presented,  on  that  point  and 
also  as  regarded  an  improved  mode  of 
lighting  mines,  he  promised  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  his  hearty  support  of  any  measure 
framed  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission.  He 
hoped  there  would  not  be  any  measure  of 
a  drastic  kind  until  the  Beport  was  pre- 
sented, which  might  be  this  week  or 
next.  The  Government  might  say  if 
they  were  going  to  introduce  a  Bill  that 
the  other  Bills  ought  to  be  withdrawn. 
He  was  of  a  different  opinion.  When 
the  Government  Bill  was  introduced 
there  might  be  a  good  deal  of  discussion 
upon  it,  and  when  there  was  a  question 
with  which  they  could  deal  shortly  and 
simply  it  would  be  very  dangerous  to 
put  off  a  settlement.  The  inconvenience 
of  having  a  great  many  Bills  on  the  same 
subject  during  the  same  Session  was  as 
nothing  compared  with  the  loss  which 
might  follow  if  the  chance  of  settling 
some  important  point  was  missed.  He 
sympathized  with  all  that  had  been  said 
about  check-work,  and  he  also  had  some 
provision  in  his  Bill  for  dealing  with 
the  matter.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
those  who  held  that  inspection  ought  to 
be  frequent,  and  that  the  Inspector  ought 
to  come  without  notice,  so  that  the  owner 
should  not  be  able  to  make  any  altera- 
tion in  consequence  of  expecting  the 
Inspector's  immediate  arrival.  But  he 
did  not  think  there  should  bo  a  monthly 
inspection.  The  country  would  not  con- 
sent to  have  such  an  army  of  Inspectors 
as  would  then  bo  required,  and  the  work 
would  not  be  done  so  effectually.  Only 
a  month  before  he  left  Office  he  tried  to 
in4uce  the  Inspectors  to  have  more  in- 
spections. He  knew  the  miners  were 
very  anxious  that  the  managers  should 
have  certificates,  and  that  was  a  point 
well  worthy  of  discussion  in  Committee. 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  see  precau- 
tions taken  to  secure  the  services  of 
proper  and  efficient  men  to  carry  out  the 
important  duties  of  firemen.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  allow  this  Bill 
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QUESTION'S. 


CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  —  CHRIST'S 
HOSPITAL  SCHEMES. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
How  many  schemes  for  the  governmont 
of  Christ's  Hospital  have  been  under  the 
notice  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  since 
the  passing  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act 
of  1869;  whether  the  progress  of  the 
existing  scheme  will  be  in  any  way  8us« 
pended  by  the  investigations  of  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  any  approximate 
time  when  the  scheme  is  likely  to  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  Parliament  ? 

Me.  HOWARD  SPENSLEY  also 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whe- 
ther, considering  that  schemes  for  the 
re-organisation  of  Christ's  Hospital  have 
been  under  consideration  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  for  more  than  ten  years, 
he  can  in  any  way  facilitate  a  final  con- 
sideration, to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  fSir  Lyon 
Playfair)  :  Sir,  two  schemes  have  been 
framed  by  the  Governors  of  Christ's 
Hospital,  one  in  1870,  the  other  in 
1876.  In  1880,  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners published  their  first  scheme, 
which  met  with  great  opposition.  In 
1885,  they  published  a  revised  scheme, 
which,  after  going  through  the  pre- 
scribed stages,  was  signed  by  them 
last  week,  and  will  reach  the  Educa- 
tion Department  in  a  few  days.  If  ap- 
proved, an  appeal  may  be  made  to  the 
J  udicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
or  a  Petition  may  ask  that  it  should  be 
laid  before  Parliament.  In  either  case, 
it  would  not  reach  this  House  till  the 
end  of  June  or  the  beginning  of  July. 
Some  schemes  now  before  the  Education 
Department  are  kept  back  until  the 
Select  Committee  have  made  their  in- 
quiry. As  I  have  not  yet  seen  the 
schemes,  I  cannot  now  say  whether  this 
course  will  be  followed  in  regard  to  it. 

MR.  BROADHtJBST,  UNDER  SECRETARY 

OF  STATE  FOR  THE  HOME 

DEPARTilENT. 

Mr.  GENT-DAVIS  asked  the  Secre- 

ianr  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 

Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 

to  a  letter  published  in  Th  BrigkUm 


OazeiU,  dated   11th   Februaryi  to  the 
following  effect : — 

*'To  the  Editor: 
**  Sir,— That  Henry  Broadhnrst  should  now 
be  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment Bcems  almoet  the  irony  of  fate.  About 
fourteen  yean  ago  he  waB  a  ringleader  in  a  great 
strike  of  the  building  and  oUier  tradea,  and 
under  the  strict  survoillanoe  of  the  police : 

**  It  could  hardly  be  expected  that  he  should 

S*Te  the  necessary  orders  to  prerent  riot  lant 
onday,  but,  in  default  of  not  getting  such 
order,  the  police  allowed  tiie  plunder  and  riot 
to  go  on  ;  •'^ 

and,  will  he  ascertain  if  this  be  trae  ; 
and,  if  not,  will  he  take  steps  to  direct  a 

grosecution  for  a  gross  and  scandalous 
bel? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  {Mr. 
Chiij)eb8)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  tiiat,  if  his 
Question  is  according  to  the  letter  of  tho 
Standing  Orders,  and  if  it  had  not  been 
that  you.  Sir,  have  allowed  it  to  be  put 
upon  the  Paper,  I  would  hare  Tentured 
to  have  said  that  it  is  certainly  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  spirit  of  the  Rules 
which  goTem  our  prooeedings.  The  hon. 
Member  has  taken  advantage  of  an 
anonymous  letter  written  to  a  Provincial 
journal ;  and,  under  cover  of  a  professed 
desire  that  the  editor  of  a  Conservative 
newspaper,  serving  the  Party  to  which  he 
himself  belongs,  should  be  prosecuted 
under  my  directions,  he  shelters  himself 
behind  that  anonymous  letter  to  mako 
an  attack  on  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, which,  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  had  the  courage  of  his  opinions,  he 
would  have  made  directly.  The  hon. 
Member  knows,  or,  if  he  does  not,  any 
Member  sitting  opposite,  who  has  had 
Parliamentary  experience,  would  tell 
him,  that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
has  nothing  to  do  with,  and  never  gives 
orders  to,  the  police  on  those  occasions. 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will 
resent  thisindirect  and  un-Parliamentary 
attack  on  one  of  its  Members  undercover, 
as  I  have  said,  of  an  anonymous  letter, 
and  I  decline  to  take  any  f  lurther  notice 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  BaoADHTTRsr) :  May  I  crave 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  one  or 
two  moments  with  regard  to  this  Ques- 
tion? I  should  have  been  pleased  to 
answer  it,  if  the  hon.  Oentlemaa  had 
addressed  it  to  me  direct.    I  now  beg 


lB6b  Coal  Miiut  Regulation  Act    {Maboh  3,  1686}     {W2)  Amendmni  Sill.    1866 


of  mutual  arrangement.  Then,  as  to 
Ooronere'  Courts,  lie  strongly  urged 
that  the  represeutatire  of  the  deoeBsed 
miners  should  bo  allowed  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  inquiry.  Evidence  of  a 
very  important  character  affecting  the 
lives  and  limbs  of  the  miaers  was 
often  elicited  at  these  inquiries.  As  re- 
gards the  Report  of  the  Koyal  Commia- 
sioa  lo  which  the  Jate  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  had  referred, 
he  [Sir  Joseph  Pease)  trusted  that  they 
would  not  have  to  wait  for  the  Govern- 
ment measure,  which  might  not-be  pro- 
duced for  years.  The  heat  thing  for  the 
House  to  do  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  to 
accept  the  present  Bill,  and  remedy  in 
Committee  any  imperfections  that  might 
now  disfigure  it. 

Me.  FENWICK  said,  he  was  glad  to 
see,  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  such  a 
desire  to  amend  the  Mines  Begulations 
Actofie72.  Forbis  own  part,faemight 
be  allowed  to  express  his  personal  thanks 
to  those  hon.  Members  present  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1672  ;  and  he  would  beg  also  to  express 
his  thanks  for  the  class  to  whom  he  Lad 
the  honour  to  belong — namely,  the 
mining  class  of  the  community^ — espe- 
cially for  two  very  important  provisions 
that  were  inserted  in  that  measure.  The 
firat  provision  was  that  referring  to  the 
age  at  which  children  were  permitted  to 
be  employed  in  mines.  For  his  own 
part,  he  began  to  work  in  the  mine  at 
the  age  of  nine  years,  and  only  left  it 
when  it  was  the  will  of  the  constituency 
that  he  should  be  returned  as  their 
Eepreaentative  at  St.  Stephen's.  The 
other  provision  to  which  he  alluded  was 
that  wnich  gave  to  the  miners  the  power 
to  examine  and  inspect  the  mines  for 
themselves,  so  that  thoy  might  be 
assured,  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to  be 
assured,  that  due  rogard  was  had  to  the 
safety  of  life  and  limb  by  the  manage- 
ment. However,  aa  time  rolled  on,  it 
was  found  that  the  Act,  though  excellent 
in  many  points,  was  yet  defective  in 
others,  and  he  was  glad  to  think  that 
even  the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross)  had  acknowledged  that 
the  Act  contained  many  anomalies  which 
he  was  endeavouring  to  remove  by  a  Bill 
of  his  own.  The  object  which  he  (Mr. 
Fenwick)  had  in  view  in  rising  was- — 
seeing  that  there  was  a  generally  ex- 
pressed desire  lo  amend  the  Act  of  1872 
— to  urge  that  the  Ooverumont  should 


give  the  House  some  ioformation  as  to 
theirviews,  and  the  attitude  they  intended 
to  assume,  not  only  towards  the  measure 
now  before  the  House,  but  in  regard  to 
the  Bill  of  the  late  Home  Secretary. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  ad- 
mitted that  it  would  be  a  wise  thing  if 
the  Qovemment  would  give  the  House 
the  assurance  that  the  Act  of  1 872  should 
V  he  amended.  What  he  (Mr.  Fen- 
:k)  wanted  to  know  was,  whether  ot 
not  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
take  the  two  Bills  as  the  basis  of  a  com- 
prehensive measure  ?  He  wasconfident, 
if  the  matter  could  he  fairly  and  pro- 
perly talked  over,  the  Government  might 
produce  a  uieasure  that  would  satisfy 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  give  geno< 
ral  satisfaction  to  the  mining  com- 
munity, ■ 

8m  HUSSET  TIVIAN  said,  he  waa 
not  one  to  talk  out  the  Bill,  for  he  en- 
tirely approved  of  it  as  a  whole,  and  the 
sooner  the  existing  defects  were  remedied 
the  better.  He  tnought  it  would  he  im- 
possible to  inspect  mines  monthly,  aa  it 
would  require  quite  an  army  of  Inspec- 
tors to  perform  the  duty.  He  considered 
that  it  was  out  of  the  question  to  lay 
down  a  hard-and-fast  line  that  an  in- 
spection should  take  place  once  a  month. 
Then,  the  use  of  powder  was  an  ex- 
tremely difficult  question,  on  which 
there  were  many  opinions,  and  the  work- 
ing miners  themselves  were  as  much  at 
variance  in  their  opinions  on  this  ques- 
tion as  other  people.  He  referred,  in 
proof  of  his  assertion,  to  a  deputation 
of  miners  from  his  own  county,  tho 
members  of  which  were  opposed  to  the 
abolition  of  the  use  of  powder,  and  he 
argued  from  this  that  a  good  deal  of  in- 
formation was  required  to  he  collected 
upon  this  point  before  any  satisfactory 
legislation  thereon  could  take  place.  He 
hoped  that  thelteport  of  the  Huyal  Com- 
mission, when  it  came  to  be  issued, 
would  give  some  information  on  this 
subject  which  would  be  of  a  valuable 
character.  As  tothe  question  of  certify- 
ing firemen,  he  looked  upon  it  ns  much 
more  important  that  firemen  should  be 
practical  men  rather  than  scientific  men ; 
but  tbis  was  a  point  which  he  thought 
might  be  dealt  with  without  any  great 
difficulty.  As  to  the  employment  of 
women  in  mines,  ho  entirely  concurred 
with  tho  principle  of  the  provision  for 
their  non- employment.  He  believed  he 
was  correct  m  aaying  that   io  Wales 
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women  were  not  employed  in  mines  at 
all — at  least,  if  there  were  any,  he  had 
never  seen  them;  and  he  thoroughly 
agreed  that  they  ought  not  to  be  so 
employed.  From  long  experience  in 
the  House,  he  advised  that  a  second 
reading  of  the  measure  should  be  taken, 
no  matter  what  the  promises  of  the 
Government  might  be.  He  had  known 
many  good  measures  lost  through  their 
being  postponed  with  the  view  of  the 
Government  taking  the  question  up  and 
legislating  upon  the  matter  in  a  fuller 
and  more  satisfactory  manner  than  could 
be  done  in  a  private  Member's  BUI. 
The  intentions  of  the  Government,  no 
doubt,  were  very  good ;  but  when  the 
pressure  of  Business  came  upon  them, 
and  time  was  growing  short,  the  pro- 
mised measure  was  too  often  abandoned 
of  necessity,  and  a  remedial  measure, 
which,  though  perhaps  not  perfect, 
would  have  been  very  useful,  was  lost. 
He  did  not  wish  to  see  such  a  result 
here,  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  accede  to  a  second 
reading. 

Mr.  BUET  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had 
raised  a  very  useful  discussion  on  this 
Bill,  and  he  was  glad  that  he  had  intro- 
duced  it.  He  (Mr.  Burt)  said  that,  how- 
ever, rather  because  he  thought  it  in- 
dicated that  they  might  expect  the  hon. 
Member's  support  in  any  measure  affect- 
ing the  interest  of  the  working  miners 
than  because  he  regarded  this  as  an 
adequate  or  satisfactory  measure.  The 
Bill  itself,  he  (Mr.  Burt)  could  not  vote 
for  as  indicating  anything  like  a  settle- 
ment of  the  mining  question.  It  simply 
touched  the  rim  of  a  very  large,  wide, 
and  complex  subject.  It  was  very  well 
known  that  the  late  Government  in- 
tended to  deal  with  the  general  subject 
of  inspection  of  mines,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Broadhurst)  would  be 
able  to  say  whether  the  present  Go- 
vernment intended  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure with  the  same  object.  He  had 
had  a  Question  which  he  was  going  to 
put  to  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Childers);  but  he  had  seen  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  privately  with  regard 
to  what  the  Government  meant  to  do. 
A  Eoyal  Commission,  of  which  he  (Mr. 
Burt)  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member, 
had  been  sitting  for  a  very  oonsiderable 
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time.  He  was  sorry  that  they  had  not 
up  to  the  present  been  able  to  report ; 
but  the  Commission  had  inquired  more 
steadily  and  completely  into  all  ques- 
tions relating  to  mining  than  these  had 
ever  before  been  inquired  into,  and  Ha 
Commission  would  report  in  a  very  short 
time.  In  fact,  it  was  no  secret  that  t 
considerable  portion  of  the  Seportwis 
already  in  print.  He  trusted,  therdore, 
that  the  Government  would  take  this 
opportunity  of  stating  what  they  meant 
to  do  on  the  subject ;  and  if  they  were 
prepared  to  deal  with  it  in  a  thorough 
way,  and  in  a  way  which  only  a  Govern- 
ment could  deal  with  a  large  poblie 
measure  of  this  kind,  he  would  adviM 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  discussion  he  had 
raised,  and  to  take  the  opportunity  of  in- 
troducing any  Amendments  that  might 
be  wished  into  the  Bill  of  the  Govem- 
ment.  He  entirely  approved  of  the 
clause  in  the  Bill  before  them  relating 
to  check- weighmen.  The  only  objection 
the  working  miners  had  to  the  present 
Act  was  that  they  were  not  allowed  ab- 
solute liberty  of  choice.  Their  dioice 
was  limited  to  men  in  the  employ  of  the 
same  firm.  The  miners  objected  to 
that  restriction,  and  wanted  to  hare 
absolute  Hberty  to  select  any  person 
whatever  to  fill  the  position  of  check- 
weighman.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  any  further,  as  he  was  anxious  to 
hear  the  views  of  the  Government 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPABT- 
MENT  (Mr.  Broadhubst)  said,  the  only 
reason  why  the  Government  had  not  ex- 
pressed their  views  on  this  question  at 
an  earlier  stage  of  the  proceedings  was 
their  desire  to  hear  a  very  full  expree- 
sion  of  opinion  upon  the  subject  hy 
those  hon.  Members  who  were  most 
capable  of  giving  an  opinion,  and  were 
mostly  interested  in  this  class  of  legisla- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor),  he  need  not  assure  him,  nor 
need  he  assure  the  House,  of  the  deep 
and  earnest  sympathy  which  the  Govern- 
ment felt  for  the  working  mina«  of 
Great  Britain.  At  the  same  tim^  theit 
were  parts  of  the  Bill  which  did  no* 
appear  to  commend  themselves  without 
reserve  to  the  Government.  With  re- 
gard to  the  clause  which  had  reference 
to  the  Weights  and  Measures  Act  ep* 
plying  to  the   machinery  used  in  ^ 
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weighing  of  coal,  he  believed  he  was 
BpoakiDg  correctly  when  lie  said  there 
was  no  necessity  whatever  for  the  exten- 
sion of  this  clause ;  that  the  present  law 
already  applied  to  all  weights  and 
measures,  whether  in  mines  or  in  fac- 
tories, that  had  to  do  with  the  decision 
of  the  amount  of  wages  for  any  particu- 
lar labour  performed  either  by  work- 
men or  work-women.  Then,  with  re- 
gard to  the  fixed  periods  of  visits  for 
Mine  Inspectors,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  pro- 
bably not  been  a  workman  in  the  sense 
in  which  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  Fen  wick)  and  he  himself  had  been 
a  workman  for  the  greater  part  of  his  life. 
"What  workmen  always  viewed  with  the 
greatest  amount  of  pleasure  was  the 
visits  of  the  manager  or  foreman  who 
would  keep  regularity,  because  when 
thoy  got  rid  of  him  they  knew  they  were 
perfectly  free  to  indulge  relaxation  until 
the  recurrence  of  the  next  visit.  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  the  most  objectionable 
were  the  foremen  or  managers  of  irre- 
gular habits,  one  upon  whose  visits  they 
could  never  depend  for  a  moment,  and 
the  consequence  was  they  were  in  a  con- 
stant state  of  labour  and  uncertainty. 

Mr.  AKTHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
did  not  propose  by  his  Bill  that  the 
visits  of  the  Inspector  should  be  at  fixed 
times,  or  that  notice  should  be  sent  to 
the  mine  owners. 

Mr.  BEOADHURST  said,  he  noticed 
that;  but  he  thought  that  was  an  in- 
struction always  given  to  Inspectors 
without  any  express  instruction  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  Indeed,  a  man  who 
would  want  information  of  the  necessity 
of  not  announcing  his  visit  would  be  a 
man  absolutely  unfit  for  the  discharge 
of  such  important  duties.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  check-weighmen,  he 
thought  he  was  speaking  the  mind  of 
the  Government  when  he  said  that  the 
Government  quite  saw  the  necessity  of 
some  relaxation  in  regard  to  this  sub- 
ject. The  check- weighman  was  a  per- 
son as  clearly  in  the  employment  of  the 
miners  themselves  as  the  miners  were 
clearly  in  the  employment  of  the  mine 
owner ;  and,  therefore,  working  miners 
^  should  have  considerable  liberty  in  the 
field  for  selecting  this  very  important 
person.  In  respect  of  the  question  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  Bill  under  discussion,  he  heui  to 
say  that  the  Government  viewed  with 


considerable  favour  the  wise  attempts  to 
amend  the  Mines  Eegulation  Act  in  this 
and  some  other  directions;  and  he,  there- 
fore, wished  to  assure  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  that  he  must  not 
regard  them  in  any  way  as  opponents  to 
his  Bill.  There  was  an  important  feature 
in  the  demands  of  the  miners  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  altogether  over- 
looked, and  that  was  the  question  of  the 
presence  of  the  relatives  at  Coroners' 
inquests,  and  the  demand  of  the  right 
and  power  to  put  questions  as  to  the 
cause  of  death.  That  was  what  many 
of  his  hon.  Friends  in  mining  districts 
regarded  as  one  of  the  things  that  was 
of  the  utmost  importance. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was 
quite  willing  to  accept  Amendments  deal- 
ing with  these  points. 

Mr.  BEOADHUEST  said,  he  was 
not  challenging  the  hon.  Member's  ob- 
jection to  have  it  inserted,  but  was 
pointing  out  its  great  importance.  With 
regard  to  the  Eoyal  Commission,  he  had 
the  authority  of  the  Government  to  say 
that  the  Eeport  would  be  issued  within 
a  week,  and  that  one  of  the  first  works 
of  the  Home  Office  would  be  to  prepare 
a  measure  in  the  light  of  that  Commis- 
sion, having  regard  to  other  demands 
made  from  other  directions,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  would  wish  that  a  Bill  of 
this  description,  if  it  should  pass  its 
second  reading,  which  they  would  cer- 
tainly not  oppose  this  afternoon,  that 
the  Committee  stage  should  be  placed 
at  such  a  date  that  would  give  them  op- 
portunities between  now  and  then  of 
preparing  and  submitting  their  proposals 
to  the  House.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  would  accept 
that  view,  he  should  be  very  glad  indeed, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  not  to 
proceed  further  in  the  debate.  He  might 
also  state  that  the  Government  would 
take  precisely  the  same  course  with  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross). 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  were  willing  to  accept 
the  intimation  just  made,  and  would 
postpone  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Bill  for  a  month. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  Slst  March. 
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CX)AL  MINES  BILL.— [Bill  92.] 
{Sir  Michard  Cross,  Mr.  Stuart-  Wortley,  Mr. 

Forwood.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir^.  Assheton  Crosi.) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DERs)  said,  he  would  object  to  the  Mo- 
tion, except  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
other  Bill. 

Sir  R.  assheton  CROSS  said,  he 
could  not  consent  to  any  such  terms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  committed  for  Monday 
next." — {Sir  R,  Assheton  Cross.) 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  objecting  to  the 
Motion,  said,  the  Committee  stage  ought 
to  be  put  off  till  that  day  month. 

Sib  R.  assheton  CROSS  said,  he 
proposed  to  put  it  down  for  Monday  till 
he  knew  what  the  Government  meant  to 
do. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  that ;  but  when  it  came  up  on 
Monday  he  would  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee stage  be  put  off  for  a  month. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
he  would  object  to  that  unless  they 
oould  come  to  some  arrangement,  and 
hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  had  done  wrong  in 
putting  off  the  Committee  stage  on  the 
other  Bill  for  a  month. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  committed  for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


BOROUGH  FUNDS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Kenrick,  Bill  to  amend 
an  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  thirty-fifth  and 
thirty-sixth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chapter  ninety-one,  intituled  **  An 
Act  to  authorise  the  application  of  Funds  of 
Municipal  Corporations 'and  other  goveming 
bodies  in  certain  cases,"  ordned  to  he  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Kenrick,  Mr.  Edward  Clarke,  Major 
Dickson,  Mr.  Picton,  and  Mr.  Woodhead. 
B^ presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  122.] 

DROWNSD  PERSONS  (dISOOVERY  AND 

interment)  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hoghes,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  in  respect  to  the  diBCOTery  and  inter- 


ment of  persons  drowned,  orderwd  to  he  hraii^ 
in  by  Colonel  Hughes,  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  Biif  • 
gallay,  Mr.  Korris.  and  Colonel  Duncan. 
BUlpresentedfBxid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  ItL] 

PARLIAMENTARY  FRAXGHI8R  BOX. 

OnMetion  of 'Mr.  Moulton,  Bill  to  aaMod 
the  Laws  respectinfi:  the  Parliamentary  Fns- 
chise  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  oondad 
of  Elections,  ordered  to  be  brong^ht  in  bj  Mr. 
Moulton,  Mr.  A.  Acland,  and  Mr.  Dillwjn. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BlQ  124/ 

COPYRIGHT  (works  OF  PIKE  ART)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Law  of  Copyright  in  Wocfa 
of  Fine  Art  and  in  Photographs,  and  for  re- 
pressing the  commission  of  fraud  in  the  pR^ 
duction  and  sale  of  such  works,  ordered  to  b» 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hastings,  Mr.  Gregory,  and 
Mr.  Agnew. 
BiHpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiB  ItS.] 

ACTIONS  FOR  DEBT  (LIMITATION)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr  Hobhonse,  Bill  for  fir- 
ther  limiting  the  time  for  the  recorerj  of 
simple  contAct  Debts,  ordered  to  be  brought  is 
by  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  A.  Adand,  Mr.  Glys, 
and  Mr.  Lacaita. 
BiHpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  126  J 

CONVEYANCING  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1874, 
AMENDMENT. 


On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to 
"The   Conveyancing  (Scotland)   Act,    187i" 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameroo,  Hr. 
Craig  Sellar,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  and  Hr. 
LyeU. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  IST.] 

Home  adjourned  at  tsa  miaitai 
beforo  Six  o*ck)ck. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Sat  First  ik  Pasuiwst- 
The  Earl  of  Stradbroke,  after  the  death  tf 
his  father. 

Public  Bivia^First  Beading^Smckt  'Smmnm 
Abatement  (Metropolis)  •  (27). 

Committee — Report — Marriagea  Validity  (IT* 

Several  Lords^Took  the  Oath. 

MARRIAGES  VALIDITY  BILU-<No.  W. 
{The  Lord  Bishop  of  CmHsU) 
COMMTTTES. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  io  h9 
put  into  Committee  read. 
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Thk  LOED  chancellor  (Lord 
Hebsohbll)  said,  that  a  question  had 
been  raised  as  to  whether  this  measure 
should  be  made  retrospective  or  not; 
and  a  suggestion  had  been  made  by  a 
noble  Earl  for  the  insertion  of  a  Proviso 
declaring  legitimate  the  children  of  a 
marriage  in  respect  to  which  any  ques- 
tion arose  and  a  second  marriage  was 
contracted ;  and  in  consequence  of  that 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  had 
l)een  postponed.  He  had,  however, 
since  made  inquiries  on  the  subject,  and 
lie  found  that  there  was  no  precedent 
for  introduoiDg  such  a  Proviso.  Be- 
yond that,  having  consulted  the  right 
T€v.  Prelate  who  had  introduced  the 
Sill  upon  the  subject,  he  had  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  advisable 
to  create  a  precedent  in  the  direction 
suggested,  especially  as  he  was  informed 
that  there  was  reason  to  believe  there 
were  no  cases  in  which  the  legitimacy 
of  such  children  had  been  questioned. 
Therefore,  it  was  not  necessary  to  intro- 
duce such  a  clause  as  that  which  had 
been  indicated. 

House  in  Committee. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and 
to  be  read  3'  To-morrow. 

CHAEITABLE  TRUSTS  (ALLOTMENTS 
EXTENSION  ACT,  1882). 

MOTION     FOB     A     RBTUBN. 

The  Eael  of  ONSLOW  moved  for— 

**  A  Return  of  all  oharitable  trasta  in  England 
and  Wales  the  trostees  of  which  are  trustees 
-within  the  meaning  of  the  first  and  fourth 
dausesof  the  Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882.'* 

He  did  not  press  the  Motion  in  the  exact 
words  in  which  he  had  placed  it  on  the 
Paper,  but  hoped  that  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent would  be  able  to  srant  the  sub- 
stance of  his  Motion,  and  add  a  column 
to  the  Betum  showing  the  acreage  held 
hy  these  Trustees. 

Thb  lord  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spbncee)  said,  that 
there  would  be  no  practical  difficulty  in 
granting  the  Returns  asked  for,  only 
they  would  be  given  in  a  different  form. 
As  to  the  addition  of  the  acreage,  he  had 
not  yet  been  able  to  communicate  with 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  and  he  was 
unwilling  to  promise  such  a  Return,  be- 
cause it  would  be  difficult  and  costly  to 
obtain  the  information.  He  had  inad- 
vertently fallen  into  an  error  the  other 
day  with  reference  to  the  date  at  which 


the  Returns  would 
being  made  in  J 
usually  made  unl 
special  Returns  mo 
Earl  would  probabl 
November. 

In  reply  to  Visco 

Eabl  SPENCE] 
turn  moved  for  wo 
to  the  ordinary  Ag 

Retnm  of  all  chant 
Commissionera,  the  in 
to  be  distributable  in 
money,  in  the  **  Gen 
Charities'*  laid  before 
tion  of  Lord  Robert 
^ears  1868  and  1876, 
information  subsequc 
Charity  Commissione 
those  charities  the  io 
otherwise  applied  in 
established  by  the  ( 
Ordered  to  be  laid  b 
Earl  of  Onslow.) 

SMOEE     NinSAKCE 

POLIS)   B] 

A  Bill  to  amend  tl 
nuisance  arising  from 
and  fireplaces  within  tl 
9enttd  by  the  Lord  St 
read  1*.     (No.  27.) 

House  adjourned 
oVlocky  • 
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MINUTES.]  —  Sble( 
Industries,  appointed 

Supply — considered  in 
TicB  Estimates;  Ci 
AND  Buildings,  Vot 

Privatk  Bill— (*y  C 
Bundalk  Gas.* 

Public  Bills  —  i2« 
Ordered — First  Reai 
[131]. 

Ordered — First  Readi\ 
Recovery*  [129];  1 
Labourers'  Wages) ' 

First  Meading — Fresh 
[128]. 

Second  Meetding  —  Con 
[120]. 

Withdrewt^—^xaitX  U 
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to  the  Treasury  stated  that  the  matter 
was  being,  and  would  be,  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  he  thought  favourably  con- 
sidered, but  that  no  action  was  possible 
at  the  time,  as  legislation  would  be 
required  if  the  suggestion  were  adopted. 
No  actual  promise  was  g^ven  that  interest 
would  be  allowed.  As  regards  the 
present  state  of  the  question,  I  have  to 
state  that  no  decision  has  yet  been 
arrived  at,  and  that  it  will  be  necessary, 
before  deciding  it,  to  consider  yery 
seriously  the  present  condition  of  the 
Irish  Church  Fund,  and  its  ability  to 
bear  any  further  charges. 

INSPECTORS  OP  IKISH  FISHERIES— 
SEA  AND  COAST  FISHERIES  FUND. 
Mr.  BLAKE  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  he  will  state  the  amount 
of  loans  granted  out  of  the  Sea  Coast 
Fishery  Fund  by  the  Inspectors  of 
Fisheries  since  that  fund  was  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  trustees  to  aid  the 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  of  Ireland  by 
the  Act  47  and  48  Vic.  c.  21,  and  trans- 
ferred to  the  Board  of  Works,  specifying 
the  amounts  of  loans  in  1884,  1885,  and 
up  to  the  present  of  this  year ;  and,  if 
from  the  books  and  accounts  of  the 
trustees,  which  were  transferred  bv  that 
Act  to  the  Board  of  Works,  he  will  state 
the  amounts  of  loans  made  by  the  late 
trustees  during  each  year,  1881,  1882, 
1883,  and  in  1884,  up  to  the  passing 
of  that  Act  ? 

The  SECRETAET  to  thb  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  Hekht  H.  Fowler),  in 
reply,  said,  the  amount  of  loans  granted 
by  the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  was, 
in  1884  (from  September  30)  £3,308 ; 
1885,  £6,390;  1886  (to  date),  £911; 
and  that  the  amounts  advanced  by  the 
late  trustees  were,  in  1881,  £2,584; 
1882,  £4,245;  1883,  £3,834;  1884, 
£2,600. 

ROTAL    IRISH   CONSTABULARY- 
POLICE  BARRACK  AT  MEENACLADDY, 
CO.   DONEGAL. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  negotiations  have  been  proceeding 
for  the  establishment  of  a  police  barrack 
at  Meenacladdy,  county  Donegal;  on 
whose  representation  they  were  started ; 
what  causes  were  alleged  as  justifying 
this  burden  on  the  locality;  and,  whe- 
ther the  allegations  have  been  investi* 

Mr.  H.  n.  FpwUr 


gated,  so  as  to  give  the  local  representa* 
tives  of  the  district,  and  the  people 
themselves,  an  opportunity  of  defending 
their  interests  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
JoBK  Moblbt),  in  reply,  said,  the  mat- 
ter was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Irish  Government.  The  station  was  re- 
commended by  the  local  police  and 
magpisterial  authorities,  and  no  question 
of  charge  on  the  locality  was  inToUed. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  before 
sanctioning  the  establishment  of  this 
station,  to  consider  the  antecedents  of 
the  local  magistrates  and  their  relations 
to  the  tenantry. 

RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)-ACCIDENT  AT 
ATHY  RAILWAY  STATION. 

Mb.  CAREW  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  article  headed  ''The 
Athy  Railway  Accident,"  in  7%«X«iiw<#r 
Leader  of  the  20th  of  February,  alle^og, 
amongst  other  things,  that  the  accident 
was  due  to  the  want  of  proper  proTision 
for  passengers  crossing  the  line  at  Athy 
Railway  Station ;  whether  it  is  a  fact,  as 
stated,  that  ''the  only  mode  of  crossing 
the  line  is  to  jump  on  to  the  rails  and 
scramble  up  at  the  other  side ; "  whether 
there  is  an  absence  of  footbridge  at 
Naas  and  other  stations  on  the  same 
line ;  and,  whether  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  take  steps  to  ensure  the  safety  of 
passengers,  and  prevent  the  occurrence 
of  similar  accidents,  on  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  line  of  Railway 
in  Ireland  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundella), 
in  reply,  said,  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  matter.  A  foot  bridge  for 
Athy  Station  was  in  course  of  erection* 
The  Board  of  Trade  issued  an  order,  on 
the  22nd  December,  for  the  construction 
of  a  bridge  in  place  of  the  level  crossing 
at  Naas ;  but  the  construction  of  this 
bridge  had  not  been  commenced.  The 
delay  was  occasioned  by  the  length 
of  notice  required  under  the  Railway 
Clauses  Act,  1863,  for  acquiring  the 
necessary  land. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)  —  THE  BARROW  DRAIN- 
AGE  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  LALOR  asked  the  Chief  Beor^ 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If^  in  Yiew  of  the  fact  that  the  Barrow 
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to  say  that  there  was  no  strike  in 
the  building  trade  at  the  time  referred 
to ;  but  there  was  a  lock-out — that  is,  a 
strike  by  the  employers  against  the 
-workmen.  At  that  time,  the  workmen 
asked  me  to  take  charge  of  their  case, 
which  I  did,  and  the  diSerence  was  very 
speedily  settled  to  the  mutual  satisfac- 
tion and  interests  of  both  parties  to  the 
dispute.  With  regard  to  the  innuendo 
about  the  police,  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  was  nothing  at  all 
of  the  kind.  I  do  not  suppose  the  police 
knew  of  the  existence  of  the  dispute,  or 
anyone  else  not  directly  interested  in 
it,  as  during  the  dispute  there  was  no 
police  case,  nor  any  cause  for  the  inter- 
ference of  those  charged  with  the  duty  of 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  order.  That 
is  the  last  time  that  I  have  been  per- 
sonally responsible  in  any  trade  dispute 
between  workmen  and  employers.  I 
should  like  to  add  one  word  more,  and 
that  is  that  the  hon.  Member  will  find 
that  the  work  of  advertising  obscure 
country  newspapers  will  not  bring  him 
any  very  desirable  Parliamentary  dis- 
tinction. 

Mr.  gent- DAVIS:  Sir,  might  I, 
with  your  permission,  resent  the  in- 
sinuation  L?^***  o/  ** No  ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAkEE :  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell. 

SCOTLAND— ERRORS   IN   STATISTICAL 
RETURNS -RETURN  OF  MUNI- 
CIPAL BURGHS,  1886. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  palpably 
erroneous  character  of  some  of  the  statis- 
tical Bet  urns  relating  to  Scotland  pre- 
sented to  this  House ;  for  instance,  to 
the  Return  of  Scotch  Municipal  Burghs, 
No.  260  IT.  dated  Noyember  1885,  in 
which  Kirkcaldy  is  made  to  have  a 
population  of  only  13,320  and  4,218 
municipal  electors,  or  nearly  one  elector 
to  every  four  inhabitants ;  and  Dysart, 
a  population  of  10,877,  with  484  munici- 
pal electors,  or  one  elector  to  upwards 
of  twenty-two  inhabitants ;  whether  the 
Crown  agent  is  the  only  person  respon- 
sible for  such  Returns ;  and,  if  he  will 
take  steps  to  establish  an  efficient  agency 
to  furnish  correct  Returns  for  Scotland  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfous)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  Re- 
turn in  question  related  to  municipal 
burghs  in  England,  Wales,  and  Scot- 


land— what  was  asked  having  been 
their  population  and  number  of  inha- 
bited houses  according  to  the  Census  of 
1881,  together  with  the  number  of  per- 
sons on  the  burgess  roll,  distinguish- 
ing men  from  women.  The  terms  **  mu- 
nicipal burghs  "  and  "  burgess  rolls  " 
are  inapplicable  to  Scotland,  and  great 
difficulty  was  experienced  in  dealing 
with  that  part  of  the  Return  which  re- 
lated to  population,  both  for  this  reason 
and  also  because  the  Census  of  1881 
does  not  specify  the  number  of  persons 
entitled  to  the  municipal  franchise. 
After  a  correspondence  between  the 
Home  Office  and  the  Crown  Agent,  it 
was  decided  that  the  number  of  muni- 
cipal electors  only  should  be  given — 
these  being  taken  from  the  population 
of  the  Parliamentary  burghs,  as  shown 
by  the  Census,  so  that  in  cases  such  as 
Kirkcaldy  and  Dysart,  where  the  Parlia- 
mentary and  municipal  boundaries  are 
not  identical,  the  Return  cannot  be 
said  to  be  reliable,  and  the  statistics 
necessary  for  making  it  so  do  not  exist. 
May  I  be  allowed  to  suggest  to  my  hon. 
Friend  and  to  other  Scotch  Members 
moving  for  a  Return,  that  it  would  be 
convenient  before  doing  so  to  submit 
the  draft  terms  of  the  proposed  Returns 
to  some  Scotch  official,  so  that  it  may  be 
adapted  to  make  the  Return  accurate. 
Thereby  much  inconvenience  and  such 
anomalies  as  exist  in  the  present  case 
would  be  saved.  But,  under  the  circum- 
stances, there  is  certainly  no  blame  at- 
tached to  the  Crown  Agent  under  the 
late  or  present  Government. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  every  almanac  and  railway 
guide  published  in  Scotland  gave  the 
population  of  the  municipal  burghs  and 
the  municipal  and  Parliamentary  voters ; 
and,  whether,  in  future,  the  Municipal 
Returns  were  to  be  prepared  in  his  Office 
or  in  that  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  ? 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR,  in  reply,  said, 
that  would  be  a  matter  for  amicable  ar- 
rangement. He  objected  to  the  quota- 
tion of  unauthentic  and  irresponsible 
railway  guides. 

POST   OFFCE— TELEGRAPH    CLEBKS— 
SUNDAY  WORK. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is 
a  fact  that  postal  telegraph  clerks  and 
messengers  receive  ez^a  pay  in  London 
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a  abort  telegraphic  address  for  the  House 
of  Oommons;  and,  if  not,   can  he  do 

BO? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Powlbr)  :  No 
address  has  as  yet  been  registered  for 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  **  House 
Oommons,  London,"  is  sufficient  address. 
"Oh,  oh!"*]    I  would  not  forejudge 

e  case  as  to  whether  that  may  not 
be  shortened ;  but  I  think  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  add  anything  more  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  as  the  Postmaster  General  is 
considering  the  matter,  and  in  a  few 
days  it  will  be  seen  what  can  be  done. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  Could  you  not  say, 
Sir,  ** Short  Commons?" 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  he 
intends,  during  the  present  Session,  to 
re-introduce  the  Universities  (Scotland) 
Bill  of  last  year,  or  some  similar 
Bill? 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Trevelyaw)  :  I,  or  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate, 
have  every  intention  soon  to  introduce  a 
Bill  undoubtedly  much  resembling  the 
Bill  of  last  year. 

EGYPT— THE  PORT  OF  SUAKIN. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Suakin  was  proved  the  most 
convenient  port  for  trade  with  Central 
Africa;  whether  some  of  the  tribes  in 
the  interior  are  hostile  to  Egyptian  rule; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment  will  consider  the  advanttees  to 
trade  to  be  derived  from  making  Suakin 
a  free  port  under  International  control, 
before  handing  it  over  to  the  Egyptian 
Government  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  (Mr. 
Brtce)  :  The  first  part  of  the  Question 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  is  matter  of 
opinion ;  and,  considering  the  vastness 
ox  the  region  to  which  it  refers,  it  would 
be  difficult  to  say  whether  Suakin  or 
any  other  port  has  been  proved  to  be 
the  most  convenient  for  trade  with  Cen- 
tral Africa.  The  second  part  is  matter 
of  fact ;  and  I  think  recent  events  have 
sufficiently  proved  that  some  of  the 
tribes  in  the  interior  are  hostile  to 
Egyptian  rule.  In  reply  to  the  third 
part,  I  have  to  say  that  Suakin  is  no 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  but 
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constitutes  a  portion  of  Egyptian  ierri* 
tory;  and  Sir  Charles  Warren,  who 
commands  the  British  Forces  there, 
holds  supreme  Civil  authority  by  dele- 
gation from  the  Egyptian  Oovemment. 
It  therefore  does  not  rest  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  the  course 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  O'KELLY :  I  will  refer  to  the 
subject  on  the  Army  Estimates. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— MR.  JOSEPH 

D.  GRIER,  CLERK  TO  THE  CAVAX 

POOR  LAW  BOARD. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  asked  Uie 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Joseph 
D.  Qrier,  clerk  of  the  Cavan  Poor  Law 
Board,  in  connection  with  the  coming 
election  of  Poor  Law  Quardians  for  that 
Union ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
Nationalist  ratepayers  of  the  Union, 
having  lodged  a  large  number  of  claims 
to  vote,  Mr.  Orier,  acting  as  returning 
officer,  has  issued  an  advertisement  in 
local  papers  (^n^/0-(7W<  of  the  20th  in- 
stant) requiring  <'  documentary  evidence 
in  support  of  all  claims  to  vote  "  lodged 
since  the  last  election ;  what  powers  a 
returning  officer  has  to  require  "docu- 
mentary "  evidence  in  support  of  claims 
to  vote,  such  claims  being  in  many  cases, 
from  their  nature,  incapable  of  being  so 
supported ;  whether  he  is  aware  Uiat  the 
medium  of  advertisement  selected  as  a 
substitute  for  direct  communication  is 
one  which  is  exceedingly  unlikely  to 
come  under  the  notice  of  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  claimants ;  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  a  large  number  of  the 
claimants  live  at  considerable  distances, 
in  some  cases  as  much  as  ten  miles, 
from  the  board  room  where  Mr.  Grier 
proposes  to  hold  his  court,  and  would 
be  put  to  great  inconvenience  by  being 
compelled  needlessly  to  attend  there; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  Grier'a 
action  is  entirely  without  precedent; 
whether  the  proceeding  in  question  is 
taken  under  the  6  and  7  Vic.  c.  92,  s.  26; 
and,  if  so,  whether  that  enactment,  being 
limited  to  particular  oases  in  which  a 
returning  officer  ''  has  reasonable  cause 
to  doubt  the  correctness  of  any  daim  to 
vote,"  the  Local  Government  Board  will 
direct  Mr.  Grier  to  abandon  his  proposed 
general  court  of  inquiry,  and  to  isaae 
voting  papers  to  all  claimants  except  in 
particular  cases  in   which  doubt  has 
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Grand  Jury  ignored  the  bill  against 
one  ;  the  case  against  the  other  was  ad- 
journed. I  am  informed  that  the  band 
ceases  to  play  when  passing  Tobin's 
liouse;  and  that,  though  his  securities 
were  objected  to,  they  were  eventually 
approved,  and  the  police  are  not  aware 
tnat  they  have  since  been  subjected  to 
material  annoyance. 

PABLIAMENTABT  PAPERS  FOB 
PUBLIC  LIBRARIES. 

Mb.  KENEIOE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  con- 
sent to  Parliamentary  Publications  and 
Papers  being  supplied  to  Public  Libraries 
free  of  charge  ? 

Thk  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  :  The 
question  of  supplying  Parliamentary 
publications  and  papers  to  publiclibraries 
free  of  charge  was  very  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  late  Government,  and  it 
was  decided  that  it  was  not  advisable  to 
make  the  grants.  In  November  last, 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Stationery  Office 
was  authorized  to  insert  in  the  new  con- 
tract for  the  sale  of  Government  pub- 
lications, which  will  come  into  force  on 
January  1,  1887,  a  proviso  that  the  con- 
tractor shall  sell  such  publications  to  the 
accredited  agents  of  free  public  libraries 
at  the  trade  prices,  a  reduction  of  at 
least  25  per  cent  from  the  published 
prices.  I  have  some  sympathy  with  the 
object  of  the  Question,  and  am  now  in 
communication  with  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Stationery  Office  to  see  whether 
there  are  any  further  advantages  that  it 
will  be  possible  to  allow  to  free  libraries, 
and  whether  certain  'papers  cannot  be 
given  gratuitously. 

THE  EDUCATION  ACTS   COMMISSION. 

Mb.  MILYAIN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  the  operations  of  the  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Education  Acts  extend  to  Scotland; 
and,  if  not,  if  there  is  any  objection  to 
its  operations  being  so  extended  ? 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbevelyan)  (who  replied)  said: 
With  regard  to  this  matter,  a  subject  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Ren- 
frewshire (Mr.  Finlayson)  is  likewise 
interested,  I  understand  that  it  is  not 
proposed  to  extend  the  Order  of  Refer- 
ence to  the  Royal  Commission  to  the 
Scottish  Education  Acts.    The  Scotch 
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iher  he  will  consider  whether  this  course 
of  action  on  the  part  of  the  Commis- 
sioners  is  warrantable,  as  not  carrying 
out  the  wishes  or  intentions  of  the  tes- 
tator; whether,  considering  that  this 
money  might  be  judiciously  applied  in 
whole  to  the  benefit  of  the  fisheries,  he 
will  take  such  steps  as  he  may  consider 
advisable,  whether  by  legislation  or 
otherwise,  to  have  such  money  placed 
in  the  hands  of  trustees  to  carry  out  the 
intentions  of  the  testator;  and,  would 
there  be  any  objection  to  aEetumbeing 
furnished  of  all  moneys  in  the  hands  of 
the  Charitable  Bequest  Commissioners, 
showing  from  what  sources  derived,  and 
how  they  are  expended  annually  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johji 
Morley),  in  reply,  said,  that  the  Com- 
missioners of  Charitable  Donations  and 
Bequests  informed  him  that  they  were 
most  anxious  that  this  fund  should  be 
utilised.  If  the  executor  of  the  deceased 
and  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  to 
whom  they  had  offered  the  interest  con- 
tinued to  decline  to  administer  it,  they 
had  determined  to  offer  it  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  to  whom  the  administration  of 
the  Sea  Coast  Fisheries  Fund  had  been 
transferred;  but,  in  the  absence  of  an 
order  from  a  competent  authority — 
which  he  presumed  was  a  Court  of  Law 
— they  must  decline  to  hand  over  the 
corpus  of  the  fund  to  any  private 
person,  there  being  no  direction  in  the 
will  to  that  effect.  He  should  add  that 
the  late  Master  of  the  Rolls  made  no 
decision  on  the  claim  of  the  Sea  Coast 
Fisheries  Commission  to  the  Fund.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  interest  had  been 
handed  over  to  that  Commission  so  long 
as  it  existed.  The  information  requested 
in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question, 
he  understood,  was  contained  in  the 
annual  Reports  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Donations  and  Bequests. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  follow 
the  example  of  his  Predecessor,  and 
bring  in  a  Bill,  in  order  that  this  fund 
might  be  properly  administered  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  said  he  would 
consider  the  matter. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— EXECUTIONS. 

Mb.  GREGORY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If, 
having  regard  to  recent  failures  in 
carrying  out  the  extreme  sentence  of  the 
Law,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  State  has  I 
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now  assumed  the  control  and  gorem- 
ment  of  the  gaols  in  England,  the  Qo* 
vemment  would  consider  the  propriety 
of  appointing  proper  persons  to  carry 
out  executions  within  the  walls  of  the 
gaol,  and  in  future  relieving  the  sheriffs 
&om  that  duty  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  In  reply,  I  beg  to  inform 
the  hon.  Member  that  a  Committee,  of 
which  Lord  Aberdare  is  Chairman,  was 
appointed  by  my  Predecessor  to  consider 
what  precautions  should  be  adopted, 
without  alteration  of  the  law,  to  pre* 
vent  the  possibility  of  failure  or  mis- 
carriage in  executions.  On  receiving 
the  Report  of  that  Committee,  the  whole 
subject  will  have  to  be  most  carefully 
considered  by  me. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  PENSIONS. 

Caftaik  price  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  state  the 
number  of  Pensioners  who  are  now  in 
receipt  of  Greenwich  Hospital  Pensions, 
though  under  the  age  of  fifty-five,  on 
account  of  their  having  served  in  the 
Seaman  Pensioner  Reserve ;  and,  what 
is  the  total  amount  of  this  class  of  Pen- 
sion? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  will  furnish  the  statement  asked 
for  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member; 
but  the  preparation  of  the  same  will 
take  a  day  or  two. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  DAMAGES  BILL. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
with  reference  to  the  Bill  entitled 
''Compensation  for  Damages,'^  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  in  practice,  and  con- 
trary to  the  dear  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature, compensation  is  not  recoverable 
in  cases  of  ordinary  riot ;  and,  whether 
he  would  take  into  consideration  the 
existing  Law,  which  is  in  a  Tery  unsatis- 
factory state,  being  regulated  by  an  old 
Statute  of  Qooi^e  4,  in  itself  indefinite 
in  terms,  and,  instead  of  dealing  with 
the  subject  by  piecemeal  legislation,  in- 
troduce a  measure  of  genenu  application 
to  the  whole  communit}"  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childsrs):  I  am  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  addressed  this  Qoestion 
to  me,  because  recent  oTents  hare  im- 
pressed me  very  strongly  with  the  fact 
that  the  law  as  to  oompensatioQ  for 
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when  the  statement  firom  the  New 
Zealand  Gbverament  was  received ;  and, 
when  the  further  communication  from 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment,  promised  in 
the  above  Letter,  will  be  made  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osbokne  Morgan)  :  I  be- 
lieve the  passage  referred  to  in  the 
Question  is  correctly  cited  from  the 
letter  therein  mentioned.  Lord  Derby, 
after  receiving  a  statement  from  the 
New  Zealand  Government,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Maori  Chiefs'  Memorial, 
did,  on  June  23, 1885,  communicate  fur- 
ther with  the  Governor  of  New  Zealand, 
and  requested  him  to  make  a  communi- 
cation to  Tawhiao  and  other  Chiefs  in 
the  terms  of  the  despatch  printed  at  page 
43  of  Parliamentary  Paper  4,492.  A 
copy  of  the  despatch  was  given  to  the 
Maori  Chiefs.    This  answers  the  last 

1>art  of  the  Question.  On  January  25 
ast,  the  Colonial  Office  received  from 
the  Governor  of  New  Zealand  an  an- 
swer to  that  despatch,  dated  December 
16,  1885,  enclosing  a  translation  of  a 
letter  from  Twahaio  to  the  Gt)vernor. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  desires 
to  move  for  a  copy  of  these  Papers, 
they  can  be  presented.  No  further 
communication  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, beyond  that  which  I  have 
already  mentioned,  has  been  addressed 
to  the  Maori  Chiefs. 

Sib  JOHN  G0R8T  gaveNotice  that  he 
would  move  for  the  Papers  referred  to. 

LIGHTHOUSES  (IRELAND)  —  ATTEND- 
ANCE OF  KEEPERS  AT  DIVINE  SER- 
VICE ON  SUNDAYS,  AND  EDUCATION 
OF  CHILDREN. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether,  as  is 
done  in  Scotland  by  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Northern  laghts,  he  will  have 
provision  made  for  the  attendance  at 
Divine  Service,  on  Sundays,  of  light- 
house keepers  on  isolated  rocks  off  the 
Irish  Coast ;  and  also  for  the  education 
of  their  children,  by  increasing  the 
number  of  relieving  stations,  or  other- 
wise providing  for  the  instruction  of 
numbers  of  boys  and  girls  growing  up 
without  elementary  education  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Muwdella)  : 
This  is  a  matter  of  considerable  difB.- 
culty,  involving  an  increased  amount 
of  labour  and  expense;  but  the  objects 
set  forth  by  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion are  so  desirable  that  I  will  under- 
take to  have  the  whole  matter  thoroughly 
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ment,  bring  in  or  support  a  Bill  render- 
ing it  compulsory  upon  the  owners  of 
quarries  properly  to  fence  or  protect 
the  same  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  :  I  have 
received  no  copy  of  an  official  Report  by 
Mr.  M.  F.  Carter,  Coroner,  as  to  inquests 
held  on  bodies  of  persons  who  had  fallen 
into  unfenced  quarries  in  Dean  Forest. 
As  regards  what  are  called  the  ''  award  " 
quarries— namely,  those  still  held  under 
the  award  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods,  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Act 
1  &  2  Vict,y  c.  43,  the  Crown  is  power- 
less, as  the  Commissioners  omitted  in 
their  rules  and  regulations  for  working 
quarries  to  require  them  to  be  fenced. 
Quarries  held  under  lease  from  the  Com- 
missioners are  required  to  be  fenced. 
There  are  at  present  122  award  quarries 
and  130  leased  quarries.  It  might  be 
well  to  place  all  quarries  under  the  In- 
spectors of  Mines. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS- 
ELECTION  EXPENSES  (SCOTLAND). 

Sir  DONALD  CURRIE  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  in  reference  to  the 
heavy  expenses  charged  by  returning 
officers  at  the  last  General  Election  in 
Sootlandy  Whether  he  will  introduce  a 
Bill  to  establish  a  6zed  scale  of  fees  and 
charges  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  we  do  propose  to 
introduce  a  Bill  on  this  subject. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HE  alt  :  Do  you  propose 
to  extend  the  Bill  to  the  three  countries  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ALLOTMENTS  AND  S3ULL  HOLDINGS— 
AGRICULTURAL  LABOURERS. 

SiB  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
Whether  he  would  add  to  the  Return 
which  he  proposed  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  showing  the  num- 
ber of  Allotments  and  Small  Holdings, 
a  column  showing  the  total  number  of 
Agricultural  Labourers  ? 

Tub  chancellor  of  the  DTTCHY 
(Mr.  Heiteaoe)  :  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
add  a  column  showing  the  totiu  number 
of  agricultural  labourers,  to  the  Allot- 
ments and  Small  Holdings  Return  al- 
ready promised,  so  far  as  Uie  Census 
Betums  of  the  Registrar  Oeneral  of  188 1 
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will  furnish  the  information  required  by 
my  hon.  Friend. 

POST  OFFICE— COLONIAL  POST 
CARDS. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuty,  Has  the 
Postmaster  Oeneral  any  objection  to 
open  up  communication  with  the  Aus- 
tralasian Oovemments,  with  the  view  of 
establishing  a  system  of  penny  postcards 
between  England  and  these  Colonies  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowlbb)  :  There 
is  a  financial  objection  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member,  which  womd  affect 
not  only  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  but 
also  the  Australian  Colonies;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  serious  loss  already 
sustained  by  that  Postal  Senrioe,  the 
Postmaster  General  is  not  prepared  to 
take  up  the  subject  under  present  cir- 
cum  stances. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-THB  TfiANSVAAL. 

Mb.  EIMBER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  Transvaal  pro- 
duce, including  tobacco,  is  allowed  to 
enter  Natal  by  land  free  of  Duty,  al- 
though tobacco  and  other  imports  enter- 
ing the  Transvaal  from  Natal  are  sub- 
jected to  heavy  import  Duties,  and  how 
this  is  reconcilable  with  Article  13  of 
the  Convention  with  the  Transvaal  or 
South  African  Republic  of  February 
1884,  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that — 

*'  The  lame  treatment  ahall  be  given  to  any 
article  coming  to  Great  Britain  from  the  Souta 
African  Republic  as  to  the  like  article  coming 
from  any  otner  place  or  country/* 

tobacco  being  an  artideliable  to  Duty  both 
in  Great  Britain  and  in  Natal ;  whether 
the  influx  of  Transvaal  tobaooo  under  pro- 
tection into  Natal,  which  is  thus  unpro- 
tected, is  causing  very  serious  losses 
among  the  tobacco  growers  and  mana- 
facturers  of  Natal,  and  causing  discon- 
tinuance of  its  cultivation ;  whether  a 
British  officer  has  been  appointed,  under 
Article  3  of  that  Convention,  to  reside 
in  the  Bepublic  and  discharge  consular 
functions ;  and,  whether  any  and  what 
efforts  were  made,  on  the  occasion  of 
that  Convention  taking  the  place  of 
British  suzerainty,  to  secure  reoiprocal 
free  trade  between  the  Transvaal  and 
the  adjoining  Crown  Colony  of  Natal, 
or  have  been  made  since  ? 
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Drainage  Oommiseion  have  closed  their 
inquiry  and  made  their  Eeport,  in  which 
thej  recommend  that  the  main  works  on 
that  river,  as  recommended  by  Mr. 
Manning,  O.E.,  should  be  carried  out ; 
and,  in  view  also  of  the  great  injury  to 
the  health  and  property  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  locality  by  the  flooding  of 
the  river,  and  the  necessity  for  giving 
immediate  employment  to  a  great  num- 
ber of  labourers  in  the  district,  he  will 
take  steps  to  have  the  drainage  works 
on  the  River  Barrow  commenced  without 
further  delay  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  :  The  Report  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  has  only  just 
come  before  me.  I  observe  that  very 
large  financial  considerations  are  in- 
volved in  the  matter,  and  also  the  ques- 
tion of  legislation.  The  matter  will  re- 
quire more  time  for  consideration  than 
I  have  yet  been  able  to  give  to  it. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  PARCEL 
POST— RURAL  LETTER  CARRIERS. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  institution 
of  the  Parcel  Post  has  greatly  increased 
the  labour  performed  by  the  rural  letter- 
carriers  in  Ireland;  whether  the  keepers 
of  sub  post  offices  are  paid  for  the  addi- 
tional work  caused  by  the  Parcel  Post 
system ;  whether  no  such  payment  is 
made  to  the  carriers ;  and,  when  steps  will 
be  taken  to  put  an  end  to  this  inequality  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Parcel  Post  had, 
doubtless,  increased  the  work  of  the 
postmen ;  but  they  were  paid  strictly  by 
the  amount  of  work  they  had  to  do,  and 
the  wages  were  reconsidered  from  time 
to  time,  as  justice  demanded.    As  to  sub- 

Eostraasters,  they  were  not  paid  by  salary, 
ut  by  commission  on  all  kinds  of  busi- 
ness. They  were  not  required  to  give 
the  whole  of  their  time  to  the  work  of 
the  Department. 

THE  ENFIELD  SMALL  ARMS  WORKS- 
DISCHARGE  OF  WORKMEN. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  intended  to  discharge  a  number 
of  workmen  from  the  Enfield  Small 
Arms  Works  on  the  Ist  April;  and,  if  so, 
how  many  are  to  be  so  discharged  ;  and, 
whether  any  weapons,  such  as  might  be 
produced  at  Enfield,  have  been,  or  are 

VOL.  OOOII.    [third  sebies.] 


being,  made  on  the  Continent  for  the 
War  Department  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell -Bannerman)  :  With  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member's  Question,  I  would  ask 
him  to  allow  me  to  give  the  answer 
in  reply  to  the  Questions  (Nos.  63  and 
65)  standing  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
(Mr.  Howell)  and  of  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Member  for  Enfield  (Viscount  Folke- 
stone); because  those  Questions  were, 
at  my  request,  postponed  till  to-day  from 
Tuesday  last.  With  reference  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  only  swords 
have  been  contracted  for  out  of  this 
country,  under  circumstances  already 
explained  to  the  House.  Existing  con- 
tracts cannot  be  interfered  with ;  but  no 
additional  number  will  be  obtained  from 
abroad  in  consequence  of  any  arrange- 
ments now  made  for  the  supplies  of  next 
year. 

POST  OFFICE— THE   PARCEL  POST— 
KURAL  LETTER  CARRIERS. 

Sir  RICHAED  WEBSTER  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
weights  of  parcels  required  to  be  carried 
by  the  rural  postmen ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  when  the  Parcel  Post  was 
established  it  was  promised  that  the 
weight  to  be  carried  should  not  exceed 
thirty-five  pounds,  and  that  extra  assist- 
ance should  be  given  if  that  weight  was 
exceeded ;  and,  whether  he  will  give  in- 
structions that,  in  the  event  of  rural 
postmen  being  required  to  carry  weights 
above  thirty-five  pounds,  extra  assistance 
shall  be  g^ven  or  their  pay  increased  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  :  The 
facts  of  the  case  as  regards  the  weights, 
not  merely  of  parcels,  but  of  all  kinds 
of  postal  matter  requiring  to  be  carried 
by  rural  postmen  are  correctly  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  I  am  assured  that 
the  rule  on  the  subject  is  well  under- 
stood, and  it  is  believed  everywhere  ob- 
served. If  the  hon.  Member-  has  any 
particular  case  in  his  mind  and  will  com- 
municate with  the  Postmaster  General, 
my  noble  Friend  will  gladly  inquire  into  it. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPHIC 
ADDRESSES. 

Colonel   NOLAN   asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Has  he  registered 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND) -MR. 
RENTON,  PROCURATOR  FISCAL  FOR 
EAST  FIFE. 

Mr.  BOYD-KINNEAE  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  Mr.  Eenton 
has  accepted  the  appoiatment  of  Procu- 
rator Fiscal  of  the  Eastern  Division  of 
Fife ;  and,  if  so,  when  he  will  enter  on 
the  duties  of  the  office  which  have  now 
for  a  year  been  performed  hj  deputy ; 
and,  what  steps  Government  is  taking  in 
the  matter? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Mr.  Benton  has  intimated 
that  he  will  accept  the  office,  under  the 
conditions  which  I  previously  mentioned. 
Such  conditions  should,  however,  enter 
the  commission  of  the  Fiscal,  which  is 
granted  by  the  Sheriff.  At  present  the 
office  of  Sheriff  of  Fife  is  vacant,  but  it 
will  shortly  be  filled,  and  then  the  matter 
will,  no  doubt,  be  completed  without 
delay. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS- 
SECRECY  OF  THE  BALLOT. 

Mr.  EVEBETT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  view  of  what  has  happened 
in  the  scrutiny  connected  with  the  Step- 
ney Election,  he  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  proposing,  at  an  early  day, 
such  an  amenament  of  the  Law  as  will 
in  future  prevent  the  secrecy  of  the 
Ballot  from  being  infringed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers^  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  can  only  say  that  I  know  nothing 
of  the  proceedings  at  the  Stepney  Elec- 
tion Scrutiny,  except  from  a  newspaper 
report,  and  I  am  not  aware  in  what 
manner  the  secrecy  of  the  Ballot  was 
infringed.  If  I  should  receivean  official 
Report  of  the  proceedings,  I  will  con- 
sider, with  the  Law  Officers,  whether  it 
discloses  anything  demanding  an  altera- 
tion of  the  Ballot  Act. 

THE  IRISH   LAND   COMMISSION  (SUB- 

COMmSSIONERS)-SITTINGa  IK 

KERRY. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Why  the  Land 
Court  Sub-Commissioners  have  not  sat 
in  Tralee  for  the  past  half-year  to 
hear  applicationB  for  the  fixing  of  fair 
rents? 


The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr, 
John  Mori^et),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Sub-Commission  sat  in  Tralee  four 
months  ago,  and  the  number  of  oases 
pending  for  the  County  Kerry  was  97. 

TRADE  AND    COMMERCE  —  SUBSIDIES 
BY  FOREIGN  NATIONS. 

Mb.  KIMBER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreigpi  Affairs, 
Whether  the  practice  of  certain  Foreign 
Governments  of  subsidising  artides  of 
commerce  produced  and  manufactured 
in  their  countries,  and  competing  with 
British  manufacturers  in  British  mar- 
kets, is  in  accordance  with,  or  a  viola* 
tion  of,  Free  Trade  principles,  and  unfair 
between  friendly  nations ;  whether  any, 
and  what,  endeavours  are  being  made 
by  the  Foreign  Office  to  get  such  prac- 
tice abolish^;  and,  whether,  failing 
such  endeavours,  the  Government  are 
willing  to  try  the  effect  of  an  intimation 
that,  if  such  subsidies  are  persisted  in, 
a  fine  or  duty  equal  to  the  subsidy  will 
be  imposed  on  any  such  goods  entering 
British  ports,  in  order  that  foreigners 
shall  only  compete  in  British  markets 
under  fair  and  natural  economic  con- 
ditions ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
Bbtce)  :  If  I  rightly  gather  the  purport 
of  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  he  invites  me  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  upon  the  commercial  policy  of 
foreign  countries  with  regard  to  boun- 
ties ;  but,  as  this  does  not  come  either 
within  the  sphere  of  my  own  duties,  or 
within  the  province  of  a  Question  in  this 
House,  I  regret  that  I  am  unable  to 
comply  with  his  request.  In  reply  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  I  may 
state  that  any  action  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  discontinuance  of  bounties 
by  Foreigpi  Governments  in  the  case  of 
goods  exported  to  British  markets  would 
be  taken  by  the  Foreign  Office  at  the 
instance  of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  it  is, 
therefore,  to  that  Department  that  his 
Question  should  be  addressed.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  constantly 
declared,  and  given  effect  in  praotioe  to 
their  opinion,  that  the  princtplea  of  Free 
Trade  are  beneficial  to  any  and  every 
country;  but  they  conceive  that  thej 
would  injure  and  not  forward  such 
principles  by  antering  uDon  a  war  of 
tarifb ;  and  they  cannot,  therefore,  hold 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  any  proqwol  of 
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been  thrown  on  the  correoineBS  of  any 
daim,  and  the  claimant,  after  notice 
directly  given,  has  failed  to  satisfy  him ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  returning 
officer  at  Poor  Law  elections  exercises 
in  many  cases  judicial  functions  involv- 
ing  the  impartial  determination  of  diffi- 
cult questions  both  of  law  and  fact ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Grier  is  a 
member  of  the  Orange  Association,  and 
is  in  the  habit  of  appearing  in  the  re- 
galia of  that  body  at  public  party  de- 
monstrations ;  is  also  a  land  agent,  the 
assistant  secretary  of  the  Cavan  Defence 
Union,  and  member  of  a  Local  Landlord 
Anti-Nationalist  Association  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  so,  the  Local  Qovernment  Board 
intend  to  continue  him  in  the  position 
of  returning  officer  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Morley),  in  reply,  said  that  Mr.  Grier 
published  the  notice  referred  to;  and 
he  did  so  in  consequence  of  the  large 
number  of  claims  lodged  since  last  year 
by  both  political  Parties.  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  pointed  out 
that  he  was  wrong  in  taking  that  course. 
The  Local  Government  Board  consider 
that  Mr.  Grier  committed  an  error  of 
judgment  in  the  matter.  Nothing  ap- 
pears against  him  in  the  records  of  the 
Department  during  the  15  years  he  had 
acted  as  Clerk  and  Betuming  Officer, 
and  they  had  no  ground  for  supposing 
that  he  was  unfit  for  the  latter  office. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Is  it  a 
fact  that  he  acted  in  a  similar  manner 
last  year  ? 

[No  reply.] 

OVERHEAD    TELEGRAPH    AND   TELE- 
PHONE WIRES. 

Mb.  MaVEE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
it  is  proposed,  in  dealing  with  overhead 
telegraph  and  telephone  wires,  to  give 
corporations  and  urban  authorities  power 
to  make  bye-laws  or  regulations  with 
respect  to  such  wires,  for  the  protection 
of  life  and  property  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoLLiNGs)  (who  replied)  said :  The  Board 
have  no  doubt  that  if  a  measure  were 
brought  in  dealing  with  overhead  wires 
powers  would  be  conferred  on  urban 
sanitary  authorities  to  make  bye-laws 
or  regulations  with  respect  to  such 
wires. 
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ment,  bring  in  or  support  a  Bill  render 
ing  it  compnlsory  upon  the  owners  o 
quarries  properly  to  fence  or  protec 
ttie  same  ? 

Tnit  8ECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA 
StTEY  {Mr.  Henrt  H.  Fowlxr)  :  I  hav. 
received  no  copy  of  an  ofRcia)  Beport  bj 
Mr.  M.  F.  Carter,  Coroner,  aa  to  inqueat 
held  on  bodies  of  persona  who  bad  fallei 
into  unfenced  quarries  in  Dean  Forest 
As  regards  what  are  called  the  "award' 
quarries — namely,  those  atill  held  undei 
the  award  of  the  CommissionerB  o: 
Woods,  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Act 
1  &  2  Fid.,  o.  48,  the  Crown  is  power- 
less, OS  the  Commissioners  omitted  in 
their  rules  and  regulations  for  working 
quarries  to  require  them  to  be  fenced. 
Quarries  held  under  lease  from  the  Com- 
missioners are  required  to  be  fenced. 
There  are  at  present  122  award  quarriei 
and  130  leased  quarries.  It  might  be 
well  to  place  all  quarries  under  the  In- 
apeotors  of  Mines. 

PAHUAMEKTARY  ELECTIONS- 
ELECTION  EXPENSES  (SCOTLAND). 
8iB  DONALD  CUREIE  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  in  reference  to  the 
heavy  expenses  charged  by  returning 
officers  at  the  last  General  Election  in 
Scotland,  Whether  he  will  introduce  a 
Bill  to  establish  a  fixed  scale  of  fees  and 
charges  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Baltour)  :  Yea,  Sir ;  we  do  propose  to 
introduce  a  Bill  on  thia  eubject. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Do  you  propose 
to  extend  the  Bill  to  the  three  countries  ? 
[No  reply.] 

ALLOTMENTS  AND  SMALL  HOLDINGS— 
AORICOLTUHAL  LABOURERS. 

6m  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
Whether  he  would  add  to  the  Beturn 
which  he  proposed  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  tho  House,  showing  the  num- 
ber of  Allotments  and  Small  Holdings, 
a  column  showing  the  total  number  of 
Agricultural  Ijahourera  ? 

TiiE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  DTJOHY 
(Mr.  Heiteaoe)  :  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
add  a  column  showing  the  total  number 
of  agricultural  lahourers,  to  the  Allot- 
menta  and  Small  Holdings  Eeturn  al- 
ready promised,  so  far  aa  the  Census 
Betnrns  of  the  Hegistrar  General  of  1 88 1 


will  furnish  the  infarmation  required  by 
my  hon.  Friend. 

POST  OFFICE-COLONIAL  POST 
CARDS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy,  Has  the 
Postmaster  Qeoeral  any  objection  to 
open  up  communication  with  the  Aus- 
tralasian OoTemmente,  with  the  view  of 
establishing  a  aystemof  penny  postcards 
between  England  and  these  dolonies  ? 

The  8ECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowlbk)  :  There 
is  a  financial  objection  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member,  which  would  affect 
not  only  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  but 
also  the  Australian  Colonies;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  serious  loss  already 
sustained  by  that  Postal  Service,  the 
Postmaster  General  is  not  prepared  to 
take  up  the  subject  under  present  cir- 
cumstances. 

SODTD  AFRICA-THB  TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  KIMBEB  asked  the  tinder  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  Transvaal  pro- 
duce, including  tobacco,  is  allowed  to 
enter  Natal  by  land  free  of  Duty,  al- 
though tobacco  and  other  imports  enter- 
ing the  Transvaal  from  Natal  are  sub- 
jected to  heavy  impart  Duties,  and  how 
this  is  reconcilable  with  Article  13  of 
the  Convention  with  the  Transvaal  or 
South  African  Eepublic  of  February 
18B4,  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that — 

"  The  Bnma  trentmant  Rhall  Ik  givon  to  any 
STticls  coming  to  Great  Dritsin  from  the  South 
African  Republic  as  to  the  like  article  coming 
tTOm  any  other  place  or  country,' ' 
tobaccobeinganarticleliabletoDutyboth 
in  Great  Britain  and  in  Natal ;  whether 
the  influxof  Transvaal  tobacco  underpro- 
tettioii  into  Natal,  which  is  thus  unpro- 
tected, is  causing  very  serious  losses 
among  the  tobacco  growers  and  manu- 
Tacturcrj  of  Natal,  and  causing  discon- 
tinuance of  its  cultivation;  whether  a 
British  ofEcer  has  been  appointed,  under 
Article  3  of  that  Convention,  to  reside 
in  the  Eepublic  and  discharge  consular 
Tunctious;  and,  whether  any  and  what 
efforts  were  made,  on  the  occasion  of 
that  Convention  taking  the  place  of 
British  suzerainty,  to  secure  reciprocal 
Tree  trade  between  the  Tranavau  and 
the  adjoining  Crown  Colony  of  Natal, 
»  have  been  made  since  ? 
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The  under  SEORETAEY  (Mr. 
OsBOBNE  Morgan)  :  It  is  the  fact  that 
Transvaal  produce,  including  tohacco, 
is  allowed  to  enter  Natal  (which  has 
no  inland  Custom  Houses)  by  land,  free 
of  duty,  and  that  tobacco  and  other 
imports  entering  the  Transvaal  from 
Natal  are  subjected  to  heavy  im- 
port duties ;  but  I  am  unable  to  see 
what  bearing  Article  13  of  the  Conven- 


present  Parliament.  If  I  am  right  in 
that  supposition,  I  should  be  much 
obliged  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
repeat  his  Question  this  day  week,  in 
order  to  give  me  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting the  Government. 


LOCAL  TAXATION  RETURNS 
(SCOTLAND). 

4.:^«  ^*  T  ^  A^^  x.                xu            A-  Mr.  BRUCE  asked  the  Secretary  for 

tion  of  JLondon  has  upon  the  question,  a    4.1     j    ttti    .1         •                 i?  xv     • 

«-:*:-      1    41,^          ^^^lJr    x -3           J  Scotland,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  in- 

as  it  IS  only  the  usual  "  Most  Favoured    4,     a  a     c  •    t       in  *  u^ 

Tsj^..      ,,  A,                J           1      X-     1  x  tended  reforms  in  Local  Government,  he 

JNation  '  Clause,  and  merely  stipulates  .n  a'      *,  x.-      *x     *•       x^          ^a  • 

♦i.«*  «^  A-a       !•  1  J  X-        I.  11  V     •-•  will  direct  his  attention  to  remedying 

i^Jl  differential  duties  shall  1,0  im-  ^^    ^  f    j,  j^  f^^^  ^^^  completeneis  of 

ET-L  ?<f      Transvaal  a^inst  articles  ^^^  ^         ^  ^      ^  ^        ;       ^^^^^^  j 

coming  "from  any  patt  of  Her  Majesty's  s„ti-_o        j  esneciRllv  take  care  that 

Dominions."     I  have  not  heard  that  f  co^and,  ana  especially  taKe  care  tnat 

«i.«:_<i        em             ix  u        •     .     •  these  Ketums  shall   hereafter   give   a 

he  influx  of  Transvaal  tobacco  is  causing  ^^     j^^^  statement  of  all  local  loins  ? 

losses  among  tobacco  growers  and  manu-  .j^  SECRETARY  foe  SCOTLAND 

lacturers  m  Natal.     No  sufirfirestion  of  f^r     rr                 \     t                t.     i.i-     ji 

the  kind  has  been  made  bv  the  Natal  ^^'''  Trevelyan)  :  I  am  much  obliged 

alf          f    mt®  rf  ^^®  ^^  ;  5    'A  A  to  my  hon.  Friend  for  calling  my  atten- 

Government.    The  Government  decided,  ..  „  J^  _,  „.  i  ^  .^^^^^^  ««  ^?a.«+o  :«  +1,^ 

•_            1              'xu   xu      1    •        i!  xi.  tion  to  what  ne  re&rards  as  detects  in  tne 

in  accordance  with  the  desire  of  the  j^ocal  Taxation  RiturDS,  und  I  at  once 

South  African  Republic    to  appoint  a  corresponded  with  the  Board  of  Super- 

Uonsular   oihcer  at  Fretona,   and  the  •.     *      .■<        i_-i      t       j-h 

._i-           "U11.C1   ai,  xioi,ui.»,   Bixu   luo  vision  on  the  subiect.    I  cordially  agree 

?te      «P  w       ?  the  Estimates  for  j^  ^^^  immense  "^importance  of   hafing 

1885-6       Sir  Hercues  Robinson    how-  ^^^^^    ^    repayments    most    clearl? 

ever,   having  repeatedly  declared  that  gx^f«j 
such  an  appointment  was  unnecessary, 

the  Government  have  decided  not  to  fill  t>ttt>t   t  /^t>  ttxttwci  t>ttt 

it  up  at  present ;  but  the  salary  for  such  BURIAL  GROUNDS  BILL, 

an  officer  has  again  been  placed  on  the  Mr.  SHIRLEY  asked  the  Under  Se- 

Estimates  for  1886-7,  in  case  it  should  cretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 

be  thought  desirable  to  reconsider  the  ther,  when  the  Government  introduce 

matter.     No  steps  have  been  taken  to  their   Burial    Grounds    Bill,  they  will 

secure  the  passage  of  goods  duty  free  insert  a  clause   authorising    Cemetery 

from   Natal  into    the    Transvaal,  Her  Commissioners  to    purchase    additional 

Majesty's  Government    believing    that  ground  and  enlarge  their  cemeteries  in 

any   such  attempt  would,    for  reasons  cases  where  at  present  they  are  not  em- 

which  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  state  powered  to  do  so,  and  sanctioning  their 

within  the  limits  of  an  answer  to  a  Ques-  action  where  they  have  exceeded  their 

tion,  be  inexpedient  in  the  interests  of  powers  in  enlarging  their  ground  ? 

that  Colony.  The    UNDER    SECRETARY  (Mr. 

Osborne  Morgan)  :  The  Burial  Grounds 

ME.  BKABLAIiaH.  gm.  which  J  ^op^e  *«  if<Kl«oe  to-J^^^ 

Mr.  NORRIS   asked    Mr.   Attorney  year,  which  it   will   closely   resemble, 

General,  If  he  can  give  any  information  deals  only   with    religious    services  at 

to  the  House  as  to  what  proceedings  are  burials  and  matters  incidental  thereto, 

or  will  be  taken  in  the  Law  Courts  on  Such  a  clause  as  that  suggested  in  the 

the  question  of  the  legality  of  the  junior  Question  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  be- 

Member  for   Northampton    sitting  and  yond  the  scope  of   the  proposed  Bill; 

voting  in  this  House,  and  to  state  when  though,  no    doubt,  it   might    properly 

a  decision  is  likely  to  bo  arrived  at  ?  form  a  part  of  a  general  measure  for  the 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Mr.  consolidation    and   amendment  of   the 

Charles  Russell)  :  The  Question  of  the  Cemeteries  Acts.     If,  however,  the  hon. 

hon.Member  only  appeared  in  the  Paper  Member,  when  he  sees  the  Bill,  would 

this  morning.     I  presume  it  is  intended  draft  such  a  clause  and  put  it  down  as 

to  relate  to  the  sitting  and  voting  of  the  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill,  I  should  be 

hon.  Member  for  Northampton  in  the  very  happy  to  consider  it. 
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Mr.  DILLON  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  would  also  include  in 
the  Betum  the  number  of  armed  po- 
lice who  had  been  employed  on  similar 
duty? 

The  chief  SECRETABY  (Mr.  John 
Morley),  in  reply,  said,  if  the  Beturn 
asked  for  were  moved  in  the  ordinary 
way,  there  would  be  no  objection  on  the 
part  of  tho  Government  to  granting  it. 
When  that  Beturn  was  moved  for,  then 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  could 
propose  that  it  should  include  the  num- 
ber of  armed  police. 

WOOLWICH  ARSENAL— DISCHARGE 
OF  WORKMEN. 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  in  addition  to 
the  800  men  which  it  is  alleged  are  to 
be  discharged  from  the  Small  Arms 
Factory  at  Enfield,  it  is  true  that  a  large 
number  of  men,  numbering,  it  is  asserted, 
5,000  persons,  are  to  be  discharged  from 
Woolwich  Arsenal ;  and,  if  so,  if  he 
would  consider  whether,  in  the  existing 
condition  of  trade,  it  is  desirable  that  so 
large  a  number  of  men  should  be  thrown 
upon  the  labour  market,  and  also  if 
some  arrangement  could  be  made,  by  a 
reduction  of  the  working  hours  or  other- 
wise, to  render  unnecessary  such  dis- 
charge of  workmen  at  the  present  time  ? 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether,  at 
this  period  of  distress  from  want  of  em- 
ployment, it  is  in  contemplation  to  reduce 
the  number  of  employes  at  the  Boyid 
Small  Arms  Factory  at  Enfield ;  and,  if 
80,  by  how  many  ? 

Mb.  HANBURY  asked,  whether  the 
men  about  to  be  dismissed  were  specially 
engaged  to  push  on  the  manufacture  of 
the  additional  Martini  rifles  necessary 
for  the  supply  of  the  Hegular  and 
Volunteer  Forces ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  supply  of  Martinis  was  now  such  as 
to  require  the  dismissal  of  nearly  one* 
half  of  the  workmen  at  a  time  like  the 
present  of  widespread  distress  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bankxrman)  :  Perhaps  the 
noble  Viscount  will  kindly  give  me 
Notice  of  that  part  of  his  Question  which 
relates  to  my  answer  last  Friday.  I 
have  to  thank  him  and  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Howell)  for  postponing  their  Ques- 
tions in  order  to  suit  my  convenience 
from  Tuesday  laat.  Both  aa  regards 
Enfield  and  Woolwich,  the  Estimates 


for  the  next  financial  year  will  not  pro* 
vide  for  the  maintenance  throughout  the 
year  of  that  high -pressure  rate  of  pro- 
duction in  the  manufacturing  depart- 
ments which  has  prevailed  for  some 
months ;  and,  therefore,  there  will  be  in 
some  of  them  a  reduction  in  the  numbers 
of  workmen.  The  precise  numbers  to 
be  reduced  cannot  be  accurately  stated 
at  present ;  but  every  endeavour  will  be 
made  to  effect  the  reductions  gradually, 
so  as  to  diminish  as  much  as  possible  the 
unavoidable  inconvenience.  In  reply  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury),  I  have  to  say 
that  I  shall  be  prepared,  on  the  Esti- 
mates, to  explain  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  has  been  decided  somewhat  to 
diminish  the  rate  of  manufacture  at 
Enfield.  It  would  be  unusual  to  enter 
into  details  in  answer  to  a  Question. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE :  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to-morrow, 
whether  the  reserve  of  small  arms  at 
Enfield  is  not  now  100,000,  or  about 
600,000  less  than  iA  supposed  to  be  re- 
quired ;  also,  whether  the  re-arming  of 
the  Forces  at  home  and  in  India,  ar- 
ranged by  the  late  Government,  baa 
been  entirely  suspended;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  reason  for  altering  those 
arrangements  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
appeal  to  the  noble  Viscount  whether 
the  answer  I  have  just  given  does  not 
equally  apply  to  this  Question  ?  Thepo 
matters  really  arise  on  the  Estimates, 
and  there  is  a  difficulty  in  answering 
them  in  this  way. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked,  whether, 
in  the  forthcoming  Army  Estimates,  pro- 
vision would  be  made  for  proceeding 
with  the  defences  of  the  coaling  stations 
and  of  the  military  and  the  mercantile 
porta,  under  the  Estimates  prepared  by 
direction  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington^,  and  approved  by  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN,  in 
reply,  said,  it  would,  ho  thought,  be  un- 
usual for  him  to  anticipate  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Army  Estimates  by  a  par- 
ticular answer  to  his  right  hon.  Friond*s 
Question.  He  hoped  that  the  Estimates 
would  be  in  hon.  Members*  hands  very 
shortly.  They  would  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  information  he  sooght. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  gave  Notice  that, 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on 
the  Army  Estimates,  he  would  call  atten- 
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their  trying  the  effect  of  the  iatimation  there  ia  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 

which  he  suggests.  Post  Office  to  interfere  with  the  legili- 

mate  employment  by  the  College  autho- 

FUBLIC     PARK3     AND     RECREATION  ritles  of  meaaengere  to  carry  private 

OBOUND3— PUBLIC  PAEK  AT?  notes,  so  long  as  the  provisions  of  that 

DULWICH.  Act  are  not  infringed. 

Mn.  BAUMANN  asked  the  Chairman 

of  the  Metropolitan  Board   of  Works,  (^""'E    AND    OUPRAOE  (IBELAND)- 

Whether  any  thing  is  being  done  by  the  BOYCOTTED    CATTLE-THE   CORK 

Board  towards  laying  out  the  seventy-  STEAM  PACKET  COMPANY, 

three  acres  of  ground  which  was  granted  Mr.  MACAHTNEY  asked  the  Chjrf 

last  August  by  the  Estates  Oovemora  of  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Dulwicb  College  for  a  public  park ;  and,  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 

whether  the  Board  will  endeavour  to  do  called  to  the  following  statement  in  2K# 

everything  in  its  power  to  hurry  forward  Freeman' »  Journnl  oi  let  Uaroh  1S86:— • 

so  desirable  a  public  work,  which  would  .,  An^o^gh  no  rtipuUUou  ia  msdo   in  ths 

give  employment  to  so  many  labourers  ?  aRroemcnt  about  boycotted  cattle,  >□  hononr- 

SlR  JAMES  M'O-ABEL-HOGO  :  In  able  undertakinR  hu  boen  given  to  the  cattle 

reply  to  the  hen.  Member,  1  beg  to  in-  dealers,  which  they  regard  iw  highly  aatiefac- 

form  him  that,  although  the  Act  of  Par-  '°Jf;    ■^Il\P^?'-'"!J'r"Il  *'"'.'  ""^  *'°y,"''^ 

,.            .               11..?.                .   ji   •  cattle  wiU  be  Bhtppod  by  the  steamers  to  the 

lioment   passed    last  bass  ion    vested  in  steam  Packet  Comiliy  f" 

the  Board  about  72  acres  of  land  to  be         , 

appropriated  as  a  public  park,  arrange-  ^^°-  ^p  tho  following  statement  made  by 
ments  have  to  be  made  to  acquire  the  "'■  John  0  Connor,  MP.,  at  a  meeting 
interests  of  the  tenants  and  occupiers  of  »'  the  Cattle  Trade  Association,  and  re- 
the  land  before  possession  can  be  taken.  V^noA  la  "le  same  paper :  — 
It  has  also  been  found  necessary  to  "  Let  us  bos  what  we  have  gained.  First, 
apply  to  Parliament  for  powers  to  stop  the  main  priaciplo  tor  which  we  have  con- 
up  certain    public    and    private   ways  ^"t^-  Tn  ^\  ^  v'   ■'',*'  ^  ""*  ■^'™"° 

1           ,,,',.      ,       ,'■     ,    ,    .      ,/  Packet  and  Bristol  NavigatioQ  Coinpanioa  ara 

across  the  lands   to   be  devoted   to  the  concerned,    the    Port    of    Cork    isHilooked 

park,   in   order    to   obtain   authority   to  aerainat  the  exportation  of  cattle  seiied  or  sold 

prevent  the  public  going  into  the  park  for  rent;  " 

during  the  >te   hours  of  the   night.  ^„j    whether  the   aovemment  intend 

That    IS    being   done  by  the    Board  s  ^^              ^^        ^^  ^^f^^^^  ^^  common 

Various   Powers   Bill  of  this   Session,  ^.^^j  ^^.^  t,-'^^;^^  f^„^  ^^0  Port  of  Cork 

No  tiiinocessary  delay  has  taken  place,  ^^^  j^     j  obligation  of  carrying  all  cattle 

or  will  take  place  m  carrying  out  the  delivered  to  them  for  carriaie  in  the 

iDtentions  of  Parliament  to  provide  a  ^^^^^  ^j   ^y^^^^  trade,  and  to  prevent 

P*^  ■  such   carriers    from    being   prevented 
from  performinir  this  duty  by  intimi- 

POST  OFFICE— THE  UNIVERSITIES.  dation  ? 

Sia  JOHN  E.  MOWBBAY  (.for  Mr.  Mn.  O'HEA  asked,  whether  it  would 

Haiees)   asked    the    Secretary   to    the  not  bo  entirely  unusual  and  unprece- 

Treasury,  If  he  can  now  slate  tho  sta-  dented    to  attempt    to    supersede    the 

tutory  provisions  of  any  Act  or  Acts  of  Common  Law  with  regard  to  common 

Parliament   relied   upon    by  tho    Post  carriers  ? 

Office  Aulhorides  to  justify  their  inter-  THECHIEFSECEETART(Mr.  JouK 

ferenco  with  the  employment  of  college  Mobley)  :  I  think  it  would.     I  am  not 

messougers  by  the  colleges  at  Oxford  aware  that  the  undertaking  referred  to 

and  Cambridge  to  deliver  private  notes  has  been  given  which  is  mentioned  in  the 

in   the  town   from  members  of   those  second  paragraph  of  the  Question.    The 

colleges  f  obligations  of  common  carriers  are  part 

The  SECRETARY  to  niE  TEEA-  of  the  law  of  the  laud,  enforceable  by 

8UBY  (Mr.  He>,-ry  H.  Fowler)  :  The  all  those  who  suffer  from  a  breach  of 

statute  in  question  is  I   Viet.  o.  33.     I  them,  and  it  ia  no  part  of  the  duty  of 

may  say  that  there  is  every  reason  to  the  Oovernment  to  take  any  special  ao- 

believe  that  the  arrangement  referred  tion  in  that  matter.   In  any  proved  case 

to  in  my  answer  of  the  2M\l  ultimo  will  of  intimidation  the  Government  will,  of 

work  satisfactorily,  aad  I  ma;  add  that  course,  enforce  the  law. 
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hopes  of  special  j^romotion  for  acts  of 
gallantry  and  danng,  which  Order  has 
been  stated  to  have  remained  for  thirty- 
three  years  a  dead  letter,  whether  he 
will  inf  onn  the  House  if  it  be  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Admiralty  either  to  cancel 
that  Order  or  to  give  it  effect  ? 

Thr  SEOEETARY  to  thb  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  :  The  present 
condition  of  entry,  education,  and  pro- 
motion of  naval  officers  have  prevented 
hi.therto  any  special  promotion  of  seamen 
to  commissioned  officer,  except  such  as 
is  provided  for  in  the  commissioned 
ranks  of  chief  warrant  officer ;  and  the 
recent  wars  in  which  the  Navy  has  borne 
part  have  not  been  of  such  a  nature, 
from  a  naval  point  of  view,  as  to  give 
sufficient  reason  for  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  given  in  the  Article  quoted  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  The  Ad- 
miralty do  not  intend  to  cancel  the 
Order,  as  if  we  were  involved  in  a  great 
national  struggle  it  might  have  a  very 
beneficial  effect. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHUBOHILL 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Motion  for  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  Qovemment  of  India 
will  be  brought  forward  f 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qlad- 
stoite),  in  reply,  said,  he  had  heard  from 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
that  Notice  had  been  given  in  the  House 
of  Lords  of  a  Motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Government  of  India.  The  consequent 
steps,  if  the  Lords  acceded  to  the  Mo- 
tion, would  be  taken  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  usual  form. 

CORRESPONDENCE  ON  THE  IRISH 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  lay 
iipon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Cor- 
respondence on  the  Irish  Question,  in- 
vited in  his  letter  to  Ix>rd  de  Yesci,  that 
will  have  taken  place  before  the  1st  of 
April,  in  order  that  facilities  may  be 
afforded  for  forming  an  opinion  on  the 
question  of  Irish  Legislation,  in  the 
same  manner  as  enjoyed  by  the  Govern- 
ment? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Oladstonb)  :  There  are  two  reasons 
why  I  cannot  give  a  simple  affirmative 


answer  to  this  Question.  One  is  that 
much  of  the  Correspondence  would  be  of 
a  private  and  miscellaneous  character— 
by  private  I  mean  representing  only  the 
opinions  of  private  individuals.  The 
other  reason  is,  that  the  communicationa 
which  I  may  receive  may,  in  many  cases, 
be  in  other  forms  than  writing.  They 
may  be  oral,  and  therefore  I  cannot  an* 
swer  in  the  affirmative.  I  have  no  doubt, 
however,  that  there  will  be  representa- 
tions— as,  indeed,  there  have  already 
been — from  public  bodies,  some  of  which 
it  may  be  expedient  to  place  before  the 
House.    That  I  will  consider. 

LEASEHOLDS  ENFRANCHISEMENT 

BILL. 

Mb.  LAWSON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  instruct  the 
Select  Committee  to  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  terms  of  occupation  and 
the  compensation  for  improvements  pos- 
sessed by  the  occupiers  of  town  houses  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to  include 
the  Leaseholds  Enfranchisement  Bill  in 
their  examination  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  in  reply,  said,  the  idea  was 
thrown  out  in  a  recent  discussion  on  an 
Irish  Bill,  and  such  an  intimation  as  that 
suggested  would  be  a  large  addition  to 
the  field  of  inquiry  of  that  Committee. 
He  did  not  say  that  there  would  be  any- 
thing wrong  in  it ;  but  he  would  have  to 
know  a  little  more  of  the  views  of  the 
House  before  he  would  be  prepared  to 
give  a  pledge.  He  thought,  however, 
that  a  private  Member  might  very  fairly 
give  Notice  of  a  Motion  enlarging  the 
scope  of  the  Committee  in  the  manner 
indicated  by  the  hon.  Member.  If  he 
did  80|  it  would  receive  careful  atten- 
tion. 

8UPPLT<-AaHY  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  First 
of  the  Treasury,  When  he  intended 
to  take  the  Army  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
Army  Estimates  would  be  taken  on  that 
day  fortnight,  provided  sufficient  pro- 
gress were  made  on  the  Monday  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Navy  Estimates. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  hoped 
copies  of  the  Estimates  would  be  «np- 
phed  to  Members  some  days  before 
the  date  named  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 
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their  trying  the  effect  of  the  intimation 
whioh  he  suggests. 

PUBLIC     PARKS     AND     RECREATION 

GROUNDS— PUBLIC  PARK  AT 

DULWICH. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
Whether  any  thing  is  being  done  by  the 
Board  towards  laying  out  the  seyenty- 
three  acres  of  ground  whioh  was  granted 
last  August  by  the  Estates  Q-ovemora  of 
Dulwich  College  for  a  public  park ;  and, 
whether  the  Board  will  endeavour  to  do 
everything  in  its  power  to  hurry  forward 
80  desirable  a  public  work,  which  would 
g^ve  employment  to  so  many  labourers  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M^GAEEL-HOGQ :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  1  beg  to  in- 
form him  that,  although  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament passed  last  Session  vested  in 
the  Board  about  72  acres  of  land  to  be 
appropriated  as  a  public  park,  arrange- 
ments have  to  be  made  to  acquire  the 
interests  of  the  tenants  and  occupiers  of 
the  land  before  possession  can  be  taken. 
It  has  also  been  found  necessary  to 
apply  to  Parliament  for  powers  to  stop 
up  certain  public  and  private  ways 
across  the  lands  to  be  devoted  to  the 
park,  in  order  to  obtain  authority  to 
prevent  the  public  going  into  the  park 
during  the  late  hours  of  the  night. 
That  is  being  done  by  the  Board's 
Various  Powers  Bill  of  this  Session. 
No  unnecessary  delay  has  taken  place, 
or  will  take  place,  in  carrying  out  the 
intentions  of  Parliament  to  provide  a 
park. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  UNIVERSITIES. 

Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBBAY  Cfor  Mr. 
Baikes)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  If  he  can  now  state  the  sta- 
tutory provisions  of  any  Act  or  Acts  of 
Parliament  relied  upon  by  the  Post 
Office  Authorities  to  justify  their  inter- 
ference with  the  employment  of  college 
messengers  by  the  colleges  at  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  to  deliver  private  notes 
in  the  town  from  members  of  those 
colleges  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  :  The 
statute  in  question  is  1  Vict,  o.  33.  I 
may  say  that  there  is  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  arrangement  referred 
to  in  my  answer  of  the  25th  ultimo  will 
work  satisfactorily,  and  I  may  add  that 


there  is  no  de^ 
Post  Office  to  i^ 
mate  employmei 
rities  of  messd 
notes,  so  long  ai 
Act  are  not  infr^ 

CRIME  AND  0 
BOYCOTTED 
STEAM  PAG] 

Mr.  MACAR: 
Secretary  to  thi 
Ireland,  Whethei 
called  to  the  foll^ 
Freeman^ 8  Journal 

"  Although  no  81 
agreement  about  be 
able  undertaking  hi 
dealers,  which  they 
tory.  The  promise 
cattle  will  be  shipp« 
Steam  Packet  Comp; 

and  to  the  folloWi 
Mr.  John  0*Conn 
of  the  Cattle  Tra« 
ported  in  the  sano 

*'  Let  OS  see  what 
the  main  principle 
tended,  namely,  th£ 
Packet  and  Bristol  1 
concerned,  the  Po 
against  the  exportati 
for  rent; " 

and,  whether  th< 
taking  any  steps 
carriers  trading  f 
the  legal  obligatic 
delivered  to  thet 
course  of  their  1 
such  carriers  fr 
from  performing 
dation  ? 

Mr.  O'HEA  as 
not  bo  entirely  i 
dented  to  attem 
Common  Law  wil 
carriers  ? 

The  CHIEF  SE 
Morley)  :  I  thinl 
aware  that  the  ui 
has  been  given  wli 
second  paragraph 
obligations  of  con 
of  the  law  of  the 
all  those  who  sut 
them,  and  it  is  n 
the  Government  t 
tion  in  that  matte 
of  intimidation  th 
course,  enforce  th 
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THE  PHOENIX  PARK.  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  as  it  is 
admitted  that  nearly  one-fourth  of  the 
area  of  the  Phoenix  Park,  Dublin,  has 
been  withdrawn  from  public  use  and  is 
enclosed  for  ofiB.cial  purposes,  he  will 
suspend  further  expenditure  on  the  pro- 
posed barracks  for  married  policemen 
now  about  to  be  erected  therein,  pend- 
ing the  sanction  of  this  House,  and 
give  orders  that  the  hewing  down  of 
trees  to  make  room  for  it  be  meantime 
stopped ;  also,  can  he  give  the  name  of 
the  official  responsible  for  the  proposed 
encroachment  ? 

Captain  M'CALMONT  also  asked 
the  hon.  Qentleman,  whether  the  entire 
acreage  of  the  following  London  parks : 
— St.  James's,  Green  Park,  Hyde  Park, 
and  Kensington  Qardens,  Victoria,  He» 
gent's,  Battersea,  and  Greenwich  Parks 
—was  only  slightly  in  excess  of  that  of 
the  Phoenix  Park ;  and,  whether,  in  his 
opinion,  considering  the  vast  difference 
in  the  population  of  the  two  cities,  an 
area  of  1,339  acres,  available  for  all 
purposes  in  the  Phooniz  Park,  did  not 
afford  ample  scope  for  the  enjoyment  of 
those  who  neither  cared  to  take  part 
in,  or  look  on  at  games  of  polo  and 
cricket  ? 

The  secretary  to  tiie  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  :  The 
Viceregal  demesne  and  other  enclosures 
in  the  Phoenix  Park  occupied  for  public 
purposes,  and  containing  in  all  879 
acres,  have  been  enclosed  since  the 
Park  was  purchased  by  the  Crown  in 
the  middle  of  the  17th  century,  and, 
though  within  the  Park  boundary,  there 
are  no  records  showing  that  the  public 
had  access  to  them  at  any  time.  It  is, 
therefore,  scarcely  correct  to  say  that 
they  have  been  withdrawn  from  public 
use.  The  other  enclosures,  including 
the  19  acres  of  the  Zoological  Gardens, 
to  which  the  public  are  admitted  on 
payment,  cover  in  all  34  acres.  The 
proposed  married  constables'  quarters 
will  cover  only  an  acre  and  a-half,  thus 
leaving  more  than  1,330  acres  open  to 
the  public.  No  more  trees  will  require 
to  be  felled.  As  regards  the  suspension 
of  building  operations,  I  have  to  state 
that  a  contract  has  been  entered  into 
for  building  the  barracks,  and  the  pre- 
paration of  the  foundations  has  been 
proceeded  with.    The  necessity  for  the 


barracks  was  urged  by  the  Constabulary 
Department  and  admitted  by  the  Irish 
Government ;  and  as  there  was  no  other 
site  available,  the  Treasury,  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Board  of  Works, 
agreed  to  the  appropriation  of  this  space 
of  an  acre  and  a-half  for  the  purpose. 
In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  East  Antrim,  of 
which  he  has  given  me  private  Notice, 
I  have  to  state  that  the  total  acreage  of 
the  London  Parks  he  mentions  is  1,702 
acres,  the  Phoenix  Park  containing  alto- 
gether 1,752  acres,  of  which,  as  I  have 
said,  more  than  1,330  acres  are  open 
to  the  public.  The  second  part  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  Question  is 
rather  matter  of  argument. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether,  before  pro- 
ceeding with  the  work,  he  will  await 
the  opportunity  being  given  for  discuss- 
ing the  question,  and  affording  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  on  it  ? 

Mr.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER:  That 
is  a  very  proper  Question,  and  I  shall 
make  inquiry ;  and  if  no  serious  public 
injury  is  done,  the  work  will  be  sus- 
pended until  the  Vote  for  the  purpose 
comes  before  the  House. 

EGYPT— THE  SHEIKH  OF  GEMAI. 

Mr.  DILLON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  following  paragraph  in  Egypt  (No. 
2)  Inclosure,  in  No.  144  : — 

"  Obstacles  have  been  found  on  the  Railway 
between  Haifa  and  Gemai,  placed  there  un- 
doubtedly by  the  villagers.  .  .  .  The  Sheik  of 
Gemai  was  accordingly  punished ; '' 

whether  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
punishment  was  inflicted  on  this  man ; 
and,  whether  the  man  had  any  kind  of 
trial  ? 

The  UNDER  SECTRETAEY  (Mr. 
Buyce)  :  I  nm  not  in  a  position  to  reply 
as  fully  as  I  could  have  wished  to  the 
hon.  Meniber's  Question ;  but  I  am  in- 
formed that  General  Grenfell  issued 
several  Proclamations  through  the  Khe- 
dive's agents  warning  the  Sheikhs  of 
the  villages  against  interrupting  our 
railway  communication.  In  spite  of 
these  warnings  the  trafiio  was  fre- 
quently interrupted  and  lives  endangered 
by  obstacles  being  placed  on  the  line 
with  a  view  to  upsetting  the  trains.  An 
officer  with  an  armed  party  was  even- 
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tuallj  despatched  to  trace  tbe  origiD  o  junior  diatrict  inspector,  to  the  position 

theae    interruptions,    and    found    th»  of  head  inapector,  passing  over  fourteen 

Sheikh   of  Gemai    to   be   responsible  district  inspectors  of  long  and  ef&cient 

He  was  accordinglj  brought  back  t(  serrico ;  whether  such  charges  are  well 

Haifa  under  escort,  and  having  beei  founded;  if  the  gentleman  now  put  over 

Eut  under  supervision  for  several  daji  the  heads  of  ao  many  of  faia  seniors  ob- 

o  waa  eventual)}'  released.   No  furtbei  tained  hia  original  appointment  aa  die- 

interruption  of  traffic  occurred.  trict  inspector,  without  having  been 
required    to  undergo   the    competitive 

NAVY  EXPENDITURE.  examination  by  which  all  inspestors  for 

Mh.  PEAECE  naked  the  Secretarj  t«  *  lengthened  period  received  their  ap- 

the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  will  grait  s  PO'"'"""";  •»'',  whether  such  appomt- 

Eelnrn  showing  the  first  cost  of  th.  ™°!  "•  "■''•  when  only  three  Com. 

aro.oured,   unarmoured,  protected,  and  mi«"oner.w„,  present,  and  m  spite  of 

partialIyprotocted.bipsoftheNavy,tb.  ''K;°i',|\j'pTp°pyj;S,?KY  M,  To,™ 

amount  spent  on  repairs,  alteratioaa,  and  .,^'"  ™'s'  8ECHETARY  (Mr  Joit« 

maiotcaalce,  and  tie  estimated  present  """Sj-   ^J"  Commissioners  of  Na- 

^j^jygp  '  tioual  i;,ducation  inform  me  that  they 

Tub  8ECEETAET   lo  nm  ADMI.  have  recentlypromotedMr.NeweIl,aaon 

EALTY  (Mr.  HinBEai) ,    I  regret  that  S' """  «-0«"«l«'7,  to  the  post  of  Head 

I  am  unable  to  grant  the  Ketnfn  naked  Inspector.    Mr.  Newell  is  sl^.d  to  be  a 

forbythehon.MemberforGovan.  Such  very  able  and  menlonous  officer.    The 

«  Belurn  would  not  only  be  a  very  diffl-  P™'  '.''"'''  ''•  ?"  «""  "  ■  V"!  '?■ 

cult  .ad  a  very  volumiious  one  to  pre-  P"'"'  "!'•.  '"J  ■'  '"  .»""  '•"  "".? 

parol  but,  when  complete,  it  would  be  f'^f'"    "■  .»'  '    ?PP"°.<°'!»''  .'".  '' 

liable  to  mislead,  owlig  to  the  various  St"!  "  ™>.°ly ""'l"  »•■■■»' """only 

conditions  under  whioE,  from   tine  to  TheOommissionershavenevarraiognized 

time,  the  repairs  of  Her  Majesty',  ships  "  "nc'ioned  any  such  practico  or  nndor- 

have  been  carried  out,  and  the  expense  «f»|ifine  ■■  "implied  in  the  newspsper 

r«,ordod  at  the  Admiralty.  It  would  al.o  article  referred  to  by  the  bon.  Member, 

be  impossible  to  give  any  reliable  infer-  °'  ""  "•"''f!,  "t"  such  a  practiee 

matioS  as  to  the   "estimated  present  7""f!"  f  i".    .     '>">!j"^y'<^ 

value"  of  the  .hip.  referred  to  in  th.  declined  to  adopt  it.  A.  a  matter  of  facfc 

bon  Member'.  Question  ^  believe  Mr.  Newell  fill,  a  po.t  vacated 

Mn.PEAEOE:Incon.equenceoflho  J?  '  ^f'^^S!  "'■''"'  ".°"  "borch  as 

answer  of  th,  hou.  Qontloman,  I  beg  to  '""•"'■      ^°   cireumst.nces    of   Mr. 

give  Notice  that  I  will  call  attention  to  N=well.    ongm.l    appointment   as  In- 

tho  want  of  this  information  on  going  •««'«' ""  exceplional-lbough   not 

into  Oommitteo  of  Supply  on  the  Nav5  "*»"'  P"«e<ie»'-">  '1>«1  tp  ""  "P" 

E.tim.le.,  and  move  a  Ksolution.  P''*'^  "  ""?  "'""  »' P""™!  »"•- 
factoiT  examination  without  being  re- 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDU-  iSd^^Sol™  t™Tl™f' 
OATION   (IRELANDl-APPOINTMENT  ^'^  ^^ZZriJZJZlt 
OF  HEAD  INSPEOTORS.  mouelj 
Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-EMPLOYMENT 
If  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  a         OF  MILITARY  F0RCE3-HETUBN 
leading  article  in  Tht  Witntti  newspaper  FOR  1884-5. 
of  the  5th  February,  the  Belfast  organ        Me.  LEWIS  asked  the  Chief  Seere- 
of  the  Irish  Presbyterian  Church,  headed  tary  to  the  Lard  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
"Changes   in   the   National  Education  Whether  he  will,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
Oifici!,  Dublin,"  charging  the  National  remment,  lay  upon  the  Table  at  an  early 
Board  irithTiolating  the  practice  hitherto  jay  a  Itetum  of  the  number  of  cases 
observed  of  maintaining  the  denomina-  in  which,  during  the  last  two  years  1884 
tional    balance    between   Presbyterians  ind    1885,  the   Military  Forces  of  the 
and    Episcopalians  in  appointments  to  ^own  have  been  employed  in  oarrying 
the  office  of  head  inspectors,  and  with  >ut  evictions  of  tenants  of  land  or  land 
appointing  the  son  of  the  Ex-Secretary  ind  houaei,  distinguishing  each  ootmty 
to  the  Board,  now  a  member,  a  very  rnd  province  in  Iielood  ? 
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THE  PH(ENIX  PARK,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  as  it  is 
admitted  that  nearly  ooe-fourth  of  the 
area  of  the  Phccnix  Park,  Dublin,  has 
been  withdrawn  from  public  use  and  is 
enclosed  for  official  purposes,  he  will 
suspend  further  expenditure  on  the  pro- 
posed barracks  for  married  policemen 
now  about  to  be  erected  therein,  pend- 
ing the  sanction  of  this  House,  and 
give  orders  that  the  hewing  down  of 
trees  to  make  room  for  it  be  meantime 
stopped ;  also,  can  he  give  the  name  of 
the  official  responsible  for  the  proposed 
encroachment? 

Oaptaiit  M'CALMONT  also  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the  entire 
acreage  of  the  following  London  parks : 
— St.  James's,  Green  Park,  Hyde  Park, 
and  Kensington  Gardens,  Victoria,  He* 
gent's,  Battersea,  and  Greenwich  Parks 
— was  only  slightly  in  excess  of  that  of 
the  Phoenix  Park ;  and,  whether,  in  his 
opinion,  considering  the  vast  difference 
in  the  population  of  the  two  cities,  an 
area  of  1,339  acres,  available  for  all 
purposes  in  the  Phosnix  Park,  did  not 
afford  ample  scope  for  the  enjoyment  of 
those  who  neither  cared  to  take  part 
in,  or  look  on  at  games  of  polo  and 
cricket  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler^  :  The 
Viceregal  demesne  and  other  enclosures 
in  the  PhcBnix  Park  occupied  for  public 
purposes,  and  containing  in  all  879 
acres,  have  been  enclosed  since  the 
Park  was  purchased  by  the  Crown  in 
the  middle  of  the  17th  century,  and, 
though  within  the  Park  boundary,  there 
are  no  records  showing  that  the  public 
had  access  to  them  at  any  time.  It  is, 
therefore,  scarcely  correct  to  say  that 
they  have  been  withdrawn  from  public 
use.  The  other  enclosures,  including 
the  19  acres  of  the  Zoological  Gardens, 
to  which  the  public  are  admitted  on 
payment,  cover  in  all  34  acres.  The 
proposed  married  constables'  quarters 
will  cover  only  an  acre  and  a-half,  thus 
leaving  more  than  1,330  acres  open  to 
the  public.  No  more  trees  will  require 
to  be  felled.  As  regards  the  suspension 
of  building  operations,  I  have  to  state 
that  a  contract  has  been  entered  into 
for  building  the  barracks,  and  the  pre- 
paration of  the  foundations  has  been 
proceeded  with.    The  necessity  for  the 


barraekfl  was  urged  by  theConstabnlary 
Department  and  admitted  by  the  Irish 
€h>vemment ;  and  as  there  was  no  other 
site  available,  the  Treasury,  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Board  of  Works, 
agreed  to  the  appropriation  of  this  space 
of  an  acre  and  a-half  for  the  purpose. 
In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  East  Antrim,  of 
which  he  has  given  me  private  Notice, 
I  have  to  state  that  the  total  acreage  of 
the  London  Parks  he  mentions  is  1,702 
acres,  the  Phoenix  Park  containing  alto- 
gether 1,752  acres,  of  which,  as  I  have 
said,  more  than  1,330  acres  are  open 
to  the  public.  The  second  part  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  Question  is 
rather  matter  of  argument. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether,  before  pro- 
ceeding with  the  work,  he  will  await 
the  opportunity  being  given  for  discuss- 
ing the  question,  and  affording  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  on  it  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  That 
is  a  very  proper  Question,  and  I  shall 
make  inquiry ;  and  if  no  serious  public 
injury  is  done,  the  work  will  be  sus- 
pended until  the  Vote  for  the  purpose 
comes  before  the  House. 

EGYPT— THE  SHEIKH  OF  GEMAI. 

Mr.  DILLON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  following  paragraph  in  Egypt  (No. 
2)  Inclosure,  in  No.  144  : — 

'*  Obstacles  have  been  foand  on  the  Railway 
between  Haifa  and  Gksmai,  placed  there  an- 
doubtedly  by  the  villagers.  .  .  .  The  Sheik  of 
Qemai  was  accordingly  punished ;  *' 

whether  he  can  inform  the  House  wbat 
punishment  was  inflicted  on  this  man ; 
and,  whether  the  man  had  any  kind  of 
trial? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  (Mr. 
Bryce)  :  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  reply 
as  fully  as  I  could  have  wished  to  the 
hon.  Mepiber*B  Question ;  but  I  am  ia- 
formed  that  General  Qrenfell  issued 
several  Proclamations  through  the  Khe- 
dive's agents  warning  the  Sheikhs  of 
the  villages  against  interrupting  our 
railway  communication.  In  spite  of 
these  warnings  the  traffic  was  fre- 
quently interrupted  and  lives  endangered 
by  obstacles  being  placed  on  the  line 
with  a  view  to  upsetting  the  trains.  An 
officer  with  an  armed  party  was  even- 


1913  Nav!/-~nt  {Uabch  4,  1886]         Quern"!  S^Iatioru.       1914 

tion  to  the  necessity  of  providing  for  the  sould  be  made  into  the  means  the;  pos- 

aecurity  of  this  country,  and  in  the  inte-  sessedF 

rests  of  economy— [ioK^Af^r]— yes,  he  The  8ECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
meant  eoouomy— for  a  contiouous  exe-  uiras),  in  reply,  said  he  must  ask  for 
cution  of  the  works  and  the  manufacture  Notice  of  the  latter  Question  ;  and,  vith 
of  the  materials  which  were  ascertained  regard   to    the  former,  it  was  not  the 
to  be  required  for  the  protection  of  our  intention  of  the  OoTernment. 
coaling  stations  abroad,  and  of  our  mer- 
cantile harbours  and  military  ports.  IRELAND— DEPOSITS  IN  IRISH 
Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL ;  BANKS 

"^"iu  "'^u"«''*j ''°.- ■  *^«°V'?T  V  '^^^  M«-  HANBUEY  asked  the  Chief  8e- 
whether  the  reductions  which  he  haa  ^^^^^  j^  ^j,^  ^^^^  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
announced  in  the  Estimates  of  next  land,  Whether  the  Annual  Eeport,  first 
year  will  at  all  interfere  with  the  supply  .^^^^  j^  1840,  showing  the  ^grogate 
of  Martini-Henry  nflea  to  the  Indjan  amount  of  deposits  in  the  eight  principal 
Army,  which  have  been  promised  to  the  ^anks  of  Irel^d,  has  been  discontinued 

Indian  Government?  nlnr-n   1ftn9  -   on^     if  on    fni-  what  roaann  ■ 

M..CAMPB1ELL.BANNEHMAN  in  ^^^^1  ao";,™^!  L^  o^ 
r.p  ?,..■(!,  he  lho«ghtai.ltli..a>  alio  „gj  ,|,„,,j  ,t,  ,„„,  a,™,,/,,  b, 
,  Qne.t.on  for  duounion  on  the  E,li-  £30,667,000,  whore.i  the  b.Unoe.heets 
male.,  though,  .f  the  nohle  Lord  g.T.  of  1885ehowlolaldepo.il.ot£33,610,000; 
Notice,  he  TOuld  not  object  to  aii™er  ,^j  ;;  „  „h„her  the  Eepott  of  1882 
the  Que.tion.  The  noble  Lotd  ■»"■!  can  be  taken  as  being  an  .o^te  .tat.- 
have   muinterpreted  what  had   fallen    ^„(  „f  .^^  ,,^   ,„,  ,b,     ^  „, 

from  him  if  ho  undenlood  him  to  have   „„p„ing   the    deposits   of   the    two 
said  that  there  would  be  a  leduction  in    „g,^„  y 
the  Amy  Eslimatej  Tmi  OmEF  8ECEETAET  (Mr.  Jom 

OAPTii»  PEICE  asked,  whether  MoauY) ,  The  Eenort  has  not  been  dis- 
similar ledoction.  to  those  mentioned  „.,i„„,'j  As  I  stated  on  the  1st  in- 
wsro  to  be  made  in  the  Eojal  Deck-  ,;„,  ^^  ,„,,  „^,  j,  |,,,„j  „  ,,„,„„j 
^  m  "    oT7/iTiT7rr  ,  Tj-D-  .T^uT     as  tho  10th  ultlmo.  There  Is  uo  rosson  to 

EALTT  (Mr.  HiDBn.i)  in  replj,  said,  j,,,  b,,„,,,  ,t„„  ^j  ,1,^  ^„^,  i/^ndo 
ho  would  male  a  statement  on  th.  item,  that  are neeessarily  SJclnded  from 
subject  on  Monday  week  on  the  Nsry  ^  g,  ^  ^^^^^  ;,  intended  to  sho», 
Lstimatea.  g  nearly  aa  possible,  the  cash  balances 

Si.  HraJRYTTLEEasksd,  whether  „  a  J,  ,£,;  ,  .^j  „„,„„,  .ec„„„, 
a  notice  had  been  posted  at  the  Small  „f  i^i],  depositors.  I  need  only  refer 
Arms  Factory,  anneunoing  that  800  men  ^  ,„,t  ii.mVas  the  large  English  buM- 
would  be  dismissed  on  April  If  ,  ,|„  National  Bank,  which  is  in- 

Mh.  CAMPBELL.BAI>NEEMAN,  m    ,,„d,d  in  their  balance  sh.it,  the  publio 

reply,  said,  that  he  beliered  that  sueh  a    ,„„„„„,  „,  ,^e  Goremment  in  the  Bank 

notice  had  been  posted.  „,  i„i„d,  and  bill,  of  eertaio  kinds 

IMUIQKATION  OF   FOREIGN  which    banks   include    in    their    oadi 

LABOUR  balances,  to   show  that  a  companson 

.1     r-YTf T  tm      1.  j   iL     T>     -J     •    botwecn  the  figures  in  the  Report  and 

M,.  EVELYN  a.ked  the  Pre.^ml  the  balance  sheets  of  the  hankSis  quite 
of  the  Local  aoTemment  Board,  ■WLe-  ,ji„i„„  4,  .  „„i„  „,  ,„i^  3,,„ 
Iber,  in  view  of  Ih.  great  number  of  the  ^  ^^^  ^  ^^^^  j^  ^^^  ^^^ 
nnemploj|ed  among  our  own  people,  it  is  ^,t,,„  December  1S82  and  Dijem- 
the  intontion  of  Her  Majesty'.  Uorern-  ,  , .., 
ment  to  introduce   any  meaaure  for  the 

FrmT^ati:>n"  nSuTCet-i^^  NAVY-THE QXIEEN-S  BEaULATIONS- 

the  United  KinRdom  ?  PROMOTION  OF  SEAMEN. 

Me.  DAWSON  astod,  Whether  there  Captain  VEENEY  asked  the  Secre- 

was  anymeanaof  ascertaining, in  regard  tary  tothe  Admiralty,  Karing  regard  to 

to   persons   coming   into   this  country.  Order  No.  252,  page  60,  of  the  Queen's 

whether  they  were,  or  were  not,  British  fiegulations  and  Admiralty  Inetructioni, 

Bubjeota  ;   and,    whether    any  inquiry  holdiDg  out  to  the  seamen  of  the  Fleet 
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increased  in  power    and  in  influence, 
until  at  last,  towards  the  end  of  18R5, 
it  overshadowed  not  merely  the  three 
Provinces,  but  the  paralyzed  administra- 
tion of  the  law  and  the  Queen's  autho- 
rity in  those  Provinces.     There  was  not 
a  single  act  of  social  life  in  which  it  did 
not  presume  to  judge  between  man  and 
man.    It  dictated  to  the  master  what 
servant  he  should  employ,  and  to  the 
servant  what  master  he  should  serve. 
It  dictated  to  the  merchant  and  the 
shopkeeper  whom  he  should  supply  with 
necessaries,  and  from  whom  he  should 
buy    goods.     In  short,   there   was  no 
social  relation  of  life  into  which  the 
tyranny  of  that  body  was  not  carried. 
Ho  believed  that  he  spoke  of  things 
which   were    generally    known.      The 
House  might  remember  that  during  the 
Licensing  Sessions  in  Ireland  hold  in 
October  and  November  last,  in  almost 
every  county  in  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland    it    was    necessary    to    oppose 
licences  given  to  publicans,   who  were 
the  only  purveyors  of  the  necessaries  of 
life,   because  at  the    dictation  of  the 
League  they  refused  to  supply  persons 
who  came  under  the  ban  of  the  League. 
In  November  such  was  the  difficulty  of 
serving  legal  process  that  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  Judges  to  direct  that  that 
process  should  be  sent  by  post.     Not 
long  ago  the  House  was  engaged  in  con- 
sidering a  Supplementaiy  Constabulary 
Vote,   which  was  needed  because  the 
Constabulary  could  not  hire  cars,  and 
actually  oould  not  obtain  the  necessaries 
of  life.    It  was  necessary,  therefore,  to 
supply  capital  wherewith   they    might 
buy  cars,  establish  depots  for  food,  and 
forges  at  which  they  could  shoe  their 
horses.     As  regarded  this  part  of  the 
matter,  he  would  appeal  to  events  which  ' 
could  hardly  be  denied.     In   the  fint ' 
place,  he  appealed  to  a  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.    The  Government  of 
Ireland  was  entrusted  to  a  capable  and 
conscientious  body  of  public  servants. 
Those  men  had  no  interest  except  to 
perform  their  duty.     He  would  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem-  • 
ber  for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Tre-  \ 
▼elyan)  whether  or  not  he  could  bear 
out  his  testimony  that  these  men  could 
be  trusted  and  could  perform  their  duty  ? 
[Mr.  TasvELTAir  expressed  assent.]    A 
lew  days  ag^  he  was  reading  a  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  C^tleman  in  which,  in  a 
most  generous  spirit,  he  described  the 

Mr.  HolmeM 


men  from  the  Judge  to  the  constable  as 
a  body  of  public  servants  who  were 
thoroughly  to  be  trusted.    It  would  be, 
and  had  been,  the  duty  of  persons  in 
that  position  to  make  representations  on 
this  point.     They  made  reports,  and  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
always  to  obtain  them.     He  challenged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whe&er 
the  information  which  oould  be  obtained 
from  that  authentic  source  did  not  show 
the  country  might  be  painted  as  black 
colours  as  he  nad  described  it?    He 
asked  hon.  Members,  however,  if  they 
wanted  authentic  information  on  this 
point,  to  read  the  Nationalist  newspapers 
which  were  published  in  Ireland  during 
October,  November,  and  December  last. 
What  would  they  find?     They  would 
find  that  records  of  the  branches  of  the 
National  League  were  kept,  and  the  way 
in    which    the    League    was   carrying 
its  influence  through    every  circle    of 
society,  rendering  individual  action  in 
any  way  almost  impossible.     Ho  knew 
that  a  week  or  two  ago  a  letter  was 
written  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the  sub- 
ject of  what  were  called  Land  League 
Courts,  and  they  were  told  that  such 
Courts  did  not  exist.    But  the  House 
was  not  altogether  under  the  dominion 
of  words  ;«they  might  sometimes  look  at 
facts.     If  a  man  ly'as  summoned  before 
the  National  League  he  was  described 
as  having  been  ** invited;"  and  if  he 
was  subjected     to   a  trial    they   were 
told  that  be  had  *'  submitted  to  arbitra- 
tion ; "  and  if  judgment  was  passed  upon 
him  they  were  told  that  "  advice"  was 
given  him.     When  the  master  of  a  hun- 
dred legions  sat  down  before  a  small 
and  undefended  fortress  and  invited  it 
to  surrender,  it  was  an  invitation  which 
was  not  likely  to  be  refused.    In  the 
same  way,  when  a  footpad  presented  a 
pistol  at  the  breast  of  a  traveller  and 
'invited"  him  to  hand  over  his  purse, 
such  an  invitation  could  not  be  b'ghtly 
regarded.    They  knew  that  the  ''  inrita- 
tion  "  of  the  National  League  was  equi- 
valent to  a  command  which  could  not  be 
disobeyed,  and  they  knew  that  the  "  ad- 
vice "  tendered  was  far  more  efficacious 
than  the  judgment  of  any  Court,  and  had 
far  more  terrible  sanctions  behind  it. 
Such  was  the  state  of  Ireland,  as  he  be- 
lieved, in  the  month  of  December  last 
year,  and  in  the  beginning  of  Janaary  of 
the  present  year.     It  was  the  duty  of 
Her   Majesty's   Government    to   take 
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Uon  to  the  oeceBsity  of  proTiding  for  tho  oould  be  made  into  the  means  they  poa- 

aecnrity  of  this  country,  and  in  the  inte-  seaBed  t 

rests  of  economy— [Zo«^««r]— yes,  he  The  SECRETASy  (Mr.  jEsaE  Cot- 
meant  economy— for  a  continuoua  exe-  Liiroe),  in  reply,  said  he  must  ask  for 
cution  of  the  works  and  the  manufacture  Notice  cf  the  latter  Question ;  and,  with 
of  the  materials  which  were  ascertained  regard  to  the  former,  it  was  not  the 
to  be  required  for  the  protection  of  our  intention  of  the  Oovemment. 
coaling  stations  abroad,  and  of  our  mer- 
cantile harbours  and  military  ports.  IRELAND— DEPOSITS  IN  IRISH 

Loan  SANDOLPH  CHUBOHILLi  BANKS 

Will    the  right  hon.  Qentloman    stst.  M,.  HANBtTEY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 

whether  the  reducl.on.  wh.ch  he  ha.  ^,       ^  ,t^  j^,j  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

anaeuiicod   in    tlie  Estimate,  of   nest  land.  Whether  th.  Annual  Eeport,  fital 

year  will  at  all  .nlerf.ro  with  the  supply  i„„,j  ;„   IB.O,  .bowing  the  Jgg^gate 

of  Mart,m-H,nry  riiles  to  'he  M.an  .„„„„,  „,d       'if  in  tht  eight  mincipal 

Army,  which  have  been  promised  to  th.  ^,„^,  „,  !„,'„ j^  ^„  ^^^ "discSntiaued 

„     ^.^onTr'r  n  »  Nwut...  sxi  •  "™»  "'^  i  •"'l.  ''  •<>.  '»'  "'"t  '«■«»»  ! 

Ma.  OAMFBELL-BANNEEMAN  m  „,j  ^i,^;,;^ ,,,;  ooyirnmcnt  Eeport  of 

rep  y,  said,  be  thought  that  tbi.  was  also  i,,,  ,i„„,d  the  lol.l  deposit,  to  be 

a  Uuesien  for  discussion  on  the  Esti-  £30,667,000,  whereas  the  bilance  sheet, 

mates,  though,  if  the  noblo  Lord  gave  „fi8B5showtotaIdeposil.of£33,610,000; 

Notice,  he  would  not  object  to  answer  „j  j,  „,  „|„th.r  the  E.port  of  1882 

the  Question.     The  noble  I^'d  must  ^„'t,  „t„  „  j,,;      „  „^,i,  ,^„. 

hare    misinterpreted   what  had    fallen  „„,  „,  ,|,^  f,^    f„,  H,  „  „, 

from  him  if  he  understood  mm  to  have    „„„„„;„„    ,i,„     j„„— :»-    „f  tiTn    f— » 
•  1 ,1  T.i  ,,.  J     ..       .      comparing    the    depoaits   ot   the   two 

said  that  there  would  be  a  reduction  in    -^^  y 

the  Army  Eatimatoi  The  CHIEF  eEOEETAET  (Mr.  JoHH 

CiPrara     PEIOB     a.k.d,    whether  Monniy) :  The  Eeport  ha.  not  be.n  di* 

similar  reduction,  to  tho.e  mentioned  „„,i„„4    4,  i*;,,,,,!  „„  ,1,  ,„  („. 

were  to  bo  made  in  the  Eoyal  Dock-  ,^„^  ^^  ,„,  ^  ;,  4,^^  „  ,„„„i,y 

^m       OT-/vDT;-r*Ti-ir                    A  l^«T  Ss  the  10th  ultimo.  There  1.  no  reawin  to 

=  ?t"w?5*'S'^^  w  "»  *™;-  doubt   the  accuracy  of  then  Eeport.. 

EALTY  (Mr.  Hineiai)  m  reply,  said,  n„  ;„i„,,  ^,^„  ^,  ,^,  (,„,,,  ;/„ ,„j, 

he  would   make    a    .latem.nt  on    th.  ii.m,  that  are  necMcarily  e.oliided  from 

subjeot  on  Monday  week  on  the  Nary  ^^  j,        ,^  ^^j,j  i,  j„',,„j,a  „  j,„,, 

Ii,3timate..                  T-Ti     1.  I     I  ,v  as  nearly  as  possible,  the  cash  balances 

*';-^^??I^^'^?j"V^rt"",;  ondepo.it  rieipl  aid  current  account 

a  notice  bad  been  posted  at  'he  Small  „,  j^-JJ  depositor,.    I  need  only  refer 

Arm.  Factory,  announcing  that  800  men  ^,  „^  ^^^^  „  ^y^  1„     EtgOti  buu- 

'".■i    S*.  iToS;^  °=  .^2™„  .  „  •  »•»  o'  tte  National  Bank,  which  i.  in- 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BAliNEEMAN  in  ^„j,j  j,  .t,;,  t.,,„.  ,t,;,  ,i.      [,„„ 

reply,  jaid,  that  he  believed  that  auch  a  „,„„„i  „,  ,i,„  (3„„„„,„t  i„  it.  Bank 

notice  bad  been  posted.  „f  i„i„d,  „a  bm,  „f  „„,,!„  ki„d, 

IMMIGRATION   OF   FOREIGN  '»*''<'*»    ^*°^s    include    in   their    oaah 

LABOUR  balances,  to   show  that  a  compan.on 

Ma.  ETEL™  a.k«l  the  IJeeident  SrbXl' &.i''the''*ba?krSl"tJ 

I'ln'^itXTeanuSoTSe  fl-f  ■■     A.  a  matter  of  f.c^  Lr. 

^      '    ,        ,  °  1-1-  DBS  been  a  decrease  in  these  deposits 

unemployed  among  onr  own  peoplo,  it  .e  ^^  ^^^^^^^  December  1882  and  Dioem- 

tho  intention  of  Her  Majesty  s  (iovem-  ,       ,.„_ 

ment  to  introduce  any  measure  for  the 

purpose  of  reBtrictiog  or  regulating  the  thf  onPFN-a  BFrnr  ations 

immip-ation  of  md  gent  Foreignera  into  NAVY-THE  QUEia.  S  BEGULATIONS- 
the  United  Kinftdom  ?  TROMOTION  OP  SEAMEN. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked,  Whether  there       Captain  VERNEY  aeked  the  Secre- 

WM  anymenneof  ascertaining,  in  regard  taiy  to  the  Admiralty,  Raring  regard  to 

to   persons  coming    into   this  country.  Order  No.  252,  page  60,  of  the  Queen's 

whether  they  were,  or  were  not,  British  Segulatioas  and  Admiralty  Inetruotioas, 

subjects  ;   asd,    whether    any  inquiry  hoMing  out  to  the  seamen  of  the  Fleet 
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but,  at  all  events,  such  improvement 
was  not  due  to  any  action  of  the  Qovern- 
ment.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  made  no  positive  announcement  on 
the  subject.  He  remained  silent  when 
challenged.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
any  doubts  remaining,  he  appealed  to 
him  to  resolve  them  that  evening,  or  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  Chief  Secretary, 
it  was  true,  had  said  that  under  certain 
circumstances,  and  within  certain  limi- 
tations, he  reserved  it  to  himself  to 
decide  whether  military  force  should  be 
employed  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  decrees  of  eviction.  ['*  Hear,  hear ! ''] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cheered  that 
statement;  but  what  was  it  that  he 
cheered  ?  How  could  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary know,  when  the  judgment  of  a 
Court  was  produced  to  him,  whether  it 
covered  a  shadowy  right  or  a  substantial 
one  ?  For  that  was  what  he  undertook 
to  decide.  That  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  was  repugnant  to  every  prin- 
ciple of  justice,  law,  and  equity.  Earl 
Spencer  had,  within  the  last  few  days, 
described  the  state  of  Ireland  as  much 
worse  at  present  than  it  was  in  May  or 
June  last.  If  this  were  so,  what  reason 
was  there  why  this  question  should  not 
receive  immediate  attention  ?  Could  it 
be  said  that  any  improvement  had  taken 
place  in  the  country  since  the  present 
Administration  had  taken  Office?  If 
improvement  existed,  it  had  not  arisen 
from  any  action  of  the  Government;  but 
action  had  been  taken  in  other  quarters. 
Mr.  Davitt  had  gone  to  one  of  the  dis- 
turbed districts  and  preached  in  the 
strongest  way  that  those  outrages  must 
be  given  up.  To  what  extent  this  advice 
had  been  followed  he  did  not  know ;  but 
the  organs  of  the  National  League  had 
to  a  great  extent  ceased  the  publication 
of  the  proceedings  of  their  branches  in 
these  respects.  [Mr.  W.  O'Brien  :  Con- 
sult the  last  issues.]  At  all  events,  they 
were  materially  altered  in  their  charac- 
ter, and  anyone  could  see  that  by  com- 
paring what  used  to  be  printed  with  what 
was  now  printed  in  those  journals.  Sup- 
pose it  to  be  the  fact  that  these  things 
conduced  to  make  the  country  a  litde 
better,  surely  this  showed  that  a  more 
alarming  state  of  things  existed  than 
even  the  outrages.  What  was  demon- 
strated was  that  what  the  Queen's  Go- 
vernment could  not  do  could  be  per- 
formed by  that  terrible  force  which  had 
been  carrying  on  this  tyranny  in  the 
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country  for  months  past,  and  whose  ob- 
ject it  was  now  to  arrest  it  for  a  limited 
time,  and  for  a  limited  purpose.  Any- 
one looking  at  the  state  of  Ireland  in  a 
fair  and  ordinary  way  could  see  that  it 
required  immediate  attention,  and  every 
day's  delay  rendered  the  problem  much 
more  difficult.  There  was  another  aspect 
of  the  case,  which  involved  an  element 
of  still  greater  danger.  When  the  Go- 
vernment was  considering  the  question 
in  May  last,  not  a  word  was  said  in  re- 
ference to  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union.  As 
far  as  could  be  gathered  from  all  that 
passed,  the  Government  appeared  to  ad- 
here to  the  views  that  had  been  laid 
down  by  all  English  statesmen  of  the 
present  century.  They  held  with  Lord 
Althorp  that  if  they  had  to  choose  be- 
tween civil  war  and  the  Hepeal  of  the 
Legislative  Union  they  would  chooso 
civil  war.  Similar  views  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  Bussell,  Peel,  and  Palmer- 
ston.  And  what  words  had  the  present 
Prime  Minister  used  on  more  than  ono 
occasion  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Quote 
them. 

Mr.  holmes  said,  that  if  he  could 
not  quote  the  exact  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  he  oould  refer  him  to 
where  he  would  find  them.  He  referred 
him  to  the  occasion  when  Mr.  Butt's  Home 
Bule  Besolution  was  before  that  House. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GliADSTONE:  I  was 
absent  then. 

Mr.  HOLMES :  If  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter wished  he  would  withdraw,  in  the 
most  unreserved  way,  what  he  had  said, 
and  he  would  assume  that  the  policy  of 
the  Prime  Minister  differed  from  that  of 
the  other  statesmen  he  had  named,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  merely 
now,  but  when  the  scheme  of  Mr.  Butt 
was  before  the  country,  considered  that 
much  might  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
Bepeal  of  the  Legislative  Union. 

Mr.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE :  When  did 
I  say  so  ? 

Mr.  holmes  said,  ho  did  not  attri- 
bute those  words  to  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman. All  he  said  was  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  so  desired  he  would 
assume  them.  But  better  far  than  going 
into  old  matters  of  this  kind,  than  dis- 
cussing what  might  have  been  said  in 
the  past,  it  was  to  consider  what  was 
now  oefore  the  country.  It  was  gene- 
rally conceived  that  some  statesmen 
dunng  the  month  of  December  began  to 
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lenged  in  the  most  pointed  way  the  Irish 
Chief  Secretary  to  make  a  statement  as 
to  the  condition  of  Ireland,  no  definite 
information  had  yet  been  given  by  any 
Member  of  the  Qoveroment.  It  was 
true  that  the  Prime  Minister  had,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  used  the  ex- 
pression ''social  order"  in  connection 
with  Ireland ;  but  they  had  not  heard 
from  him  what  his  own  opinion  was 
as  to  whether  the  condition  of  that 
country  with  regard  to  social  order  was 
now  satisfactory  or  the  reverse ;  and  if 
it  were  unsatisfactory,  to  what  extent, 
and  in  what  way,  that  unsatisfactory 
condition  was  made  manifest.  Under 
those  circumstances,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  on  the  present  occasion  to 
endeavour  from  other  sources,  and  by 
facts  and  inferences  which  could  hardly 
be  denied,  to  describe  the  state  of  Ireland . 
For  that  purpose  it  would  be  necessary 
to  go  back  a  little ;  but  he  would  pro- 
mise the  House  that  he  was  not  aoout 
to  enter  upon  any  matters  of  ancient  his- 
tory, and  that  in  referring  to  bygone 
transactions  he  did  not  desire  to 
enter  into  any  Party  recriminations, 
which  seemed  to  him  to  be  as  unbe- 
coming as  they  were  useless.  He  would 
ask  the  House  to  consider  if  there  was 
any  material  from  which  they  could 
judge  of  the  condition  of  Ireland  as  re- 
garded social  order  in  the  month  of 
May  in  last  year.  At  that  time  the 
Executive  in  Ireland  had  for  almost 
three  years  been  governing  the  country 
by  means  of  an  Act  passed  in  1882, 
in  the  carrying  of  which  the  late 
Liberal  Administration  received  the  loj^al 
assistance  of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
the  House.  That  Act  did  a  very  good 
and  a  very  effective  work.  Crime,  out- 
rage, and  all  those  offences  described  as 
agrarian,  which  had  risen  to  an  enor- 
mous amount  in  1881  and  1882,  towards 
the  end  of  1883  were  reduced,  he  was 
ready  to  admit,  to  a  very  great  extent 
from  the  operation  of  that  statute, 
to  about  one- third  of  the  number  in 
1881  and  1882.  For  the  15  or  16 
months  that  followed  the  year  1883, 
and  up  to  May,  1884,  those  offences,  as 
regarded  their  character  and  number, 
remained  almost  uniform.  In  the  month 
of  May,  1884,  there  was  a  decided  im- 
provement as  compared  with  1881  and 
1882 ;  but  he  thought  he  was  justified 


SUPPLY.-COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MAINTENANCE    OF    SOCIAL    ORDER 
(IRELAND).— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  in  rising  to  move — 

**  That  this  Houso  is  unwilling  to  entertain 
Estimates  for  the  Civil  Establishments  in  Ire- 
land before  being  placed  in  possession  of  the 
policy  which  ller  Majesty's  Government  intend 
to  pursue  for  the  restoration  and  maintenance 
of  social  order  in  that  Country," 

said,  that  he  rose  to  address  the  House 
under  a  sense  of  deep  responsibility. 
He  should  not  have  brought  this  Amend- 
ment forward  had  he  not  been  convinced 
that  the  subject  was  one  of  extreme 
urgency  and  of  very  grave  importance. 
He  need  not  apologize,  however,  for 
taking  the  course  which  he  intended  to 
take  that  evening.  The  first  duty  of 
any  Government  was  to  maintain  social 
order ;  and  if  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
Qovemment  of  the  day  had  failed  in 
that  respect,  or  was  careless,  or  not 
entirely  in  earnest  about  preserving 
social  order  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions,  it  became  not  only  the  right, 
but  the  actual  duty,  of  a  Member  of  that 
House,  who  represented  a  constituency 
situated  in  the  country  where  the  dis- 
order existed,  and  who  had  been  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  justice 
in  that  country,  to  take  every  means  in 
his  power  to  impress  the  Government 
with  the  necessity  of  performing  their 
duty,  or  at  least  of  explaining  their  posi- 
tion. The  Government  had  at  all  times 
peculiar  means  of  forming  a  correct 
opinion  as  to  the  condition  of  any  part 
01  the  country ;  and,  that  being  so,  the 
House  had  some  reason  to  complain  that 
in  connection  with  the  present  state  of 
affairs  in  Lreland  it  had  not  received  the 
assistance  and  guidance  which  on  former 
occasions  it  had  generally  obtained,  and 
which  at  all  times  it  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect. The  question  of  social  order  in 
Ireland  had  been  much  discussed  of  late. 
They  had  heard  on  all  sides  that  Ireland 
was  in  a  dangerous  condition ;  but  not- 
withstanding that,  and  notwithstanding 
that  upon  the  first  occasion  when  the 
House  met  after  the  change  of  Ministry, 
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qaestion  of  social  order  ?  Would  it  be 
denied  that  at  the  present  time  the  social 
ties  which  bound  people  in  Ireland  to- 
gether were  drawn  so  tight  as  to  run  the 
risk  of  snapping  ?  Suppose  that  in  four 
or  six  weeks  the  Government  made  an  an  • 
nouncement  with  regard  to  Ireland,  had 
they  taken  into  consideration  the  effect 
which  it  would  hare  upon  the  excited 
population  of  Ireland?  If  the  result 
of  the  deliberations  of  the  Government 
should  be  to  deny  what  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  expected,  would 
any  Member  of  the  Government  say  that 
that  would  lead  to  peace  and  order  ?  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  deliberations  of 
the  Government  should  result  in  the 
granting  of  that  which  those  attached 
to  the  Union  dreaded,  would  any  Mem* 
ber  of  the  Government  say  that  that 
would  lead  to  peace  and  order  in  Ire- 
land? Then,  again,  if  the  measure 
satisfied  neither  the  one  nor  the  other, 
but  disappointed  both,  would  that  lead, 
if  the  crisis  was  prolonged,  to  the 
promotion  of  peace  and  order  in  Ire- 
land? It  seemed  to  him  that  by  de- 
laying this  matter  they  were  adding 
terribly  to  the  alarming  state  of  the 
country  ;  and  if  the  delay  was  persisted 
in  the  crisis  would  become  of  a  most 
fearful  character.  Had  any  suggestion 
been  made  why  guidance  on  these  im- 
portant questions  should  not  be  given 
by  the  Government?  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  told  them  that  the  Business  of 
Supply  would  necessarily  occupy  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  for  some  time ; 
but  if  the  question  of  Ireland  was  a 
question  of  serious  importance,  ought 
there  to  be  any  hesitation  in  taking  the 
time  now  at  the  disposal  of  private  Mem- 
bers? Supply  had  already  given  way 
to  the  Crofters'  Bill,  and  surely  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Ireland  was  a  more  serious 
matter  than  the  Crofters'  Question.  They 
had  been  told  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that  it  would  be  imjMssible  for  the  Go- 
vernment, suddenly  called  upon  to  take 
Office  under  the  present  circumstances, 
to  deal  with  this  matter  as  quickly  as 
some  hon.  Members  thought  they  ought. 
He  was  bound  to  admit  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  not  com- 
pelled to  declare  their  policy  when  in 
Opposition  or  when  they  were  striving 
for  Office;  but  he  contended  that  they 
ought  to  have  some  definite  views  now. 
There  never  was  a  Government  more 
prepared  than  this  to  oome  to  a  rapid 
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conclusion.  There  were  in  the  Govern- 
ment two  noble  Lords  who  had  occupied 
the  position  of  Viceroy  in  Ireland,  and 
there  were  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  been  Chief  Secretary  to  tho 
Lord  Lieutenant.  Besides  this,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  had  opportunities  during 
his  long  experience  of  considering  this 
question,  and  they  all  knew  that  he  had 
given  attention  to  it  of  late  both  by  day 
and  by  night.  Were  they  to  be  told 
that  the  Government  had  been  four 
weeks  in  Office,  while  Parliament  had 
been  sitting  a  fortnight,  and  yet  they 
could  not  state  what  their  policy  was  ? 
He  did  not  ask  for  a  Bill ;  but  could  not 
the  Government  announce  something 
like  what  their  policy  would  be  ?  The 
Chief  Secretary,  in  a  speech  which  he 
recently  made,  referred  to  tho  critical 
position  of  the  country,  ard  said  that  we 
were  standing  on  the  brink  of  a  crisis 
resembling  that  mighty  cataract  which 
swept  away  everything  with  irresistible 
force.  That  was  the  position  of  the 
oountiy  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. Surely,  therefore,  they  had  a 
right  to  call  upon  the  Government  for 
some  guidance.  They  had  a  right  to  call 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
to  say,  whether  it  might  embarrass  his 
Parliamentary  plans  or  not— he  did  nut 
say  that  it  would — to  let  tho  House  know 
what  was  in  contemplation,  so  that  they 
might  be  the  better  able  to  j  udge  whether 
there  was  any  real  attempt  to  grapple 
with  the  condition  of  social  order  in 
Ireland.  He  would  not  have  trespassed 
on  the  House  so  long  were  it  not  that 
the  matter  appeared  to  him  of  supreme 
importance.  He  would  now  conclude. 
He  would  only  say,  as  he  had  in  the  be- 
ginning, that  he  believed  it  was  his 
right,  and  that  he  should  not  be  fulfilling 
his  duty,  were  he  not  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity which  the  Forms  of  the  House 
presented  to-night  lor  bringing  forward 
this  grave  and  serious  Question.  The  basis 
of  his  argument  was  that  the  social  con- 
dition of  Ireland  was  in  a  dangerous 
state,  and  each  hour  that  passed  made  it 
more  critical.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  asked  the  Government  m-hat 
course  they  were  prepared  to  take  ?  That 
was  a  question  which  the  House  had  a 
right  to  ask,  and  the  Government  were 
bound  to  answer ;  and  any  delay  in  the 
granting  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
that  might  occur  would  be  but  a  amall 
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land  were  relieved  from  the  exceptional 
legislation  against  which  she  had  so 
vigorously  protested,  if  she  were  treated 
in  this  respect  in  a  spirit  of  trust  and 
confidence,  the  good  feeling  of  the  in- 
habitants themselves  would  operate  in 
the  direction  of  law  and  order,  and  that 
in  this  way  a  distinct  and  positive  im- 
provement might  bo  obtained.  What- 
ever might  be  said  with  regard  to  other 
anticipations,  he  regretted  to  say  that 
that  hope  was  not  realized ;  and,  in 
BO  far  as  that  hope  was  concerned,  the 
experiment  proved  totally  and  entirely 
unsuccessful. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Why  did  you  not 
say  that  before  the  General  Election? 

Mr.  holmes,  continuing,  said,  he 
made  that  admission  frankly  and  fairly ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  ho  declared  there 
never  was  a  more  ridiculous  or  absurd 
proposition  brought  forward  with  re- 
ference to  Ireland  than  the  one  sug- 
gested, ho  believed,  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  said  that 
the  step  thus  taken  by  Lord  Salisbury's 
Administration  changed  for  ever  the 
policy  of  Irish  government.  Statesmen 
who  were  thinking  of  renouncing  opi- 
nions but  recently  expressed,  and  of  un- 
saying words  that  had  been  recently 
spoken,  were  very  frequently  driven  to 
find  extraordinary  explanations ;  but  he 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, if  he  was  contemplating  any  ter- 
giversation of  that  kind,  that  it  would  be 
prudent  of  him  to  select  some  more  reason- 
able explanation.  In  fact,  he  thought 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  justify  his  own  change  of  opinion 
by  a  change  of  policy  taken  in  reference 
to  Ireland  by  a  Government  just  coming 
into  power,  he  might  refer  to  what  was 
done  in  that  connection  by  a  Govern- 
ment of  which  he  was  a  Member  when 
it  assumed  Office  in  1880,  and  when,  at 
a  most  critical  period  of  that  country's 
history,  it  determined  to  abandon  that 
Peace  Preservation  Act  which  had  been 
in  existence  over  30  years,  and  the  re- 
newal of  which  was  considered  by  its 
Predecessors  to  be  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  public  safety.  He  now  came  to 
the  period  during  which,  as  regarded 
the  state  of  Ireland,  he  had  consider- 
able knowledge,  and  as  to  which  he 
might  be  even  permitted  to  speak  with 
some  degree  of  authority.  Being  re- 
sponsible to  a  considerable  extent  for 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland 
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during  the  last  months  of  1885,  he  ap- 
plied himself  to  the  task  with  whatever 
abilities  he  possessed,  and  certainly  with 
unremitting  attention.  The  Criminal 
Law  was  put  in  force  on  every  possible 
occasion ;  every  effort  was  made  to 
maintain  the  reign  of  law  and  order ; 
but,  nevertheless,  the  social  condition  of 
the  country  did  not  improve.  As  re- 
garded crime  and  outrage,  and  those 
offences  which  found  their  way  into 
criminal  statistics,  he  did  not  say  that, 
as  compared  with  the  month  of  May 
and  previous  months,  there  was  a 
marked  deterioration;  but  so  far  as 
there  was  a  change  it  was  a  change  for 
the  worse.  He  had  heard  it  said  by 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on  that 
side  that  during  that  period  Ireland 
was  never  more  peaceful  and  free  from 
crime.  He  could  only  say  that,  so  far 
as  there  was  a  change  from  the  month 
of  May,  it  was  a  change  for  the  worse, 
and  especially  in  the  last  months  of  the 
year  it  was  more  marked  ;  and  he  would 
ask,  if  the  state  of  the  country  was  not 
satisfactory  in  the  month  of  May  as  re- 
garded crime  and  outrage,  how  could  it 
be  contended  that  during  the  latter  part 
of  the  year  it  never  was  more  peaceful 
and  safe  ?  So  far  as  regarded  the  num- 
ber of  criminals  ;  but  when  they  turned 
away  from  the  mere  enumeration  to  con- 
sider the  nature  and  character  of  the 
crimes  committed,  and  the  circumstances 
by  which  they  were  attended,  the  pic- 
ture became  much  more  melancholy.  In 
this  country,  and  in  many  others,  it  was 
often  said,  and  said  truly,  that  crime, 
as  a  rule,  was  the  work  of  the  criminal 
classes,  who  had  broken  away  from  re- 
straint, set  society  at  defiance,  and  en- 
tered upon  a  regular  life  of  lawless- 
ness. It  was  not  so  long  ago  that  the 
same  description  might  have  been  ap- 
plied to  crime  in  Ireland.  They  had  in 
years  past  crimes  connected  with  **White- 
boyism,"  and  with  **  Moonlighting  ; '* 
and  apologists  had  given  extraordinary 
explanations  of  those  crimes.  They  had 
been  told  that  they  were  all  the  work  of 
the  police  ;  at  other  times  that  they  were 
the  work  of  landlords  ;  at  other  times 
that  they  were  the  work  of  the  agents 
of  Tory  Governments ;  and  more  gene- 
rally that  they  wore  the  work  of  Liberal 
Governments.  He  supposed  that  that 
allegation  would  not  be  accepted.  But 
they  were  also  told  that  those  crimes  were 
committed  by  persons  who  came  from 
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been  four  weeks  in  Office ;  that  is  rather 
an  exaggerated  statement  of  the  case. 
But  we  are  certainly  approaching,  I  be- 
liere,  the  completion  of  four  weeks. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  finds  it 
necessary  to  bring  out  of  the  armoury 
of  Parliament  this  very  formidable 
weapon,  and  threatens  the  Crown  with 
withholding  the  Supplies  necessary  for 
the  Public  Service.  And  what  does  he 
propose  to  do?  He  proposes— and  I 
do  not  wonder  that  he  said  nothing  upon 
bin  Motion,  for  it  may  have  dawned  upon 
him  that  it  was  totally  indefensible— h6 
proposes  to  withhold  the  Irish  portion  of 
the  Supplies.  Was  there  ever  a  proceed- 
ing that  could  be  called,  by  those  who 
criticize  Ireland,  more  Irish?  What 
portion  of  the  country  is  it  that  is  suffer- 
ing from  the  present  misconduct  and 
neglect  of  Her  Majesty's  Government? 
It  is  poor  Ireland.  As  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  tells  us,  the  con- 
dition is  intolerable,  and  is  becoming 
worse  and  worse  every  day ;  and  in  that 
ttate  of  facts  the  prescription  offered  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  amend  the  state  of  Ireland  is  that  he 
adds  to  this  condition  of  things,  already 
intolerable,  the  stoppage  of  all  the  ser- 
vices necessary  to  work  the  social 
machinery.  This,  I  think,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ought  in 
some  degree  to  have  explained  in  the 
course  of  his  speech.  The  House  will 
remember  that,  instead  of  withholding 
our  views,  we  made  to  the  House  a  most 
important  declaration  —  a  declaration 
that,  after  reviewing  the  social  state  of 
Ireland,  we  arriyed  at  the  conclusion 
that  at  the  juncture  at  which  we  stood 
we  should  not  be  justified  in  proposing 
to  supply  the  defects  of  social  order  in 
Ireland,  whatever  they  may  be,  by 
means  of  special  repressive  legislation, 
but  that  it  was  our  duty  to  search  out 
more  positive,  substantive,  remedial 
measures,  and  to  present  them  to  Par- 
liament at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
consistent  with  the  due  consideration  of 
matters  of  such  comolexity  and  such 
difficulty.  I  have  said,  and  I  must  re- 
peat it,  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  found  my  language  so 
hard  to  understand.  That  is  a  stereo- 
typed method  of  proceeding.  It  is  well 
known,  I  think,  that  I  have  been  more 
than  a  half  a  century  in  public  life ;  that 
I  have  spoken  a  great  deal ;  and  that  I 
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was  never  able  to  say  anything  which 
my  countrymen  were  able  to  understand. 
No  doubt  that  is  a  natural  defect  on  my 
part,  which  I  am  afraid  it  is  too  late  for 
me  to  hope  to  remedy  ;  but  this  I  havo 
said,  which  appears  to  me  to  be  not 
wholly  unintelligible — that  there  are 
three  questions  before  us  in  reg^ard  to 
the  condition  of  Ireland — the  first,  that 
of  social  order ;  the  second,  the  question 
of  the  land ;  and  the  third,  the  question 
of  the  future  government  of  Ireland. 
These  three  questions  are  so  entwined 
together  that  1  defy  the  wit  of  man  to 
disjoin  them  ;  and  we  hope  to  get  at  the 
question  of  social  order,  as  I  have  said, 
not  by  the  specific  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — namely,  repressive 
criminal  legislation— but  by  positive  and 
substantial  measures  relating  to  the 
other  two  branches  of  the  subject. 
Well,  Sir,  is  it  really  to  be  said  that 
Ireland  has  suffered  horribly  from  the 
delay  in  the  announcement  of  our  nlans? 
Why  are  our  plans  so  late  ?  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  what  is  the  time  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  for  the  purpose 
of  preparing  plans  dealing  with  sub- 
jects so  large,  so  vital,  and  so  difficult. 
It  ought  to  have  at  least  three  months 
— three  clear  unembarrassed  months — 
before  the  Session  of  Parliament.  Why 
were  we  deprived  of  that  opportunity  ? 
Three  months,  Sir,  there  could  not  have 
been ;  but  there  was  a  considerable  time 
between  the  first  week  of  December,  in 
which  the  Elections  were  decided,  and 
the  Queen's  Speech  on  the  2 1st  of 
January.  I  do  not  censure  the  late  Go- 
vernment when  they  departed  from  a 
course  of  precedent  uniform  since  1868, 
and  first  established  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field;  because  when  I  saw  250  Gentle- 
men determined  to  meet  Parliament  as 
the  Government  of  the  country,  I  said 
surely  these  men  have,  and  mean  to 
have,  a  policy  for  Ireland.  They  know, 
and  they  knew,  that  the  last  support  I 
could  give  them  was  at  their  command. 
[Ironical  cheer »  frum  the  Ofpo$ition.'\  I 
Qo  not  say  that  the  Gentlemen  whom  I 
see  cheering  me  knew  it,  but  I  say  that 
the  late  Government  knew  it.  It  is  in 
that  way.  Sir,  that  time  has  been  lobt, 
if  time  has  been  lost.  And  how  was  it 
spent  by  the  late  Government  ?  Welt, 
it  was  spent  in  a  hopeless  attempt  to 
consider  the  state  of  Ireland ;  and  the 
right  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  to- 
night has  given  us  an  excuse  so  futile 
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fatal  shot  were  words  of  moderation  and 
kindliness.  The  other  was  the  body  of 
the  man  who  was  shot  with  a  mask  on 
his  face  and  a  gun  in  his  hand,  which  he 
had  discharged  but  a  few  moments  be- 
fore against  the  head  of  that  family. 
With  which  of  those  two  men  was  the 
general  public  sympathy  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood ?  It  was  stated  at  the  time, 
and  never  contradicted,  that  a  few  days 
after,  on  the  following  Sunday,  after 
Mass  had  been  celebrated  and  the  clergy- 
man was  addressing  the  congregation 
and  referring  with  respect  to  the  mur- 
dered man's  memory,  the  congregation 
rose  and  left  the  chapel.  That  had  never 
been  contradicted ;  it  was  true ;  but  it 
had  been  explained,  and  the  explanation 
proved  his  case.  It  was  said  that  the 
congregation  left  the  chapel,  not  on  ac- 
count of  what  was  said,  but  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  the  dead  Moonlighter. 
And  there  were  those  two  funeral 
processions ;  the  one  that  was  fol- 
lowed merely  by  the  members  of 
the  Curtin  family;  and  the  other  that 
of  the  dead  murderer,  which  was  fol- 
lowed by  almost  all  the  neighbours. 
But  that  was  not  all.  The  members  of 
the  murdered  man's  family,  as  thej  were 
bound  in  duty  to  do,  gave  evidence  in 
the  case.  They  did  not  seem  to  desire 
to  bring  home  the  guilt  of  the  accused  ; 
they  certainly  gave  their  evidence  with- 
out any  apparent  animus  or  desire  for 
vengeance.  A  short  time  after  they 
appeared  as  witnesses  they  returned  to 
the  place  in  the  neighbourhood  where 
they  had  always  lived,  and  where  up  to 
then  they  had  been  respected.  How 
were  they  received  ?  Did  hon.  Members 
forget  the  way  in  which  this  family  were 
received  by  the  people  when  they  at- 
tended service  at  church,  or  the  attack 
which  was  made  on  the  chapel  itself, 
and  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  prelate 
of  the  diocese  to  announce  that  religious 
service  would  be  suspended  for  several 
weoks  ? 

Mb.  FAENELL:  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he 
will  inform  the  House  as  to  the  date  of 
the  murder  of  Mr.  Curtin  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  No;  I  cannot  inform 
the  House.  Nor  can  I  see  that  the  date 
can  make  the  murder  one  whit  less 
frightful  a  crime,  nor  the  sympathizers 
with  that  murder  one  whit  less  guilty. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  It  was  in 
November,  before  the  General  Election. 


Mb.  holmes  said,  he  presumed 
that  hon.  Members  must  feel  that  there 
was  something  to  answer  in  regard  to 
this  matter,  and  bethought  their  answers 
might  be  little  more  relevant.  He  had 
referred  to  what  inference  could  be 
drawn  from  the  statistics  of  crime,  and 
also  to  the  inference  which  could  be 
drawn  from  the  character  of  that  crime, 
and  the  circumstances  which  had  at- 
tended it.  He  had  shown  that  even  in 
the  month  of  May  it  was  necessary,  in 
the  opinion  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  there  should  be  some  re- 
pressive legislation  which  could  actually 
brook  no  delay,  and  which  became  much 
more  important  in  December  of  last  year. 
It  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  judge  the 
social  condition  of  any  country,  no  matter 
where  it  was  situated,  by  criminal  statis- 
tics alone.  As  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, the  statistics  of  crime  and  out- 
rage reflected  but  a  small  light  on  the 
social  condition  of  that  land.  He  as- 
serted without  fear  of  contradiction  that 
in  Ireland  a  terrible  tyranny  was  spread- 
ing over  the  three  Provinces.  When 
the  Land  League  was  suppressed  for  its 
illegal  acts,  the  Government  of  the  day, 
having  behind  it  an  Act  which  enabled 
the  Executive  upon  the  warrant  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  imprison  any  person 
throughout  the  country,  allowed  within 
a  short  time  the  National  League  to 
spring  up.  This  body  increased  in 
strength  and  in  power ;  and  he  had  not 
the  smallest  doubt  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  when  considering  this 
matter  in  May,  were  impressed  with  the 
power  which  the  National  League  pos- 
sessed. Even  at  that  time — aye,  and 
long  before  that  time — it  was  exercising 
a  kind  of  intimidation  which  made  it 
almost  impossible  for  any  man  to  use 
his  personal  liberty.  As  far  as  he  was 
aware,  or  could  judge,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1882 
were  calculated  to  produce  much  effect, 
if  any,  on  the  intimidation  carried  out 
by  that  League.  He  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  noble  Earl  who  was 
then  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  had 
come  to  a  somewhat  different  opinion  ; 
but  he  thou&rht  it  must  be  admitted 
that  that  intimidation  had  become  of 
such  a  character  that,  though  some 
check  might  be  placed  on  it  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Statute,  yet  an  effective 
check  that  Act  was  not.  They  found 
month  bymonththattheNationalLeaguo 

8  0  2 


1943 


Maintenance  of 


{COMMONS}         Social  Order  {Ireland).      1914 


to  be  hope  for  Ireland  in  the  future,  or 
hope  for  the  relations  between  the  coun- 
tries, it  inu9t  be  from  the  adoption  of 
very  different  proposals  and  the  promo- 
tion of  a  very  different  temper  from  that 
of  the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
in  his  speech,  said  a  great  deal  more  than 
that,  for  he  has  pronounced  the  heaviest 
indictment  I  have  ydt  heard  pronounced 
against  the  late  Government ;  and  he  has 
likewise  supplied  the  present  Govern- 
ment with  an  acquittal  with  which  I,  for 
one,  am  perfectly  satisfied.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  pressing 
upon  us  an  immediate  resort  to  coercive 
or  repressive  legislation.  He  says  there 
is  nothing  else  for  it,  and  he  proves  it  by 
the  most  ingenious  argument.  He  says, 
either  you  will  fail  to  please  the  Na- 
tionalists, and  then  there  will  be  no 
peace  for  Ireland,  but  increased  exas- 
peration ;  or  you  will  fail  to  please  the 
Protestants,  and  then  there  will  be  no 
peace,  but  increased  exasperation ;  or 
you  will  fail  to  please  both,  and  then  the 
same  mischief  will  occur,  and  there  will 
be  increased  exasperation. 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  wish  to  mis- 
represent me.  I  never  used  the  word 
"  Protestant." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  I  was  wrong  in  using  the 
word  **  Protestant ;"  I  meant  the  mi- 
nority. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  I  have  no  doubt,  is  proud  of 
that  argument  by  exhaustion ;  and  he 
does  not  at  all  question  the  fact  that  he 
contended  that  there  was  nothing  to  be 
done  by  any  medicine  for  Ireland  except 
the  drastic  purge  which  he  recommends. 
He  stated  facts  which  are  most  material 
to  the  case  on  both  sides—most  material 
to  the  case  on  our  side ;  for  what  is  his 
— I  will  not  say  his  admission,  but  his 
allegation  ?  He  seemed  to  suspect  there 
was  some  real  improvement  in  the  state 
of  Ireland;  but  then  he  said — **  What 
does  that  come  to,  and  what  does  that 
signify?  It  is  not  an  improvement 
which  is  due  to  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government."  So,  according 
to  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  it  does  not  signify 
how  much  Ireland  improves  through  the 
action  of  the  people,  or  through  the 
action  of  the  popular  leaders,  unless  you 
can  show  that  it  improves  through  re- 
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pressive  legislation.  He  says  there  is 
no  improvement  worth  having  unless  it 
comes  through  the  action  of  repressive 
legislation.  ''  Mr.  Davitt  has  been  down 
preaching  order ;  "  I  am  extremely  glad 
to  hear  it;  ''and  the  National  League 
is  mitigating  and  moderating  its  lan- 
guage." Again,  I  am  extremely  glad  to 
hear  it.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  not  only  that  he  is  not 
glad  to  hear  it,  but  that  this  is  exactly 
what  alarms  him.  It  is  so  much  the 
worse,  not  only  in  the  sanctuary  of  his 
private  mind,  which  I  do  not  seek  to 
penetrate ;  but  it  is  so  much  the  worse  in 
this  sense,  if  I  understand  him  rightly — 
that  he  considers  the  fact  that  Mr.  Davitt 
is  preaching  order,  and  the  National 
League  is  mending  its  manners,  as  an 
additional  point  strengthening  the  argu- 
ment for  repressive  legislation.  That  is 
the  precise  representation  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  argument. 
But  I  have  much  more  than  this  to  say. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  drawn  a  dreadful  picture  of  the  state 
of  Ireland  in  order  to  sustain  his  argu- 
ment on  behalf  of  coercive  legislation. 
From  whence  did  he  draw  materials  for 
his  demonstration  ?  What  are  the  dates? 
He  dwelt  particularly  upon  the  deplor- 
able Curtin  murder.  He  was  asked  what 
was  the  date  of  that  murder?  He  did 
not  know.  Oh,  Sir,  what  a  delightful 
infantile  innocence  of  recollection !  Most 
fortunate  for  him  was  it  that  he  did  nut 
know  the  date  of  that  murder.  One 
thing  we  know  from  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and 
that  is  the  character  of  the  murder  as  he 
views  it,  and  as  in  substance  too  truly 
views  it.  The  character  of  that  murdor 
was  not  ascertained  by  investigations 
carried  on  long  after,  but  became  pal- 
pable at  the  time;  because  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  truly  says 
it  is  not  the  mere  amount  of  crime  in  the 
country,  but  the  sympathy  with  which  it 
is  regarded,  which  determines  its  cha» 
racter ;  and  the  sympathy  in  the  Curtin 
murder  was  manifested  immediately  on 
the  day  of  the  funeral.  Therefore  it  be- 
comes a  matter  of  fresh  and  enhanced 
interest  to  investigate  this  recondite 
and  almost  inaccessible  fact  of  the 
date  of  the  murder.  The  date  of 
the  murder  was,  it  appears,  the  Idth 
of  November,  and  Parliament  was  dis- 
solved on  the  17tb  of  November,  and 
the  Elections  began  about  the  24th  of 
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t'lat  matter  into  their  most  serious  con- 
sideration. [The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt) : 
Hear,  hear!]  He  could  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  cheered  ironically 
that  it  received  as  serious  consideration 
as  any  subject  ever  received  at  the 
hands  of  any  Government,  not,  as  had 
been  stated  again  and  again,  within  a 
day  or  two  of  Parliament  meeting,  but 
at  a  considerable  period  before  that.  It 
was  fully  discussed  and  considered,  and 
the  remedies  to  be  applied  in  order  to 
counteract  those  evils  were  not  allowed 
to  remain  in  any  shadowy  form,  but  were 
reduced  to  writing,  and  in  that  form  dis- 
cussed and  considered  too.  There  was 
no  want  of  elaboration  and  care,  and 
the  only  reason  why  a  measure  was 
not  announced  before  the  fourth  day 
of  the  Session  was  because  a  change 
in  the  person  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  took  place  at  that 
period.  It  was  natural,  therefore,  that, 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  investigated  this 
matter  with  the  greatest  care,  and  had 
gone  through  the  Reporls  with  the 
greatest  accuracy — although  he  had 
seen  the  provisions  which  were  sug- 
gested as  a  remedy  to  counteract  the 
evils — it  was  natural  that  the  now 
official  should  say  that  he  must  per- 
sonally see  some  of  the  important  per- 
sons in  Ireland  before  he  gave  his  sanc- 
tion. If  hon.  Members  were  to  assume 
Office  in  similar  circumstances  they 
would  do  the  same.  Was  there  any  un- 
necessary delay  on  the  subject?  Some 
doubts  had  been  suggested  that  there 
was  no  measure  in  preparation.  He 
spoke  of  a  thing  which  he  knew,  and  he 
knew  that  not  only  was  the  measure  in 
preparation,  but  it  had  been  prepared ; 
and  when  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
announced  his  intention  to  submit  the 
measure  to  Parliament,  it  might  have 
been  laid  at  that  moment  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.  He  could  further  say 
that  long  before  that  time  the  provisions 
embodied  in  that  measure  had  been 
fully  discussed  and  had  been  reduced  to 
the  form  of  a  Statute ;  so  that,  in  point 
of  fact,  there  was  no  foundation  for  the 
allegations  that  what  was  done  by  the 
late  Government  was  a  thing  quickly 
conceived  and  very  hastily  executed. 
In  the  circumstances  he  had  de- 
scribed there  came  a  change  of  Govern- 


ment. The  new  Government  was  prac- 
tically that  which  was  in  power  in  the 
preceding  May.  If  it  had  then  con- 
sidered repressive  legislation  necessary ; 
and  if  the  state  of  Ireland  at  the  end  of 
the  year  and  at  the  beginning  of  this 
year  were  what  he  had  described,  how 
was  it  to  be  explained  that  the  present 
Government  had  not  taken  some  steps 
in  reference  to  the  serious  question 
of  social  order?  Under  the  circum- 
stances he  had  mentioned,  surely  it  was 
the  first  duty  of  the  Government  at  the 
earliest  moment  to  consider  the  social 
condition  of  Ireland ;  and  he  presumed 
that  that  duty  was  done.  Yet  not  a 
word  had  been  heard  from  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  reference  to  that 
question.  There  had,  however,  been 
some  indications  to  which  he  would 
refer.  In  drawing  an  inference  from 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  he  was  ap- 
proaching a  matter  of  some  difficulty ; 
but  it  was  a  difficulty  he  would  en- 
deavour to  overcome.  The  right  hon. 
hon.  Gentleman  had  two  or  three  times 
spoken  of  social  order  in  Ireland  as  a 
question  deserving  most  serious  con- 
sideration ;  and  it  was  not  an  unreason- 
able inference  to  draw  from  that  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  considered  that  as 
regarded  social  order  Ireland  was  in  an 
unsatisfactory  state.  It  was  not  said 
that  social  order  in  Scotland  required 
careful  consideration,  because  law  and 
order  prevailed  there.  Furthermore,  it 
was  said  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  propose  repressive 
legislation  ;  but  that  was  generally  ac- 
companied by  the  qualification  ''  at  pre- 
sent," or  **  immediately ; "  it  was,  there- 
fore, not  unreasonable  to  assume  that  it 
might  be  necessary  at  a  very  early  date 
to  introduce  such  legislation.  There 
was  difficulty  in  attaching  a  meaning  to 
the  term  '*at  present"  unless  it  would 
justify  some  such  inference.  Within  the 
last  few  days  a  noble  Earl,  better  ac- 
quainted than  any  other  noble  Lord, 
perhaps,  with  the  state  of  Ireland,  had 
said  that  it  was  worse — a  hundred-fold 
worse — than  it  was  in  May  or  June  last. 
It  might,  therefore,  be  assumed  that  he 
had  not  now  drawn  any  exaggerated  or 
too  highly- coloured  picture  of  the  state  of 
Ireland.  If  that  were  so,  what  was  the 
reason  why  it  had  not  received  the  im- 
mediate attention  of  the  Government? 
It  might,  perhaps,  be  said  that  some 
improvement  had  taken  place  recently ; 
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abundantly  justified  ?  The  number  of 
persons  totally  **  Boycotted"  had  risen  to 
165,  and  of  those  partially  ''Boycotted  " 
714.  Thus,  the  number  had  risen  from 
227  to  879 ;  and  yet,  according  to  the 
noble  Lord,  the  experiment  or  decision 
was  abundantly  justified.  What  is  the 
state  of  things  with  regard  to  ''  Boy- 
cotting "  now  ?  The  point  is  that  the 
late  Government  said  its  experiment  had 
succeeded  in  November,  but  has  now 
failed,  and  that  there  must  be  imme- 
diate coercive  legislation.  What  is  the 
state  of  **  Boycotting  "  now  ?  Between 
June  and  October  '*  Boycotting "  rose 
from  227  to  879.  In  the  latest  Returns 
for  January  the  number  was  virtually 
stationary — for  it  has  risen  from  879  to 
900.  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  it  is 
stationary,  as  between  the  dropping  of 
the  Crimes  Act  and  November  it  had  in- 
creased fourfold.  Yet  the  Government 
persisted  in  saying  that  the  experiment 
had  succeeded  until  after  the  Elections 
were  over.  Then,  after  a  considerable 
time,  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland  is 
declared  to  be  intolerable,  when,  in 
point  of  fact,  as  regards  '*  Boycotting" 
it  had  undergone  no  change  whatever 
since  November  worth  the  naming. 
What  was  the  state  of  things  in  regard 
to  agrarian  crime?  It  was  this.  In 
November  the  agrarian  crimes  reported, 
including  threatening  letters,  were  84 ; 
in  December  they  were  89;  and  in 
January  they  were  96.  And  yet,  Sir, 
in  October,  when  the  state  of  things 
was  satisfactory,  and  nothing  required 
to  be  said  which  could  produce  a  breach 
between  the  Tories  and  the  Nationalist 
Party,  the  agrarian  crimes  reported  were 
106 — the  highest  figure  of  all  that  has 
come  before  us.  That  was  in  the  month 
of  October,  the  month  immediately  pre- 
ceding the  General  Election.  How  aoes 
the  riffht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
meet  this  ?  It  is  true  that  there  has  been 
a  change  up  to  a  certain  point  in  the 
state  of  Ireland ;  in  my  opinion,  it  is 
not  a  changpe  which  would  justify  our 
resorting  at  this  juncture  to  repressive 
criminal  legislation.  It  is  true  that  there 
had  been  a  change,  a  great  change  ;  it 
is  also  true  that  that  change  had  taken 
place  in  the  month  of  October ;  but  from 
the  moment  that  the  late  Government 
announced  its  change  of  intention  and 
a  determination  to  resort  to  repressive 
criminal  legislation  there  was  no  change 
whatever  of   a   sensible  magnitude  as 
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compared  with  what  had  been  going  on 
for  months  without  their  notice  and  with- 
out their  action.  This  appears  to  be  a 
state  of  things  requiring  a  great  deal 
more  explanation  than  tne  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  afforded 
even  in  his  lengthy  speech.  He  has  dealt 
with  the  Curtin  murder.  I  have  shown 
that  the  character  of  that  murder  was 
known  in  the  month  of  November,  and 
it  was  not  until  the  end  of  January  that 
coercive  legislation  was  announced.  He 
has  dwelt  upon  the  action  of  the  Na- 
tional League ;  I  have  shown  that  that 
action,  in  so  far  as  it  is  objectionable,  as 
tested  by  the  amount  of  "  Boycotting  " 
and  intimidation,  had  been  stationary 
since  October,  and  that  the  greater 
change  that  had  taken  place  took  place 
long  before.  What  appears,  therefore, 
upon  the  undoubted  showing  of  the  fact 
is  this — that  while  the  state  of  Ireland 
was  changing  in  respect  of  crime  and  in- 
timidation, the  late  Government  stood 
calmly  by  with  folded  arms,  and  said  no- 
thing and  did  nothing  that  could  inter- 
fere with  the  then  recently  established 
political  harmony.  It  was  not  till  after 
the  Election  that  the  state  of  thiugs  was 
described  as  intolerable.  Then  it  was 
that  the  late  Government  came  forward 
and  said  that  they  must  have  coercive 
legislation  immediately,  and  that  they 
must  put  aside  all  Business  of  Parlia- 
ment, although,  as  I  have  shown,  no 
change  whatever  had  occurred  in  the 
state  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  anything  in  the  state  of  Ireland 
now  which  we  can  regard  as  conveying 
the  idea  of  a  radical  change.  I  do  not 
donbt  for  a  moment  the  evils  that  mark 
the  social  condition  of  Ireland  with  re- 
ference to  law  and  the  execution  of  jus- 
tice. The  question  between  us  is  a  ques- 
tion of  the  mode  of  meeting  those  evils, 
and  I  own  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
course  pursued  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  of  exasperating  and 
inflaming  passion  and  thwartine  every 
attempt  we  can  make  to  deal  largely 
with  the  Land  Question,  or  with  other 
matters  in  which  Ireland  takes  so  deep 
an  interest,  is  simply  to  aggravate  the 
difficulties  and  dangers  of  the  situation  ; 
certainly  it  can  do  nothing  whatever  in 
any  sense  to  mitigate  or  relieve  them. 
Tet  I  observed  with  some  satisfaction 
that  the  agrarian  crimes,  whieh  ia 
October  were  106,  when  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  saw  no  neces* 
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look  at  this  question  in  a  different  liglit 
from  what  they  had  done  before.     Had 
this  any  effect  upon  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent time  ?    It  could  not  be  denied  that 
this  question  of  Repeal  was  now  spoken 
of  in  every  part  of  Ireland.    "What  was 
the  position  of  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment?    Ireland  at  the  present  time 
consistod,  not  of  a  single  nation,  but  of 
two   distinct    nations  or  nationalities ; 
and,  indeed,  it  might  be  said  to  have 
been   iu  that  condition   for  years   and 
even  centuries  past.     One  of  these  na- 
tions, he  admitted,  was  in  a  majority. 
That  majority,  at  the  present  moment, 
were  looking   forward   with    the   most 
anxious  hope  to  a  measure  which  would 
sever  their  connection  with  this  country, 
as  to  which  they  had  never  concealed 
their  hate.  The  other  nationality,  which 
was  in  a  minority,  looked  with  dread  to 
the  measure  which   would  sever  their 
connection  with  this  country,  to  belong 
to  which  was  their  glory  and  their  pride. 
Ireland  was  in  an  intense  state  of  ten- 
sion, and  social  order  was  very  much 
disturbed,    and    rendered    much    more 
critical  by  this  situation.     He  had  used 
the  words  majority  and  minority,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  pardon  him  if 
he  called  to  mind  the   extent  of  the 
majority  and   of  the    minority.     Hon. 
Members  more  than    once  had   stated 
that  the  Nationalist  Party  in  that  House 
was  five-gixths  of  the  whole  number  of 
Irish  Members  returned.   Would  anyone 
tell  him  that  the  Nationalist  Party  re- 
presented five- sixths  of  the  population? 
It  was  perfectly  clear  that  the  power  of 
a  minority  in  the  country  and  the  extent 
of  its  reprepontation  depended  very  much 
upon  the  way  in  which  it  was  distri- 
buted.    He  contended   that  the  state- 
ment that  the  Nationalist  Party  repre- 
sented five-sixths  of  the  entire  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  had  not  been  proved.    A 
more  accurate  calculation  was  that  the 
minority  was  one-third,  while  the  majority 
was  two-thirds.     Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  had  spoken  of  the  minority 
in  a  somewhat  contemptuous  way  ;  but 
he  could  tell  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
if  they   shared  in  these  feelings  they 
were  holding  them   against  their  own 
kith  and  kin,  seeing  there  was  a  great 
number  of  Scotch  and   English  in  the 
minority.     So   far   from    the    minority 
being  in  any  respects  turbulent,  it  was 
the  most  industrious,  law-abiding,  and 
prosperous  portion  of  the  people.    They 


had  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  town  of 
Belfast.  That  was  a  town  of  which  any 
country  might  well  be  proud.  It  was  by 
the  untiring  industry  of  the  citizens 
that  there  had  been  formed  in  Belfast 
one  of  the  greatest  manufacturing 
centres  in  the  country,  and  this  had 
been  done  in  spite  of  laws  discouraging 
to  their  industry — laws  which,  however, 
had  long  since  passed  away.  He  might 
mention  that  the  minority  in  Ireland — 
as,  perhaps,  the  House  understood — 
was  on  this  question  thoroughly  in 
earnest.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  would  say  that  the  majority 
was  also  in  earnest.  There  had  been  a 
great  deal  said,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  a  great  deal  of  folly  had  been 
spoken,  about  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Paddington.  It  had  been 
said  that  his  noble  Friend  went  to  Bel- 
fast for  the  purpose  of  stirring  up  civil 
war.  His  noble  Friend  was  anxious  to 
meet  that  charge  face  to  face  if  an  op- 
portunity were  given  him.  That  oppor- 
tunity, however,  had  not  been  afforded 
him.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  any 
attack  was  to  be  made  upon  the  noblo 
Lord,  it  would  be  much  better  that  it 
should  be  made  to  his  face,  instead  of 
behind  his  back.  What  was  the  lesson 
that  might  be  drawn  from  the  visit  of 
the  noble  Lord  ?  The  reception  which 
he  got  at  Belfast,  judging  it  by  the  might 
and  majesty  of  numbers  and  the  earnesto 
ness  of  the  people,  was  a  reception  which 
had  probably  never  been  given  tp  a 
statesman  before.  From  all  they  had 
heard,  it  would  be  difficult  to  parallel 
that  reception  by  any  Viceregal  or  Royal 
progress.  They  admired  the  genius  of 
his  noble  Friend,  and  they  acknowledged 
the  fact  that  by  the  exercise  of  his  abili- 
ties he  had  obtained  a  very  commanding 
position  among  public  men.  But  it  was 
not  the  reputation  arising  from  his 
genius  or  position  that  collected  the  vast 
assembly  in  Belfast.  The  greatest 
statesman  that  ever  lived  could  not  have 
drawn  away  artizans  from  their  work- 
shops but  for  a  cause  which  went  to  the 
hearts  of  those  men.  The  great  ques- 
tion of  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union  and  the 
severance  of  the  connection  between 
England  and  Ireland,  which  was  their 
glory,  and  which  stirred  souls  to  their 
inmost  depths,  brought  the  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  workmen  together. 
He  had  stated  that  the  minority  was  iu 
earnest.    How  did  that  reflect  upon  the 
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were  addreaaiBg  friendly  and  sym- 
pathetic  audiences  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  that  if  hon.  Qentlemen  could 
see  the  extraordinary  transformation 
which  took  place  the  moment  they  were 
transplanted  to  their  native  mountains, 
out  of  sight  of  the  Front  Treasury  Bench, 
and  compared  them  with  their  attitude  in 
the  House,  they  would  hardly  believe  that 
the  mild  and  lamb-like  individuals  they 
saw  sitting  below  theOaugway,  speaking 
in  honeyed  accents,  were  the  same  per- 
sons whom  he  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton) 
had  seen  holding  forth  in  places  like 
Cork  and  Elinsale.  In  the  House  they 
were  Vesuvius  in  repose;  in  Ireland 
they  were  Vesuvius  m  eruption.  No 
one  would  guess  that  under  the  tran- 
quil and  placid  exterior  the  fires 
of  Ireland  smothered  within.  He  could 
tell  the  House  that  these  men  were 
now  slumbering  volcanoes.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  produce  extracts 
from  speeches  delivered  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  showing  deli- 
berate intention  to  incite  crime  and  out- 
rage. Those  facts  were  on  record,  and 
it  was  needless  to  repeat  them  ;  but  he 
would  say  that  there  were  many  meet- 
ings held  in  Ireland  where  reporters 
were  not  present,  and  where  the  speakers 
were  not  Kept  back  by  the  fear  of  seeing 
their  speeches  in  print  next  morning, 
where  all  restraint  was  abandoned,  and 
where  it  was  possible  to  sow  the  seeds 
of  crime  in  minds  only  too  ready  to  re- 
ceive them  by  subtle  references.  At 
these  meetings  the  whole  powers  of  the 
speakers  were  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
ignorance  and  excitability  of  their  credu- 
lous audiences  to  the  one  object  of 
stirring  up  their  passions  against  land- 
lords. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  excused  these 
instances,  when  some  of  his  followers 
had  recommended  their  hearers  to  get 
rid  of  their  landlords  by  shooting  them 
like  partridges,  by  saying  that  they  could 
net  put  old  heads  on  young  shoulders. 
He  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton)  should  ima- 
gine that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  included  his  own  head  in  this 
category,  because  there  was  no  one  whose 
utterances  could  be  more  easily  con- 
strued into  an  incitement  to  outrage  and 
crime  than  those  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  Gentlemen  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  disclaimed  that  they  were  in 
any  way  concerned  in  or  responsible  for 
the  outrages  which  had  taken  place  in 
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recent  years  in  Ireland.  Very  probably 
they  would  say  that  their  only  object 
was  to  impress  upon  the  people  of  Ire- 
land a  due  sense  of  the  wrongs  they  suf- 
fered at  the  hands  of  the  needy  and 
exacting  landlords.  Well,  if  they  ac- 
knowledged that,  they  acknowledged 
that  they  were  responsible  for  every 
agrarian  outrage  which  had  taken  place 
of  recent  years  in  Ireland.  In  respect 
of  that  he  would  produce  the  testimony 
of  Archbishop  Walsh,  who,  writing  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  middle  of  last  month, 
and  speaking  of  the  state  of  Ireland, 
said — 

*'  In  point  of  fact,  everv  diBtarbanoe  of  locimi 
order  which  haa  appeared  amongtt  oar  people 
has  arisen  from  a  aenae  of  wrong  entertained 
by  a  large  majority  of  the  occupiers  of  the  soil, 
owing  to  the  merciless  exactions  of  unfeeling  or 
extravagant  landlords.** 

['^  Hear,  hear ! "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  ap- 
plauded the  sentiment ;  but  it  was  a 
mere  sense  of  wrong  that  was  enter- 
tained ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  had  done  everything  in  their 
power  to  foster  and  promote  it.  Now, 
when  they  considered  this,  and  when 
they  coupled  it  with  the  connection  which 
undoubtedly  existed  in  the  mind  of  every 
Irishman,  and  which,  he  confessed,  the 
present  Government  had  done  every- 
thing in  their  power  to  confirm,  that 
as  long  as  they  were  peaceful  and  law- 
abiding  their  claims  would  be  ignored, 
and  that  the  only  way  to  enforce  the 
recollection  of  their  grievances  on  the 
British  Government  was  by  the  perpe- 
tration of  crime  and  outrage,  was  it  to 
be  wondered  at  that  the  Irish  people 
resorted  to  crime  and  outrage?  The 
Prime  Minister  had  produced  figures  to 
show  that  crime  haa  not  been  on  the 
increase  since  the  expiration  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  [''  No,  no !  '*]  He  begged 
pardon  —  since  the  Election.  At  all 
events,  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way claimed  that  crime  had  not  been  on 
the  increase  since  the  expiration  of  the 
Crimes  Act ;  and  what  else  were  they 
told  by  the  same  Gentlemen — that  crime 
had  not  been  on  the  increase,  because  it 
had  been  sunerseded  by  the  safer  and 
more  effectual  method  of  *'  Boycotting.*' 
["No,  no!*']  It  certainly  bad  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  that  "  Boycotting  "  was  a 
safety  valve  for  crime,  and  that  so  long 
as    "Boycotting"    was  unchecked,  ao 
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matter  when  compared  with  the  advan- 
tage that  would  arise  if  they  could  ob- 
tain such  an  assurance  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  he  asked  for,  upon  which  would 
depend  the  future  peace  and  safety  of 
the  State. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  this  House  is  unwilling  to  entertain  Estimates 
for  the  Civil  Establishments  in  Ireland  before 
being  placed  in  possession  of  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to  pursue  for 
the  restoration  and  maintenance  of  social  order 
in  that  Country/* — {Mr.  HolnuSy) 

— instead  thereof. 

Cluestion  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  ;  Sir,  I 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  I  perfectly  understand 
the  modest  request  at  the  close  of  his 
speech,  when  he  asked  the  Government 
for  some  guidance.  The  meaning  of 
that  is  that  he  intends  and  desires  that 
we  should  proclaim  the  principles  and 
basis  of  the  measures  which  we  hope  to 
frame  and  introduce  without  being  able 
either  to  state  the  reasons  upon  which 
they  will  be  founded  or  the  particulars 
by  which  they  will  be  adjusted  to  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland,  and  that  by 
an  imprudence  of  that  kind  on  our  part 
he  considers,  after  the  irresistible  speech 
he  has  delivered,  it  will  be  no  longer 
possible  for  us  to  evade  a  declaration, 
and  he  and  his  Friends  will  be  in  a 
condition  to  undertake  more  pilgrimages 
to  the  North  of  Ireland,  of  which  we 
recently  had  a  conspicuous  example, 
and  that  in  the  course  of  those  pilgrim- 
ages they  will  be  able  to  offer  the  kind 
of  contribution  which  we  have  had  to- 
night from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  towards  the  settlement  of  the 
great  question  of  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland.  Sir,  I  do  not  take  credit  to 
myself  for  any  great  sagacity.  [^Laugh- 
ter from  the  Opposition.']  I  am  delighted 
to  be  agreed  with  those  Gentlemen ; 
there  is  nothing  that  pleases  me  more 
than  to  find  myself  in  perfect  harmony 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  remark- 
able for  their  experience,  for  their 
wisdom,  and  for  all  their  other  high 
statesmanlike  qualities.  But,  without 
giving  credit  to  myself  for  any  great 
sagacity,  I  may»   perhaps,  not  betray 


undue  presumption  in  saying  that  I  am 
not  such  a  simpleton  in  the  position  that 
I  occupy  as  to  be  led  away  by  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
complains  of  us  that  he  cannot  hear  our 
views.  He  hoped  that  we  were  going 
to  attend  to  the  social  condition  of  Ire- 
land. AVhy,  upon  the  very  first  occasion 
that  we  occupied  this  seat  he  was  told  in 
language  I  should  have  thought  plain — 
but  there  are  none  so  deaf  as  those  who 
will  not  hear,  none  so  ignorant  as  those 
who  will  not  understand — that  the  social 
condition  of  Ireland  was  the  very  first  of 
all  the  questions  that  attracted  and 
fastened  our  attention  from  the  first 
moment  of  our  entrance  into  Office,  and 
that  attention  has  been  maintained  with- 
out intermission  down  to  the  time  at  which 
I  speak.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  I  may  observe,  has  not  said 
one  single  word  upon  the  subject  of  his 
own  Motion.  His  feelings  entirely  drew 
him  off,  and  caused  him  to  forget  the 
proposition  upon  which  we  are  invited  to 
agree.  I  may  say,  paying  attention  to 
the  paper  put  into  my  hands  this  morn- 
ing, I  saw  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Major 
Saunderson)  had  given  Notice  of  a  Mo- 
tion taking  precedence  of  that  now 
made,  and  declaring  that  the  condition 
of  Ireland  is  such  as  to  require  the  im- 
mediate attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, with  the  object  of  restoring 
the  authority  of  the  law.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member.  He  thought  ho 
could  improve  upon  it,  and  no  doubt  he 
had  the  assistance  of  the  statesmanlike 
qualities  and  collective  wisdom  always 
to  be  found  on  that  Bench.  But  how 
did  he  recommend  his  Motion  ?  Instead 
of  merely  saying  in  a  plain  and  intel- 
ligible fashion  that  this  was  an  urgent 
matter,  he  resorted  to  the  ultima  ratio 
of  Parliament,  and  threatened  us  with  a 
partial  stoppage  of  Supply.  That  is  an 
extreme  remedy  which  the  House  of 
Commons  possesses,  and  which  it  ap- 
plies, or  might  apply,  when  the  obstinacy 
of  a  Government  in  its  adherence  to 
Office  or  to  a  particular  policy  is  so  per- 
verse or  extreme  that  nothing  can  be 
done  but  to  stop  Supply.  But  surely 
this  is  not  a  case  to  warrant  resort  to 
this  extreme  remedy.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  we  have 


1955  Maintenance  of 


{COMMONS}        Social  Order  {Ireland).      1956 


tion  other  grave  facts,  they  had  every 
reason  to  believe  would  in  itself  prove 
ridiculous  and  incompetent,  and  make 
Ireland  the  laughing-stock  of  the  civi- 
lized world. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  said, 
that,  as  an  Englishman  who  had  spent 
many  years  in  Ireland  and  had  thus 
acquired  a  considerable  knowledge  of 
the  Irish  character,  he  felt  that  it  was 
his  duty  to  make  a  few  observations 
iipon  this  question,  especially  as  the 
House  had  heard  a  great  deal  in  refer- 
ence  to  it  from  hon.  Members  who  had 
no  acquaintance  whatever  with  that 
country.  At  the  present  moment  an  ex- 
ceptional state  of  things  prevailed  in 
Ireland.  The  Queen's  writs  did  not  run 
in  that  country,  and  the  people  were 
practically  at  the  mercy  of  the  National 
League.  The  National  League  had 
ramifications  all  over  Ireland — a  fact  for 
which  the  landlords  themselves  were 
greatly  to  blame.  When  the  National 
League  first  came  into  power  the  land- 
lords should  have  called  attention  to  the 
power  that  was  gradually  overspreading 
the  country,  and  to  the  growth  of  a 
tyranny  under  which  people  were  prohi- 
bited from  entering  into  free  contracts 
and  from  discharging  the  ordinary  duties 
of  life.  The  Irish  Question  ought  to  be 
approached  from  a  National  and  not 
from  a  Party  point  of  view.  To  show 
how  little  he  was  biased  by  Party  con- 
siderations in  reference  to  this  subject, 
he  might  say  that  when  he  found  that 
the  late  Gh)vernment  had  made  no  state- 
ment in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  of 
their  intention  to  proclaim  the  National 
League,  he  wrote  to  his  friends  in  Ire- 
land asking  them  to  communicate  to  him 
facts  with  regard  to  the  condition  of 
things  in  that  country  which  were  within 
their  own  knowledge,  so  that  he  might 
have  materials  for  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  subject  at  an  early 
date.  In  response  to  that  invitation  he 
had  received  a  large  number  of  very 
valuable  communications  which  showed 
that  the  landlords  could  not  g^t  their 
rents  from  their  tenants,  and  that  even 
those  tenants  who  were  in  a  position  to 
pay  and  who  were  willing  to  pay  their 
rents  were  prevented  by  the  National 
League  from  doing  so.  The  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  had  arrogated  to  himself  the 
right  of  determining  which  of  the  writs  '. 
from  Her  Majesty's  Courts  of  Justice  I 
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should  be  permitted  to  run,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  ready  also  to  prevent  the  mortgagees 
from  foreclosing  on  those  estates  on 
which  the  landlords  were  prevented 
from  meeting  their  obligations  in  conse- 
quence of  his  action  ?  In  one  of  the 
letters  which  he  had  received  from  Ire- 
land it  was  stated  that  the  people  had 
cut  down  the  woods  on  the  estate  and 
had  burned  the  timber,  and  had  threat- 
ened to  out  off  the  ears  of  the  agent 
if  he  interfered.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Where  has  that  taken  place  ?]  Not  being 
anxious  that  any  person's  ears  should  be 
cut  off,  he  must  decline  to  give  names 
or  places.  Just  before  coming  down  to 
that  House  to-day  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  an  officer  in  the  Army  asking 
for  the  loan  of  £25,  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  in  want  of  almost  the  necessaries 
of  life  in  consequence  of  the  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  on  his  Irish  estates.  In 
May  next  a  large  number  of  loans  would 
become  due,  and  if  the  Queen's  writs 
were  not  to  run  in  Ireland  the  landlords 
would  be  totally  unable  to  meet  their 
obligations.  In  his  opinion,  the  Irish 
people  had  not  been  properly  treated. 
The  votes  of  the  Irish  people  ought  to 
be  disregarded  and  justice  ought  to  be 
done,  not  only  to  the  tenants,  but  \o  the 
landlords.  The  question  bad  been  raised 
as  to  whether  Ireland  should  have  Home 
Eule ;  and  he  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther hon.  Members  were  prepared  to 
hand  over  to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  the  actual  manipulation  of  the 
affairs  of  that  country  ?  He  might  say 
that  whatever  Government  suppressed 
the  National  League,  which  body  was  a 
disgrace  to  Ireland  and  also  to  this 
country,  they  would  have  his  support, 
and  if  the  present  Government  brought 
forward  effectual  measures  to  uphold 
Her  Majesty's  authority  in  Ireland  he 
was  sure  they  would  have  a  much  larger 
majority  than  they  now  had  in  that 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  stated  that  he 
was  prepared  to  protect  the  Protestanta 
of  Ireland  as  well  as  the  Catholics  in  the 
event  of  a  Home  Eule  measure  being 
passed.  He  had  no  doubt  that  that  was 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  intention,  fiut 
there  was  an  old  saying  ''that  he  who 
pays  the  pipercalU  the  tune,"  and  though 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  very  use- 
ful to  the  people  who  now  emploved 
him,  still  the  moment  he  ceased  to  play 
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and  so  ludicrous  that  he  must  indeed 
have  a  mean  opinion  of  the  understand- 
ing of  this  House  if  he  believes  that 
here  it  can  pass  muster  for  a  moment. 
The  right  Hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  told  us  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment on  the  21st  of  January 
had  made  up  its  mind  to  propose 
repressive  criminal  legislation  for  Ire- 
land. I  am  not  misrepresenting  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
stating  that  to  have  been  the  clear  de- 
claration that  he  has  made.  In  the  first 
place,  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  possible 
to  reconcile  that  declaration  with  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Queen's  Speech,  which  was 
"that  there  had  been  during  the  last 
year  no  marked  increase  of  serious 
crime;''  and  still  less  is  it  possible  to 
reconcile  that  declaration  with  the  ex- 
press and  explicit  words  of  the  rip^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bristol 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  who,  on  the 
21st  of  January,  speaking  in  this  House, 
used  these  words  in  addressing  us — 

'*  Whether  it  is  possihle  to  deal  with  the  oat- 
rages  and  social  disorders  hy  any  farther  appli- 
cation  of  the  powers  of  the  ordinary  law,  or 
whether  it  is  nocesaary  for  the  Govornmont  to 
ask  Parliament  to  confer  on  the  Executive 
additional  powers,  are  questions  which  ** — 

what  ?  which  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  been  decided?  No; 
but— 

•  *  are  questions  which  will  receive  the  imme- 
diate and  earnest  attention  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westminster** — (3  San^ 
sard,  [302]  128.) 

who  at  that  time  had  undertaken  a  mis- 
sion to  Ireland,  and  on  whose  Boport  the 
decision  of  the  late  Government  was  to 
depend.  Now,  Sir,  my  contention  is  that 
these  statements,  both  proceeding  from 
very  high  authority,  are  in  flat,  absolute, 
diametrical  contradiction.  And  then 
comes  the  futile  excuse  which  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  has  been 
bold  enough  to  palm  upon  us.  He  said 
it  was  impossible  to  make  the  announce- 
ment, because  there  was  to  be  a  change 
in  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland.  But 
why  should  that  make  it  impossible  ? 
Was  there  no  other  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
be  found  ?  I  could  have  understood  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he 
had  gone  a  little  further  into  the  facts, 
and  told  us  that  the  mind  of  Lord  Car- 
narvon, a  humane,  honourable,  and  in- 
telligent man,  was  so  struck  by  his  ex- 
perience in  Ireland  that  he  was  no  longer 


willing  to  be  a  party  to  a  policy  of  re- 
pression. But  to  tell  us  simply  that 
because  there  was  to  be  a  change  in  the 
hands  that  were  to  wield  the  Executive 
power  in  Ireland,  therefore  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  could  not  be  announced,  is 
to  propound  to  us  that  which  would  not 
pass  muster  in  the  lowest  class  in  a  na- 
tional school.  It  seems  to  be  forgotten 
that  besides  Lord^  Carnarvon  there  was 
somebody  else  in  the  Cabinet — another 
Irishman,  a  most  distinguished  Irish- 
man, whose  able  exertions  in  this  House 
we  shall  not  lightly  forget — I  mean  Lord 
Ashbourne.  Why  was  not  his  presence 
in  the  Cabinet  sufficient  to  enable  the 
Cabinet  to  bridge  over  this  vital  interval, 
and  to  maintain  some  continuity  of  ideas 
between  the  day  when  Lord  Carnarvon 
held  Office  and  the  day  on  which  he  did 
not  ?  Now,  Sir,  I  will  say  a  word  more 
as  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's defence  of  this  extraordinary  Mo- 
tion, in  which,  because  we  have  been 
cruelly  and  unjustly  punishing  Ireland 
by  keeping  her  in  painful  suspense,  he 
proposes  further  to  punish  her  by  stop- 
ping the  action  of  the  Civil  Service 
of  that  country.  There  is  much  more 
to  be  said  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  than 
that.  It  is  a  speech  for  the  immediate 
application  of  coercive  legislation  to 
Ireland.  I  hope  I  shall  speak  intel- 
ligibly, even  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  when  I  tell  him  that  to  such 
a  purpose  we  will  be  no  party.  I  will 
go  further,  and  say  that  it  is  my  firm 
conviction  that  if  the  late  Government 
had  been  enabled  by  continuance  in 
Office  to  make  their  proposals,  the  effect 
of  their  attempt  to  pass  them  through 
this  House  would,  under  the  actual  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland,  have  led  to  no- 
thing but  disastrous  Parliamentary  dis- 
comfiture. But,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  besides  making  such 
a  plea,  has  made  it  with  aocompanimonts 
on  which  I  must  offer  an  observation. 
He  has  spoken,  especially  in  the  last 

fortion  of  his  speech,  of  the  condition  of 
reland,  and  of  the  relations  of  one  set 
of  Irishmen  to  another  set  of  Irishmen, 
and  the  only  proper  mode  of  dealing 
with  Ireland  in  such  a  case  is  to  stir  up 
again  every  ancient  controversy,  to  ag- 
gravate and  inflame  every  animosity, 
and  to  show  us  more  clearly,  if  possible, 
than  we  see  it  already,  that  if  there  is 
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been  four  weeks  in  Office ;  that  is  rather 
an  exaggerated  statement  of  the  case. 
But  we  are  certainly  approachiug,  I  be- 
lieve, the  completion  of  four  weeks. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  right 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  finds  it 
necessary  to  briog  out  of  the  armoury 
of  Parliament  this  very  formidable 
weapon,  and  threatens  the  Crown  with 
withholding  the  Supplies  necessary  for 
the  Public  Service.  And  what  does  he 
propose  to  do?  He  proposes — and  I 
do  not  wonder  that  he  said  nothing  upon 
bis  Motion,  for  it  may  have  dawned  upon 
him  that  it  was  totally  indefensible— h6 
proposes  to  withhold  the  Irish  portion  of 
the  Supplies.  Was  there  ever  a  proceed- 
ing that  could  be  called,  by  those  who 
criticize  Ireland,  more  Irish?  What 
portion  of  the  coimtry  is  it  that  is  suffer- 
ing from  the  present  misconduct  and 
neglect  of  Her  Majesty's  Government? 
It  is  poor  Ireland.  As  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  tells  us,  the  con- 
dition is  intolerable,  and  is  becoming 
worse  and  worse  every  day ;  and  in  that 
ttato  of  facts  the  prescription  offered  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  amend  the  state  of  Ireland  is  that  he 
adds  to  this  condition  of  things,  already 
intolerable,  the  stoppage  of  all  the  ser- 
vices necessary  to  work  the  social 
machinery.  This,  I  think,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ought  in 
some  degree  to  have  explained  in  the 
course  of  his  speech.  The  House  will 
remember  that,  instead  of  withholding 
our  views,  we  made  to  the  House  a  most 
important  declaration  —  a  declaration 
that,  after  reviewing  the  social  state  of 
Ireland,  we  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  at  the  juncture  at  which  we  stood 
we  should  not  be  justified  in  proposing 
to  supply  the  defects  of  social  order  in 
Ireland,  whatever  they  may  be,  by 
means  of  special  repressive  legislation, 
but  that  it  was  our  duty  to  search  out 
more  positive,  substantive,  remedial 
measures,  and  to  present  them  to  Par- 
liament at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
consistent  with  the  due  consideration  of 
matters  of  such  complexity  and  such 
difficulty.  I  have  said,  and  I  must  re- 
peat it,  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  found  my  language  so 
hard  to  understand.  That  is  a  stereo- 
typed method  of  proceeding.  It  is  well 
known,  I  think,  that  I  have  been  more 
than  a  half  a  century  in  public  life ;  that 
I  have  spoken  a  great  deal ;  and  that  I 
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was  never  able  to  say  anything  which 
my  countrymen  were  able  to  under8t4uid. 
No  doubt  that  is  a  natural  defect  on  mj 
part,  which  I  am  afraid  it  is  too  late  for 
me  to  hope  to  remedy  ;  but  this  I  hare 
said,  which  appears  to  me  to  he  not 
wholly  unintelligible — that  there  are 
three  questions  before  us  in  regard  to 
the  condition  of  Ireland — the  first,  that 
of  social  order ;  the  second,  the  qneetioa 
of  the  land ;  and  the  third,  the  questioQ 
of  the  future  government  of  Irelaod. 
These  three  questions  are  so  entwined 
together  that  I  defy  the  wit  of  man  to 
disjoin  them  ;  and  we  hope  to  get  at  the 
question  of  social  order,  as  I  have  said, 
not  by  the  specific  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — namely,  repreauTe 
criminal  legislation — but  by  positive  and 
substantial  measures  relating  to  the 
other  two  branches  of  the  subject. 
Well,  Sir,  is  it  really  to  be  said  that 
Ireland  has  suffered  horribly  from  the 
delay  in  the  announcement  of  oar  plans? 
Why  are  our  plans  so  late  ?  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  what  is  the  time  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  for  the  purpose 
of  preparing  plans  dealing  with  sub- 
jects so  large,  so  vital,  and  so  difficslt 
It  ought  to  have  at  least  three  monthi 
— three  clear  unembarrassed  months— 
before  the  Session  of  Parliament  Whj 
were  we  deprived  of  that  opportunitr? 
Three  months.  Sir,  there  could  not  hare 
been ;  but  there  was  a  considerable  time 
between  the  first  week  of  December,  ia 
which  the  Elections  were  decided,  aad 
the  Queen's  Speech  on  the  2l5t  of 
January.  I  do  not  censure  the  late  Go> 
vornment  when  they  departed  itom  t 
course  of  precedent  uniform  since  18^ 
and  first  established  by  Lord  Beaeons* 
field ;  because  when  I  saw  250  Gentl^ 
men  determined  to  meet  Parliament  m 
the  Government  of  the  country,  I  f^ 
surely  these  men  have,  and  mean  to 
have,  a  policy  for  Ireland.  They  bwr 
and  they  knew,  that  the  last  support  I 
could  give  them  was  at  their  conuDfto*^* 
[Ironical  cheers  from  the  Oppotitiv^^  ^ 
do  not  say  that  the  Gentlemen  whom  I 
see  cheering  me  knew  it,  but  I  say  thai 
the  late  Government  knew  it.  It  i« » 
that  way,  Sir,  that  time  has  been  lokt 
if  time  has  been  lost.  And  how  wa*  u 
spent  by  the  late  Government  ?  Well 
it  was  spent  in  a  hopeless  attempt  to 
consider  the  state  of  Ireland ;  and  th* 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  t^ 
night  has  given  ua  an  excuae  so  fooii 
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November.  There  was  thus  plenty  of 
time,  aided  by  the  glaring  light  of  the 
Curtia  murder,  to  exhibit  to  the  country 
the  condition  of  Ireland  at  that  time, 
and  to  announce  to  the  country  at  the 
Elections  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  that  condition  in  the 
manner  in  which  alone  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  conceives  it  can 
be  dealt  with — namely,  by  establishing 
repressive  legislation.  Where,  then,  were 
the  declarations  of  the  Government  after 
the  occurrence  of  the  Cartin  murder? 
Such  sentiments  as  we  have  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to-night  were  not  forthcoming  at  all. 
But  other  declarations  were  forthcoming 
after  the  Curt  in  murder,  and  yet  before 
the  Elections;  for,  unless  I  am  much 
mistaken— I  did  not  copy  out  the  words 
of  the  sentence,  but  they  were  supplied 
me — a  speech  was  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  on  the  20th  of 
November  at  Birmingham,  a  week  after 
the  Curtin  murder.  What  said  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  20th  of  November  ?  I  hope 
he  has  been  correctly  reported ;  but  he 
is  here  to  correct  the  statement  if  it  is 
inaccurate.  On  the  20th  of  November 
the  noble  Lord  is  reported  to  have  spoken 
thus — 

**  We  undertook  on  accepting  Office  that  we 
would  endeavour  to  govern  Ireland  and  pre- 
serve  order  by  the  samo  laws  with  which  we 
preserve  order  in  England,  and  that  we  would 
endeavour  to  do  without  the  abridgements  of 
liberty  which  Mr.  Gladstone  has  found  neces- 
sary. I  venture  to  say  that  up  to  the  present 
date  that  decision  has  been  abundantly  justified. 
Although  there  has  been  one  or  two  outrages  of 
a  serious  character,  on  the  >fhoIe  crime  and 
outrage  in  Ireland  have  greatly  diminished.*' 

Now,  Sir,  first  of  all,  I  call  attention  to 
that  speech  j  and,  secondly,  I  will  say 
how  far  it  is  true  that  crime  and  outrage 
in  Ireland  had  greatly  diminished.  Ac- 
cording to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — and  upon  this  subject  he 
practised  a  somewhat  prudent  reserve — 
it  may  be  clearly  inferred  to  be  his  be- 
lief that  in  June  and  July  last  the  late 
Government  were  justified  in  abandon- 
ing the  Crimes  Act.  He  has  not  said 
*  <Aye  "  to  that  proposition,  but  neither  has 
he  said  '*  No ;  "  and  as  he  is  a  Gentleman 
so  much  alive  to  the  value  of  clear  and 
perspicuous  speech,  no  doubt  he  is  pre- 
pared to  sustain  the  inference  which  this 
raises.  I  assume  that  he  thinks  the  late 
Goyemment  were  justified  in  abandon- 


ing the  Crimes  Act,  because  he  says 
there  was  nothing  for  which  they  were 
so  much  attacked.  I  do  not  know  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  in  this  House  at  the  time  the  an- 
nouncement was  made.  But  my  recol- 
lection is  that  no  attack  whatever  was 
made  on  them  unless  by  some  of  their 
own  Friends.  For  myself,  I  gave  them 
every  encouragement.  I  thought  the 
experiment  was  rash ;  but  I  cordially 
wished  it  success,  and  nothing  would 
have  been  more  delightful  if  we  had 
found  that  we  had  been  demonstrably 
wrong  in  the  intention  which  we  had  pre- 
viously formed.  Since  that  a  greatchange 
has  taken  place — according  to  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland — a  great 
change  in  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and 
a  great  change  in  the  views  and  inten- 
tions of  the  late  Government.  "When 
did  the  two  changes  occur  ?  It  is  ob- 
vious that  down  to  the  Elections  not  the 
faintest  intimation  was  conveyed  by  the 
late  Government  of  the  failure  of  their 
scheme.  [Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach: 
It  was  intimated.]  Such  an  intimation 
was  conveyed !  Liet  us  hear  it,  and  in 
the  meantime  I  stand  not  upon  an  in- 
timation, but  upon  a  declaration,  a 
solemn  asseveration  made  on  November 
20  by  the  noble  Lord  that  the  decision 
of  the  Government  had  been  abundantly 
justified.  But  now  the  charge  against 
us  is  that  we  do  not  immediately  resort 
to  repressive  criminal  legislation.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
there  has  been  a  fatal  change.  When 
did  that  change  take  place  ?  When  did 
the  increase  of  outrages  and  of  **  Boy- 
cotting "  occur  ?  It  is  idle  to  take  the 
mere  fact  of  the  multiplication  of  the 
branches  of  the  National  League  with- 
out reference  to  the  work  which  those 
branches  are  accused  of  doing.  We 
have  a  test  of  the  efficiency  of  whatever 
is  evil  in  the  working  of  those  branches 
in  the  amount  of  **  Boycotting"  in  the 
country.  What  is  the  history  of  **  Boy- 
cotting "  in  Ireland  ?  Conveyed  in  very 
few  words  indeed,  in  the  month  of  May, 
before  Lord  Spencer  retired,  there  were, 
according  to  ofiB.cial  Returnp,  53  indivi- 
duals under  the  unmitigated  proscription 
of  ^'Boycotting"  and  174  under  the  partial 
proscription,  making  227  in  all.  What 
was  the  state  of  things  in  October,  three 
months  after  the  retirement  of  Lord 
Spencer,  and  at  the  time  when,  as  the 
noble  Lord  tells  us,  the  decision  had  been 
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how  crime  was  brought  about  in  Ireland. 
He  said — 

*'  Half  a  Bcore  of  men  met  in  secret ;  the 
leader  tells  them  that  Ireland  has  been  too  lonar 
trampled  upon  by  such  men  as  A.  6.,  that  it  is 
time  to  throw  off  the  yoke  of  landlords  and 
tyrants.  Three  of  them  are  sworn  to  shoot 
A.  B. ;  they  armed  themselves  and  find  their 
opportunity ;  and  wo  read  of  another  brutal 
murder.  This  is  the  type  of  transaction  which 
has  exasperated  England  during  the  last  two 
years.** 

That  passage  appeared  in  TTie  Nineteenth 
Century,  November,  1882,  and  the  writer 
was  **  John  Morley."  He  (Mr.  Johnston) 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  en- 
tertained the  same  views  on  that  grave 
question  at  the  present  moment.  It  was 
not  the  landlords  and  agents  principally, 
but  the  farmers  and  labourers,  Bom  an 
Catholics  more  than  Protestants,  who  were 
the  victims  ;  and  the  description  given  in 
The  Nineteenth  Cefiturif  was  strictly  and 
literally  true.  He  (Mr.  Johnston),  al- 
though an  Orangeman,  would  give  per- 
fect liberty  to  his  fellow  Boman  Catho- 
lics, and  in  the  matters  affecting  their 
welfare  he  would  show  no  Party  feeling 
in  that  House.  He  regretted  to  think 
that  there  was  too  much  truth  in  the 
statement  made  recently  by  a  priest  in 
Dublin  to  a  Correspondent  of  The  New 
York  Nation,  when  he  said — 

•*  1*11  tell  you  what,  there  is  no  use  in  your 
talking  of  moderation  or  reconcilement  with 
England.  They  hate  as,  and  we  hate  them. 
So  long  as  I  have  the  power  1*11  work  and  I'll 
work  for  Home  Rule ;  and  then  I'd  work  and 


and  whatever  else  might  bring  about 
that  happy  result,  he  was  quite  sure  that 
coercion  was  not  going  to  do  it.  If  coer- 
cion would  make  a  country  happy  and 
prosperous,  Ireland  ought  to  be  in  that 
condition,  for  there  was  no  country  that 
he  kneW)  except  such  as  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  be  under  the  rule  of  the  Turks, 
that  had  ever  had  so  much  of  it.  Yot 
Ireland  stood  in  a  position  of  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Johnston) 
was  ashamed  —  and  so  was  he  —  and 
he  should  continue  to  be  ashamed  till 
every  wrong  under  which  that  coun- 
try suffered  had  been  removed.  What 
had  tended  more  than  anything  else  to 
cause  the  evils  under  which  Ireland  la- 
boured were  the  efforts  made  by  some 
people,  including  certain  hon.  Members, 
to  fan  the  flames  of  religious  bigotiy. 
The  attempt  to  fan  the  flames  of  religious 
bigotry  and  hate  would  not  promote 
peace  and  prosperity.  Such  speeches 
as  those  delivered  lately  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  would  have  just 
the  opposite  effect.  Another  thing  that 
would  not  promote  peace  and  prosperity 
was  to  have  one  policy  before  the  elec- 
tions and  another  after.  That  would  not 
only  not  promote  peace  and  prosperity, 
but  it  would  tend  to  destroy  confidence  in 
public  men  by  the  vacillating  policy  that 
had  been  pursued.  [  Oppoeiiion  chetreS] 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  wanted 
proofs  of  that,  he  would  not  have  to  go 


Pd  strive  for  separation;  and  then  I'd  work    further  than  tho  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 


and  I'd  strive  for  the  destruction  of  the  British 
Empire.*' 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  from 
time  to  time  introduced  measures  for 


ber  for  South  Paddington.  Ireland  had 
been  lately  invited  to  express  its  opi- 
nions in  a  Constitutional  way,  and 
having  so  done  he,  as  a  Liberal,  main- 


the  paci6cation  of  Ireland  and  the  con-  tained  that  those  opinions  ought  to  bo 
ciliation  of  the  people.  With  such  a  I  listened  to.  There  were  only  two  ways 
people  conciliation  was  out  of  the  ques- .  in  which  a  nation  could  express  its  views 
tion  and  impossible.  Some  of  those  — the  one  being  the  Constitutional  way, 
measures  for  the  amelioration  of  the '  and  the  other  illegal,  and  a  way  that 
condition  of  the  tenantry  had  his  sup- '  would  bring  disgrace  upon  any  country, 
port  in  1870.  But  each  measure  seemed  In  no  way  could  a  country  be  brought 
to  be  attended  with  disastrous  failure,  into  greater  misfortune  in  crime  — 
and  tho  Irreconcilables  would  take  his  namel)',  the  refusal  to  listen  to  its  Con* 
measures  to-day  and  work  for  the  de-  stitutionally  •  expressed  opinions.  Ire- 
Btruction  of  the  £mpire  to-morrow.  land  had  sent  her  Representatives  to  the 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  said,  they '  House  of  Commons  to  express  her  views; 
could  not  get  rid  of  the  wrongs  and  in-  and  while  he  did  not  say  that  the  House 
juries  of  two  centuries  in  the  short  space '  was  bound  to  agree  with  them,  he  did 
of  years  that  that  Parliament  had  been  say  that  it  ought  to  hear  them.  He  en- 
working  in  the  right  direction.  In  deal-  tered  a  serious  protest  against  the  senti- 
ing  with  Ireland  they  ought  to  aim  at  ment  that  Ireland  was  to  be  governed 
the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country,   against  her  own  will,  and  as  a  Liberal 

Mr,  Johnston  ' 
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November.  There  wa8  thus  plenty  of 
time,  aided  by  the  glaring  light  of  the 
CurtiQ  murder,  to  exhibit  to  the  country 
the  condition  of  Ireland  at  that  time, 
and  to  announce  to  the  country  at  the 
Elections  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  that  condition  in  the 
manner  in  which  alone  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  conceives  it  can 
be  dealt  with — namely,  by  establishing 
repressive  legislation.  Where,  then,  were 
the  declarations  of  the  Government  after 
the  occurrence  of  the  Curtin  murder? 
Such  sentiments  as  we  have  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to-night  were  not  forthcoming  at  all. 
But  other  declarations  were  forthcoming 
after  the  Curtin  murder,  and  yet  before 
the  Elections;  for,  unless  I  am  much 
mistaken— I  did  not  copy  out  the  words 
of  the  sentence,  but  they  were  supplied 
me — a  speech  was  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  on  the  20th  of 
November  at  Birmingham,  a  week  after 
the  Curtin  murder.  What  said  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  20th  of  November  ?  I  hope 
he  has  been  correctly  reported ;  but  he 
is  here  to  correct  the  statement  if  it  is 
inaccurate.  On  the  20th  of  November 
the  noble  Lord  is  reported  to  have  spoken 
thus — 

*'  We  undertook  on  acoepting  Office  that  we 
would  endeavour  to  govern  Ireland  and  pre- 
serve order  by  the  same  laws  with  which  we 
preserve  order  in  England,  and  that  we  would 
endeavour  to  do  without  the  abridgements  of 
liberty  which  Mr.  Qladstone  has  found  neces- 
sary. I  venture  to  say  that  up  to  the  present 
date  that  decision  has  been  abundantly  justified. 
Although  there  has  been  one  or  two  outrages  of 
a  serious  character,  on  the  whole  crime  and 
outrage  in  Ireland  have  greatly  diminished.*' 

Now,  Sir,  first  of  all,  I  call  attention  to 
that  speech ;  and,  secondly,  I  will  say 
how  far  it  is  true  that  crime  and  outrage 
in  Ireland  had  greatly  diminished.  Ac- 
cording to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — and  upon  this  subject  he 
practised  a  somewhat  prudent  reserve — 
it  may  be  clearly  inferred  to  be  his  be- 
lief that  in  June  and  July  last  the  late 
Government  were  justified  in  abandon- 
ing the  Crimes  Act.  He  has  not  said 
'^Aye ''  to  that  proposition,  but  neither  has 
he  said  "  No ;  '  and  as  he  is  a  Gentleman 
so  much  alive  to  the  value  of  clear  and 
perspicuous  speech,  no  doubt  he  is  pre- 
pared to  sustain  the  inference  which  this 
raises.  I  assume  that  he  thinks  the  late 
Government  were  justified  in  abandon- 


ing the  Crimes  Act,  because  he  says 
there  was  nothing  for  which  they  were 
so  much  attacked.  I  do  not  know  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  in  this  House  at  the  time  the  an- 
nouncement was  made.  But  my  recol- 
lection is  that  no  attack  whatever  was 
made  on  them  unless  by  some  of  their 
own  Friends.  For  myself,  I  gave  them 
every  encouragement.  I  thought  the 
experiment  was  rash;  but  I  cordially 
wished  it  success,  and  nothing  would 
have  been  more  delightful  if  we  had 
found  that  we  had  been  demonstrably 
wrong  in  the  intention  which  we  had  pre- 
viously formed.  Since  that  a  greatchange 
has  taken  place — according  to  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland — a  great 
change  in  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and 
a  great  change  in  the  views  and  inten- 
tions of  the  late  Government.  When 
did  the  two  changes  occur  ?  It  is  ob- 
vious that  down  to  the  Elections  not  the 
faintest  intimation  was  conveyed  by  the 
late  Government  of  the  failure  of  their 
scheme.  [Sir  Michael  Hioes-Beaoh: 
It  was  intimated.]  Such  an  intimation 
was  conveyed !  Liet  us  hear  it,  and  in 
the  meantime  I  stand  not  upon  an  in- 
timation, but  upon  a  declaration,  a 
solemn  asseveration  made  on  November 
20  by  the  noble  Lord  that  the  decision 
of  the  Government  had  been  abundantly 
justified.  But  now  the  charge  against 
us  is  that  we  do  not  immediately  resort 
to  repressive  criminal  legislation.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
there  has  been  a  fatal  change.  When 
did  that  change  take  place  ?  When  did 
the  increase  of  outrages  and  of ''Boy- 
cotting'' occur?  It  is  idle  to  take  the 
mere  fact  of  the  multiplication  of  the 
branches  of  the  National  League  with- 
out reference  to  the  work  which  those 
branches  are  accused  of  doing.  We 
have  a  test  of  the  efficiency  of  whatever 
is  evil  in  the  working  of  those  branches 
in  the  amount  of  **  Boycotting"  in  the 
country.  What  is  the  history  of  **  Boy- 
cotting "  in  Ireland  ?  Conveyed  in  very 
few  words  indeed,  in  the  month  of  May, 
before  Lord  Spencer  retired,  there  were, 
according  to.  ofiB.cial  Beturnp,  53  indivi- 
duals under  the  unmitigated  proscription 
of  Boycotting  "  and  1 74  under  the  partial 
proscription,  making  227  in  all.  What 
was  the  state  of  things  in  October,  three 
months  after  the  retirement  of  Lord 
Spencer,  and  at  the  time  when,  as  the 
noble  Lord  tells  us,  the  decision  had  been 
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were  addressing  friendly  and  sym- 
pathetic audiences  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  could 
see  the  extraordinary  transformation 
which  took  place  the  moment  they  were 
transplanted  to  their  native  mountains, 
out  of  sight  of  the  Front  Treasury  Bench, 
and  compared  them  with  their  attitude  in 
the  House,  they  would  hardly  believe  that 
the  mild  and  lamb-like  individuals  they 
saw  sitting  below  the  Gangway,  speaking 
in  honeyed  accents,  were  the  same  per- 
sons whom  he  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton) 
had  seen  holding  forth  in  places  like 
Cork  and  Kinsale.  In  the  House  they 
were  Vesuvius  in  repose ;  in  Ireland 
they  were  Vesuvius  in  eruption.  No 
one  would  guess  that  under  the  tran- 
quil and  placid  exterior  the  fires 
of  Ireland  smothered  within.  He  could 
tell  the  House  that  these  men  were 
now  slumbering  volcanoes.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  produce  extracts 
from  speeches  delivered  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  showing  deli- 
berate intention  to  incite  crime  and  out- 
rage. Those  facts  were  on  record,  and 
it  was  needless  to  repeat  them  ;  but  he 
would  say  that  there  were  many  meet- 
ings held  in  Ireland  whore  reporters 
were  not  present,  and  where  the  speakers 
were  not  kept  back  by  the  fear  of  seeing 
their  speeches  in  print  next  morning, 
where  all  restraint  was  abandoned,  and 
where  it  was  possible  to  sow  the  seeds 
of  crime  in  minds  only  too  ready  to  re- 
ceive them  by  subtle  references.  At 
these  meetings  the  whole  powers  of  the 
speakers  were  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
ignorance  and  excitability  of  their  credu- 
lous audiences  to  the  one  object  of 
stirring  up  their  passions  aminst  land- 
lords. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  had  excused  these 
instances,  when  some  of  his  followers 
had  recommended  their  hearers  to  get 
rid  of  their  landlords  by  shooting  them 
like  partridges,  by  saying  that  they  could 
net  put  old  heads  on  young  shoulders. 
He  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton)  should  ima- 
gine that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  included  his  own  head  in  this 
category,  because  there  was  no  one  whose 
utterances  could  be  more  easily  con- 
strued into  an  incitement  to  outrage  and 
crime  than  those  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  Gentlemen  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  disclaimed  that  they  were  in 
any  way  concerned  in  or  responsible  for 
the  outrages  which  had  taken  place  in 

Zord  Ermnt  llamiUon 


recent  years  in  Ireland.  Vezy  nrobably 
they  would  say  that  their  only  object 
was  to  impress  upon  the  people  of  Ire- 
land a  due  Eonse  of  the  wrongs  they  suf- 
fered at  the  hands  of  the  needy  and 
exacting  landlords.  Well,  if  they  ac- 
knowledged that,  they  acknowledged 
that  they  were  responsible  for  every 
agrarian  outrage  which  had  taken  place 
of  recent  years  in  Ireland.  In  respect 
of  that  he  would  produce  the  testimony 
of  Archbishop  Walsh,  who,  writing  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  middle  of  last  month, 
and  speaking  of  the  state  of  Ireland, 
said — 

"  In  point  of  fact,  everv  distnrbaaoe  of  ■ocial 
order  which  hss  appeared  amongtt  oar  people 
has  arisen  from  a  sense  of  wrong  entertained 
by  a  large  majority  of  the  occupiers  of  the  soil, 
owing  to  the  merciless  exactions  of  unfeeling  or 
extravagant  landlords/* 

['*  Hear,  hear ! "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  ap- 
plauded the  sentiment ;  but  it  was  a 
mere  sense  of  wrong  that  was  enter- 
tained ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  had  done  everything  in  their 
power  to  foster  and  promote  it.  Now, 
when  they  considered  this,  and  when 
they  coupled  it  with  the  connection  which 
undoubtedly  existed  in  the  mind  of  every 
Irishman,  and  which,  he  confessed,  the 
present  Government  had  done  every- 
thing in  their  power  to  confirm,  that 
as  long  as  they  were  peaceful  and  law- 
abiding  their  claims  would  be  ignored, 
and  that  the  only  way  to  enforce  the 
recollection  of  their  grievances  on  the 
British  Government  was  by  the  perpe- 
tration of  crime  and  outrage,  was  it  to 
be  wondered  at  that  the  Irish  people 
resorted  to  crime  and  outrage?  The 
Prime  Minister  had  produced  figures  to 
show  that  crime  haa  not  been  on  the 
increase  since  the  expiration  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  [*'  No,  no  1  '*]  He  begged 
pardon  —  since  the  Election.  At  all 
events,  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way claimed  that  crime  had  not  been  on 
the  increase  since  the  expiration  of  the 
Crimes  Act ;  and  what  else  were  they 
told  by  the  same  Gentlemen — that  crime 
had  not  been  on  the  increase,  because  it 
had  been  sunerseded  by  the  safer  and 
more  effectual  method  of  **  Boycotting.'* 
[*'  No,  no  !  "]  It  certainly  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  that  "  BoyooUing  "  was  a 
■afoty  valve  for  crime,  and  that  so  long 
as    ''Boycotting"    was  unchecked,  eg 
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long  crime  would  nofc  increase.     The 
moment  steps  were  taken  to  suppress 
"  BoycottiDg  "  they  were  given  to  under- 
stand that  the  safety- valve  would  burst, 
and  the  inevitable  explosion  take  place. 
At  the  present  moment,  crime  was  only 
kept  in  check  bythe  supreme  efforts  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  National  Party ;  but  it  was 
not  because  crime  was  repugnant  to  their 
feelings,  but  because  they  were  making  a 
final  and  combined  effort  to  obtain  that 
legislative  independence  which  they — 
ho  did  not  say  the  Irish  people— were 
so  anxious  to  have  for  obvious  reasons, 
which  he  need  not  mention,  and  because 
they  knew  that  at  a  juncture  like  the 
present  acts  of  crime  and  outrage  would 
be  a  serious  stumbling  block  in  the  way 
of  obtaining  their  object.     But  if  they 
were  foiled  in  their  efforts  the  restrain- 
ing hand  would  be  withdrawn.     Under 
such  circumstances,  if  the  Qovernment 
failed  in  its  obvious  duty,  it  would  have 
the  blood  of  many  innocent  people  on 
its  head.     If   the  question   were    met 
firmly  it  would  prove  to   be  no  more 
serious  than   the  bursting  of  a   soap- 
bubble.     Irish  Celts  were  not  made  of 
the  stuff  that  martyrs  were  made  of. 
The  very  knowledge  of  the  fact  that 
they  could  not  commit  crime  with  im- 
punity was  sufficient  to  prevent  it.     But 
if  concessions  were  granted  in  the  out- 
bursts of  crime  it  would  most  assuredly 
bo  taken  for  weakness,  and  be  an  in- 
centive to  fresh  crime  for  the  sake  of 
obtaining  fresh  concessions.     Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Qangway  exclaimed 
against  coercion ;  but  there  was  now  in 
Ireland  coercion  of  the  very  worst  kind. 
It  was  coercion  to  compel  the  people  to 
resist  the  law  of  the  land,  and  submit 
absolutely  to  the  law  of  the  National 
League.    He  maintained  that  if  the  ordi- 
nary law  was  not  sufficient  to  cope  with 
this  state  of  things,  if  it  was  to  be  a 
question  whether  it  was  to  be  coercion  to 
resist  or  to  obey  the  law,  could  any  Go- 
vernment hesitate  about  its  duty  ?     He 
was  sure  there  were  some  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  who  would  agree  with 
him  that,  at  the  present  moment,  a  mea- 
sure which  would  suppress  crime  in  Ire- 
land would  be  looked  upon,  not  onl}'  by 
the  Loyalists,  but  by  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  Catholics,  not  as  an  Act  of 
coercion,    but  as  an  Act  of  universal 
emancipation.     They  were  tired  of  this 
agitation,  which  was  ruining  the  coun- 
try.   They  were  tired  of  the  domination 
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of  the  National  League,  and  they  wanted 
quiet  and  rest  in  order  to  be  able  to 
pursue    their  ordinary  occupations    in 
peace.    It  was  not  his  intention  to  refer 
at  any  length  to  the  absurd  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  to  censure  a  prominent  Member 
of  the  Late  Government  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)   for   his   alleged   incitement 
to  outrage    and    intimidation    of    the 
House  ;  but  he  did  desire  to  say  this — 
that  being  as  he  was  tolerably  familiar 
and  conversant  with  the  language  and 
style  which  those  hon.  Gentlemen  adopted 
in  their  native    country,    it    appeared 
to  him  supremely  ludicrous  that  they 
shoidd  seriously  and  with  all  solemnity 
express    virtuous    indignation    at    the 
conduct  of  the  noble  Lord,   and  that 
they  should  try  to  misinterpret  his  mean- 
ing into  an  attempt  to  incite  the  people 
to  outrage.     He  had  read  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  also  the  resolutions 
passed  in  the  recent  meeting  in  Belfast, 
with  interest  and  with  care,   and   he 
failed  to  see  in  the  language  of  the 
noble  Lord  or  in  the  wording  of  the 
resolutions  anything  but  an  expression 
of  the  opinion  which  was  entertained  not 
only  by  the  Loyalists  of  Ireland,  but 
which  he  had  every  reason  to  believe 
was  shared  even  by  many  of  the  most 
devoted  admirers  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway,  and  that  was  when 
they    contemplated    the    possibility    of 
handing  over  the  entire  control  of  Irish 
affairs  to  the  Parnellite  Members  they 
must  remember  that  a  long  term   of 
apprenticeship  in  the  art  of  brewing 
social  disorder  and  in  creating  social 
difficulties,    though    it  might  possibly 
ingratiate  them  for  the  time  being  with 
certain  classes,  was  hardly  calculated  to 
fit  them  in  a  marked  degree  for  the 
duties  of  legislators,  excellent  as  they 
might  be,  and  excellent  as  they  undoubt- 
edly were  in  their  present  capacity  as 
agitators.     If  their  past  actions    were 
taken  as  indications  what  might  be  ex- 
pected in  the  future  ?    The  probability 
was  that  as  framers  of  the  law  and  pre- 
servers of  the  peace  they  would  prove  to 
be  ridiculous,  worthless,  and  incapable. 
This  was  the  unalterable  opinion  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  Irish  population, 
and  this  opinion  the  people  would  ex- 
press.    As  long  as  there  was  liberty  of 
speech  in  the  country  they  would  con- 
tinue to  protest  against  a  form  of  govern- 
ment which,  not  taking  into  considera* 
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tion  other  grave  facts,  they  had  every 
reason  to  believe  would  in  itself  prove 
ridiculous  and  incompetent,  and  make 
Ireland  the  laughing-stock  of  the  civi- 
lized world. 

General  GOLDSWOETHY  said, 
that,  as  an  Englishman  who  had  spent 
many  years  in  Ireland  and  had  thus 
acquired  a  considerable  knowledge  of 
the  Irish  character,  he  felt  that  it  was 
his  duty  to  make  a  few  observations 
upon  this  question,  especially  as  the 
House  had  heard  a  great  deal  in  refer- 
ence to  it  from  hon.  Members  who  had 
no  acquaintance  whatever  with  that 
country.  At  the  present  moment  an  ex- 
ceptional state  of  things  prevailed  in 
Ireland.  The  Queen's  writs  did  not  run 
in  that  country,  and  the  people  were 
practically  at  the  mercy  of  the  National 
League.  The  National  League  had 
ramifications  all  over  Ireland — a  fact  for 
which  the  landlords  themselves  were 
greatly  to  blame.  When  the  National 
League  first  came  into  power  the  land- 
lords should  have  called  attention  to  the 
power  that  was  gradually  overspreading 
the  country,  and  to  the  growth  of  a 
tyranny  under  which  people  were  prohi- 
bited from  entering  into  free  contracts 
and  from  discharging  the  ordinary  duties 
of  life.  The  Irish  Question  ought  to  be 
approached  from  a  National  and  not 
from  a  Party  point  of  view.  To  show 
how  little  he  was  biased  by  Party  con- 
siderations in  reference  to  this  suhject, 
he  might  say  that  when  he  found  that 
the  late  Government  had  made  no  state- 
ment in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  of 
their  intention  to  proclaim  the  National 
League,  he  wrote  to  his  friends  in  Ire- 
land asking  them  to  communicate  to  him 
facts  with  regard  to  the  condition  of 
things  in  that  country  which  were  within 
their  own  knowledge,  so  that  he  might 
have  materials  for  cidling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  subject  at  an  early 
date.  In  response  to  that  invitation  he 
had  received  a  large  number  of  very 
valuable  communications  which  showed 
that  the  landlords  could  not  g^t  their 
rents  from  their  tenants,  and  that  even 
those  tenants  who  were  in  a  position  to 
pay  and  who  were  willing  to  pay  their 
rents  were  prevented  by  the  National 
League  from  doing  so.  The  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  had  arrogated  to  himself  the 
right  of  determining  which  of  the  writs  i 
from  Her  Majesty's  Courts  of  Justice  I 
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should  be  permitted  to  run^  and  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  ready  also  to  prevent  the  mortgagees 
from  foreclosing  on  those  estates  on 
which  the  landlords  were  prevented 
from  meeting  their  obligations  in  conse- 
quence of  his  action?  In  one  of  the 
letters  which  he  had  received  from  Ire- 
land it  was  stated  that  the  people  had 
cut  down  the  woods  on  the  estate  and 
had  burned  the  timber,  and  had  threat- 
ened to  cut  off  the  ears  of  the  agent 
if  he  interfered.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Where  has  that  taken  place  ?]  Not  being 
anxious  that  any  person's  ears  should  be 
cut  off,  he  must  decline  to  give  names 
or  places.  Just  before  coming  down  to 
that  House  to-day  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  an  officer  in  the  Army  asking 
for  the  loan  of  £25,  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  in  want  of  almost  the  necessaries 
of  life  in  consequence  of  the  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  on  his  Irish  estates.  In 
May  next  a  large  number  of  loans  would 
become  due,  and  if  the  Queen's  writs 
were  not  to  run  in  Ireland  the  landlords 
would  be  totally  unable  to  meet  their 
obligations.  In  his  opinion,  the  Irish 
people  had  not  been  properly  treated. 
The  votes  of  the  Irish  people  ought  to 
be  disregarded  and  justice  ought  to  be 
done,  not  only  to  the  tenants,  but  to  the 
landlords.  The  question  had  been  raised 
as  to  whether  Ireland  should  have  Home 
Eule ;  and  he  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther hon.  Members  were  prepared  to 
hand  over  to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  the  actual  manipulation  of  the 
affairs  of  that  country  ?  He  might  say 
that  whatever  Government  suppressed 
the  National  League,  which  body  was  a 
disgrace  to  Ireland  and  also  to  this 
country,  they  would  have  his  support, 
and  if  the  present  Government  brought 
forward  effectual  measures  to  uphold 
Her  Majesty's  authority  in  Ireland  he 
was  sure  they  would  have  a  much  larger 
majority  than  they  now  had  in  that 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  stated  that  be 
was  prepared  to  protect  the  Protestanta 
of  Ireland  as  well  as  the  Catholics  in  the 
event  of  a  Home  Ihile  measure  being 
passed.  Ho  had  no  doubt  that  that  was 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  intention.  But 
there  was  an  old  saying  "that  he  who 
paysthe  pipercalls  the  tTme,"and  though 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  very  use- 
ful to  the  people  who  now  omploved 
him,  still  the  moment  he  ceased  to  play 
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long  crime  would  nofc  iocrease.     The 
moment  steps  were  taken  to  suppress 
**  Boycotting  "  they  were  given  to  under- 
stand that  the  safety* valve  would  burst, 
and  the  inevitable  explosion  take  place. 
At  the  present  moment,  crime  was  only 
kept  in  check  by  the  supreme  efforts  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  National  Party ;  but  it  was 
not  because  crime  was  repugnant  to  their 
feelings,  but  because  they  were  making  a 
final  and  combined  effort  to  obtain  that 
legislative  independence  which  they — 
he  did  not  say  the  Irish  people— were 
so  anxious  to  have  for  obvious  reasons, 
which  he  need  not  mention,  and  because 
they  knew  that  at  a  juncture  like  the 
present  acts  of  crime  and  outrage  would 
be  a  serious  stumbling  block  in  the  way 
of  obtaining  their  object.     But  if  they 
were  foiled  in  their  efforts  the  restrain- 
ing hand  would  be  withdrawn.     Under 
such  circumstances,  if  the  Qovernment 
failed  in  its  obvious  duty,  it  would  have 
the  blood  of  many  innocent  people  on 
its  head.     If   the  question   were    met 
firmly  it  would  prove  to  be  no  more 
serious  than  the  bursting  of  a   soap- 
bubble.     Irish  Celts  were  not  made  of 
the  stuff   that  martyrs  were  made  of. 
The  very  knowledge  of  the  fact  that 
they  could  not  commit  crime  with  im- 
punity was  sufficient  to  prevent  it.     But 
if  concessions  were  granted  in  the  out- 
bursts of  crime  it  would  most  assuredly 
bo  taken  for  weakness,  and  be  an  in- 
centive to  fresh  crime  for  the  sake  of 
obtaining  fresh  concessions.     Hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  below  the  Qangway  exclaimed 
against  coercion ;  but  there  was  now  in 
Ireland  coercion  of  the  very  worst  kind. 
It  was  coercion  to  compel  the  people  to 
resist  the  law  of  the  land,  and  submit 
absolutely  to  the  law  of  the  National 
League.   He  maintained  that  if  the  ordi- 
nary law  was 'not  sufficient  to  cope  with 
this  state  of  things,  if  it  was  to  be  a 
question  whether  it  was  to  be  coercion  to 
resist  or  to  obey  the  law,  could  any  Go- 
vernment hesitate  about  its  duty  ?    He 
was  sure  there  were  some  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  who  would  agree  with 
him  that,  at  the  present  moment,  a  mea- 
sure which  would  suppress  crime  in  Ire- 
land would  be  looked  upon,  not  only  by 
the  Loyalists,  but  by  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  Catholics,  not  as  an  Act  of 
coercion,   but  as  an  Act  of  universal 
emancipation.    They  were  tired  of  this 
agitation,  which  was  ruining  the  coun- 
iry.    They  were  tired  of  the  domination 
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6th  September,  lBSO^[Zau^hler'] — ^well, 
hon.  Members  no  doubt  looked  upon  what 
was  said  five  years  ago  as  ancient  history; 
and,  at  all  events,  they  did  not  like  to  be 
reminded  of  their  own  words.  Mr.  Par- 
nell  said — ''We  will  work  within  the 
lines  of  the  Constitution  as  long  as  it 
suits  us."  How  long  it  would  suit  them 
would  depend  upon  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury — whether  govemiog  Ire- 
land on  the  principles  that  the  country 
had  been  governed  by  British  statesmen 
from  generation  to  generation,  or  whe- 
ther he  attempted  to  carry  out  the  new- 
fangled ideas  which  he  had  taken  up  in 
order  to  seat  himself  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  It  would  also  appear  from  cer- 
tain passages  in  The  Irieh  World  that 
there  was  a  quarrel  as  to  whether 
Bussians  or  Irishmen  were  entitled  to 
the  honour  of  the  invention  of  the 
djmamite  mode  of  warfare,  and  that 
Irishmen  claimed  the  honour.  In  deal- 
ing with  this  question  it  was  neces- 
sary to  make  some  allusion  to  the 
attitude  taken  up  by  the  priests  and  Pre- 
lates of  the  Ohurch  of  Eome.  For  a 
long  time  those  reverend  gentlemen  had 
held  aloof,  and  had  looked  upon  the  Par- 
nellite  Party  as  revolutionary;  but  of 
recent  years  they  had  been  compelled 
by  the  force  of  circumstances  to  place 
themselves  at  the  head  of  the  anti- 
English  Party  in  Ireland,  and,  seeing 
in  that  Party  the  means  for  carrying 
out  their  ultimate  designs,  they  had 
now  thoroughly  identified  themselves 
with  it  There  was  one  thing  upon 
which  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy  and 
the  Party  led  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  were  at  one,  and  that  was  the  de- 
sire to  accomplish  the  destruction  of 
Orangeism  in  Ireland.  He  would  cadi 
attention  to  recent  utterances  of  Arch- 
bishop Croke,  who  said  he  wished  to  see 
the  country  restored  to  its  pristine 
vigour,  that  commerce  and  agriculture 
and  honest  industry  might  flourish, 
Orangeism  be  broken  down,  and  that 
the  green  flag  might  float  once  more 
over  a  prosperous  people.  It  was 
within  the  knowledge  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  in  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
where  Orangeism  flourished,  commerce 
flourished  also;  whereas  in  the  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  where  the  Orange  In- 
stitution scarcely  existed,  commerce  was 
almost  extingaidied,  and  honest  industry 
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was  rewarded  by  being  "Boycotted." 
The  only  industry  the  National  Party 
cured  to  support  in  Ireland  wasthe  whisky 
industry ;  for  when  it  was  proposed  to 
close  the  public-houses  on  Sunday  in 
Dublin  they  held  a  mass  meeting  in  the 
Phoenix  Park  to  protest  against  it.  It 
had  no  doubt  disappointed  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  that  the  anti- 
cipation of  The  Irtih  World  with  regard 
to  the  recent  change  of  Government  had 
not  been  realized.  A  paragraph  had 
appeared  in  that  paper  to  the  following 
etfect : — 

'*  Chief  Secretary  Pamell. — I  am  ttronglv  of 
opinion  that  the  time  has  come  for  Pamall  to 
accept  the  Chief  Secretaryship  of  Ireland.  It 
18  due  to  the  Irish  Party  that  the  offer  of  the 
office  be  made.  It  ia  a  hundred  times  more 
important  for  Irishmen  to  administer  English 
laws  in  Ireland  than  to  make  laws  for  them- 
selves and  have  them  administered  by  aliens,  aa 
under  the  regime  of  1782.  Of  the  four  new  law 
officers  of  the  Castle,  it  is  expected  by  many 
that  Tim  Healv  shaU  be  one.  There  will  be 
no  difficulty  about  Pamell's  or  Healy*s  re- 
election." 

He  was  afraid,  however,  that  those  an* 
ticipations  had  been  grievously  disap* 
pointed.  He  wondered  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  made  any  overtures  to 
Mr.  Pamell — he  begged  pardon,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork — on  the 
subj  ec t.  [ZToffM  Rule  eriee  of ' '  Divide ! "  ] 
He  knew  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  were  always  very  anxious  to 
divide.  They  had  ezpreased  a  great 
desire  a  night  or  two  ago  to  hear  some 
statement  from  the  Benches  on  which 
he  sat ;  but  he  had  waited  in  vain  for 
any  of  them  to  rise  and  attempt  to  ex- 
plain the  damaging  statements  that  had 
been  made  against  them  and  their 
League  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University. 
Were  they  prepared  to  repudiate  in  that 
House  the  charges  brought  against 
them ;  or  would  they  not  substitute  for 
their  mild  and  dove-like  utterances  in 
that  House  those  violent  speeches  they 
made  in  Ireland,  such  as  that  he  was 
about  to  quote?  In  October,  1880,  a 
Gentleman  whose  name  was  reported  to 
be  Biggar  made  use  of  the  following 
words: — 

"  Now,  our  worthy  chairman  in  his  speech 
said  that  it  was  undesirable  that  anything  in  the 
way  of  violence  towards  the  lancUorda  ahoald 
be  perpetrated.  Now,  on  that  subject  i  will 
say  this,  that  the  Land  Leagoe  as  a  body  waata 
to  do  what  is  most  beneficiio,  and  they  do  act 
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1881,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
Prime' Minister  of  England,  speaking  be- 
beforo  20, 000  people  at  Leeds,  openly  and 
deliberately  charged  the  President  of  the 
Irish  National  Land  League  with  com- 
plicity with  the  assassination  Press  of 
America.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
said  on  that  occasion — 


^-ant  that  any  violence  should  be  offered  to  the 
landlords.  Now^,  one  of  the  reasons  is  this— 
that  persons  ^ho  have  undertaken  to  shoot 
landlords  have  missed  the  landlord  and  shot 
someone  whom  they  did  not  intend.*' 

Ho  thought  he  might  also  refer  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Leader  of  the 
Parly  below  the  Gangway  spoke  on  the 
same  subject.  Speaking  on  the  26th  of 
September,  1880,  at  New  Boss,  the  hon. 
^lember  for  the  City  of  Cork  said — 

**  I  had  wished,  in  referring  to  a  sad  occur- 
ence which  took  place  lately — the  shooting,  or 
attempted  shootinfi^,  of  a  land  agent  in  this 
neighbourhood — I  had  wished  to  point  out  that 
recourse  to  such  measures  of  procedure  is  en* 
tirely  unnecessary,  and  absolutely  prejudicial, 
where  there  is  a  suitable  organization  among 
the  tenants  themselves.** 

They  had  heard  that  night  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Holmes)  a  very 
pathetic  account  of  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Curtin.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  treated  that  account 
in  a  rather  jocose  manner,  and  a  smile 
played  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
countenance  when  he  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  had  forgotten  the  date  of  the 
occurrence.  Perhaps  tie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  for- 
gotten the  date  of  the  murder  of  Gene- 
ral Gordon  when  he  was  seen  enjoying 
the  play  at  the  Criterion  Theatre.  Was 
it  liopeloss  of  those  who  were  con- 
tending for  life  and  liberty  in  Ireland 
to  expect  anything  from  those  who  at 
present  ruled  the  destinies  of  the  British 
Empire  ?  Murder  had  for  the  moment 
comparatively  ceased  in  Ireland;  but 
that  country  had  been  too  long  the 
shuttlecock  of  Party.  The  lives  and 
liberties  of  the  fellow-subjects  of  Eng- 
lishmen and  Scotchmen  in  that  portion 
of  the  British  Empire  were,  or  ought  to 
bo,  of  some  consideration  to  British 
statesmen,  and  he  could  not  think  that 
when  the  destinies  of  the  Empire  were 
committed  to  the  care  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  there  should  be  any 
hesitation  in  announcing  a  policy  for 
protecting  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
Loyalists  in  Ireland.  He  would  not 
wi8h  to  trench  upon  the  province  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
Treasury  in  denouncing  the  deeds  of  the 
Land  League.  The  National  League 
was  only  another  name  for  the  Land 
League,   and  on  the  7th  of  October, 


"  Mr.  Pamell  has  said  America  is  the  only 
friend  of  Ireland ;  but  in  all  his  references  to 
America  he  has  never  found  time  to  utter  one 
word  of  disapproval  about  what  is  known  as  the 
assassination  literature  of  that  country.  Not 
American  literature— no,  there  is  not  an  Ame- 
rican who  does  not  spurn  and  loathe  it ;  but 
there  are,  it  is  sad  to  say,  a  knot  of  Irishmen 
who  are  not  ashamed  to  point  out,  in  the  Press 
which  they  maintain,  how  the  ships  of  Her 
Majesty's  Navy  ought  to  be  blown  into  the  air 
to  destroy  the  power  of  England  by  secret 
treachery,  and  how  individuals  they  are  pleased 
to  select  ought  to  be  made  the  object  of  the 
knife  of  the  assassin  because  they  do  not  con- 
form to  the  new  Irish  gospel." 

The  whole  policy  of  the  Nationalists  was 
to  disintegrate  the  Empire.  That  was 
the  object  of  the  United  Irishmen  in 
the  Eebellion  of  1798,  and,  down  to  the 
present  day,  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Party  was  to  destroy  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  the  country.  He  need 
only  point  to  the  recent  attempt  of  The 
Freeman^ i  Journal  to  damage  bank  stock 
in  Ireland.  When  the  Prince  of  Wales 
passed  through  Cork  it  was  well  known 
how  the  Nationalists  received  him .  There 
were  a  groat  many  things  which  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  were  pre- 
pared to  deny  ;  but  could  they  deny 
that  at  recent  meetings  in  Ireland,  the 
name  of  the  Mahdi  was  greeted  with 
loud  applause,  while  that  of  Eng- 
land was  received  with  groans?  The 
Loyalists  of  Ireland  appealed  with  con- 
fidence to  this  country,  for  they  could 
not  imagine  that  it  was  a  crime,  by 
sending  soldiers  to  the  field  and  officers 
to  command  them,  to  uphold  the  great 
British  Empire.  They  had  assisted  in 
sending  out  Govemers  to  the  Colonies, 
and  they  had  promoted  by  every  means 
in  their  power  the  trade  and  commerce 
of  this  country.  They  did  not  think 
that  at  this  critical  moment  they  ought 
to  be  abandoned  to  those  who  hated  the 
name  and  were  the  eternal  foes  of  Eog- 
land,  and  who  were  leagued  with 
traitors  in  the  American  States  to  briug 
about  the  ruin  of  this  great  Empire  and 
to  destroy  the  rule  of  the  Queen  in  Ire- 
land.   An  eloquent  writer  had  described 
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how  crime  was  brought  about  in  Ireland. 
He  said — 

*'  Half  a  score  of  men  met  in  secret ;  the 
leader  tells  them  that  Ireland  has  been  too  long 
trampled  upon  by  such  men  as  A.  B.,  that  it  is 
time  to  throw  off  the  yoke  of  landlords  and 
tyrants.  Three  of  them  are  sworn  to  shoot 
A.  B. ;  they  armed  themselves  and  find  their 
opportunity;  and  wo  read  of  another  brutal 
murder.  This  is  the  type  of  transaction  which 
has  exasperated  England  during  the  last  two 
years.'* 

That  passage  appeared  in  7!%0  Nineteenth 
Century,  November,  1882,  and  the  writer 
was  *'  John  Morley."  He  (Mr.  Johnston) 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  en- 
tertained the  same  views  on  that  grave 
question  at  the  present  moment.  It  was 
not  the  landlords  and  agents  principally, 
but  the  farmers  and  labourers,  Boman 
Catholics  more  than  Protestants,  who  were 
the  victims  ;  and  the  description  given  in 
The  Nineteenth  Century  was  strictly  and 
literally  true.  He  (Mr.  Johnston),  al- 
though an  Orangeman,  would  give  per- 
feet  liberty  to  his  fellow  Homan  Catho- 
lics, and  in  the  matters  affecting  their 
welfare  he  would  show  no  Party  feeling 
in  that  House.  He  regretted  to  think 
that  there  was  too  much  truth  in  the 
statement  made  recently  by  a  priest  in 
Dublin  to  a  Correspondent  of  The  Ntw 
York  Nation^  when  he  said — 

*'  I'll  tell  yon  what,  there  is  no  use  in  your 
talking  of  moderation  or  reconcilement  with 


and  whatever  else  might  bring  about 
that  happy  result,  he  was  quite  sure  that 
coercion  was  not  going  to  do  it.  If  coer- 
cion would  make  a  country  happy  and 
prosperous,  Ireland  ought  to  be  in  that 
condition,  for  there  was  no  country  that 
he  knew,  except  such  as  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  be  under  the  rulo  of  the  Turks, 
that  had  ever  had  so  much  of  it.  Yet 
Ireland  stood  in  a  position  of  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Johnston' 
was  ashamed  —  and  so  was  he  —  and 
he  should  continue  to  be  ashamed  till 
every  wrong  under  which  that  coun- 
try suffered  had  been  removed.  What 
had  tended  more  than  anything  else  to 
cause  the  evils  under  which  Ireland  la- 
boured were  the  efforts  made  by  some 
people,  including  certain  hon.  Members^ 
to  fan  the  flames  of  religious  bigotry. 
The  attempt  to  fan  the  flames  of  religious 
bigotry  and  hate  would  not  promote 
peace  and  prosperity.  Such  speeches 
as  those  delivered  lately  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  would  have  just 
the  opposite  effect.  Another  thing  that 
would  not  promote  peace  and  prosperity 
was  to  have  one  policy  before  the  elec- 
tions and  another  after.  That  would  not 
only  not  promote  peace  and  prosperity, 
but  it  would  tend  to  destroy  confidence  in 
public  men  by  the  vacillating  policy  that 
bad  been  pursued.     [^Oppoeiiion  cheertA 


work  for  Home  Rule ;  and  then  I'd  work  and   proofs  of  that,  he  would  not  have  to  go 
rd  strive  for  separation;  and  then  I*d  work    further  than  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 


and  I'd  strive  for  the  destruction  of  the  British 
Empire." 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  from 
time  to  time  introduced  measures  for 


her  for  South  Paddington.  Ireland  had 
been  lately  invited  to  express  its  opi- 
nions in  a  Constitutional  way,  and 
having  so  done  he,  as  a  Liberal,  main- 


the  paci6cation  of  Ireland  and  the  con-  tained  that  those  opinions  ought  to  be 
ciiiation  of  the  people.  With  such  a  I  listened  to.  There  were  only  two  ways 
people  conciliation  was  out  of  the  ques- ,  in  which  a  nation  could  express  its  views 
tion  and  impossible.  Some  of  those  — the  one  being  the  Constitutional  way, 
measures  for  the  amelioration  of  the  and  the  other  illegal,  and  a  way  that 
condition  of  the  tenantry  had  his  sup- '  would  bring  disgrace  upon  any  country, 
port  in  1870.  But  each  measure  seemed  In  no  way  could  a  country  be  brought 
to  bo  attended  with  disastrous  failure,  into  greater  misfortune  in  crime  — 
and  the  Irreconcilables  would  take  his  namely,  the  refusal  to  listen  to  its  Con- 
measures  to-day  and  work  for  the  de-  stitutionally  -  expressed  opinions.  Ire- 
Btruction  of  the  Empire  to-morrow.  '  land  had  sent  her  Representatives  to  the 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  said,  they  \  House  of  Commons  to  express  her  views; 
could  not  get  rid  of  the  wrongs  and  in-  and  while  he  did  not  say  that  the  House 
juries  of  two  centuries  in  the  short  space '  was  bound  to  agree  with  them,  he  did 
of  years  that  that  Parliament  had  been  '  say  that  it  ought  to  hear  them.  He  en- 
working  in  the  right  direction.  In  deal-  tered  a  serious  protest  against  the  aenU- 
ing  with  Ireland  they  ought  to  aim  at  ment  that  Ireland  was  to  be  governed 
the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country,  \  against  her  own  will,  and  as  a  liberal 
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want  that  any  yiolence  should  he  offered  to  the 
landlords.  Now,  one  of  the  reasons  is  this— 
that  persons  ^bo  have  undertaken  to  shoot 
landlords  have  missed  the  landlord  and  shot 
someone  whom  they  did  not  intend." 

He  thought  he  might  also  refer  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Leader  of  the 
Party  below  the  Gangway  spoke  on  the 
same  subject.  Speaking  on  the  26th  of 
September,  1880,  at  New  Boss,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  said — 

**  I  had  wished,  in  referring  to  a  sad  occur- 
ence which  took  place  lately — the  shooting,  or 
attempted  shooting,  of  a  land  agent  in  this 
neighbourhood — I  had  wished  to  point  out  that 
recourse  to  such  measures  of  procedure  is  en- 
tirely  unnecessary,  and  absolutely  jprejudicial, 
where  there  is  a  suitable  organization  among 
the  tenants  themselves.*' 

They  had  heard  that  night  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Holmes)  a  very 
pathetic  account  of  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Curtin.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  treated  that  account 
in  a  rather  jocose  manner,  and  a  smile 
played  upon  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman's 
countenance  when  he  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  had  forgotten  the  date  of  the 
occurrence.      Perhaps    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  for- 
gotten the  date  of  the  murder  of  Gene- 
ral Gordon  when  he  was  seen  enjoying 
the  play  at  the  Criterion  Theatre.    Was 
it  hopeless    of    those  who    were    con- 
tending for  life  and  liberty  in  Ireland 
to  expect  anything  from  those  who  at 
present  ruled  the  destinies  of  the  British 
Empire  ?    Murder  had  for  the  moment 
comparatively  ceased  in   Ireland;    but 
that  country  had  been  too  long    the 
shuttlecock  of  Party.     The   lives  and 
liberties  of  the  fellow-subjects  of  Eng- 
lishmen and  Scotchmen  in  that  portion 
of  the  British  Empire  were,  or  ought  to 
be,   of  some    consideration  to  British 
statesmen,  and  he  could  not  think  that 
when  the  destinies  of  the  Empire  were 
committed  to  the  care  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  there   should  be   any 
hesitation  in  announcing  a  policy   for 
protecting  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
Loyalists  in   Ireland.      He    would  not 
wish  to  trench  upon  the  province  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
Treasury  in  denouncing  the  deeds  of  the 
Land  League.     The  National  League 
was  only  another  name  for  the  Land 
League,   and  on  the  7th  of  October, 
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from  the  Prime  Minister,  in  distinct  and 
emphatic  terms  which  would  be  under- 
stood even  on  the  Opposition  Benches, 
that  he  did  not  consider  that  at  this  mo- 
ment the  Irish  Question  could  be  satis- 
factorily solved  by  another    resorfc   to 
ooerciye  measures.  It  would,  he  thought, 
be  folt  by  the  House  and  throughout  the 
country  that  if  it  was  right  to  abandon 
coercive  measures  last   year  that    the 
Tory  Party  might  climb  to  power  by  the 
votes  of  Irish  Members,  then  it  must  be 
right  to  continue  the  abandonment  of 
coercive  measures  that  they  might  in 
the  future  more  than  in  the  past  govern 
Ireland  according  to  the  views  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  that  country, 
and  not  through  the  minority.    They 
had  been  told  very  often  that  the  85 
Members  from  Ireland  were  elected  by 
ignorance  and  intimidation,  just  as  it 
had  been  said   that  Members  on  the 
Ministerial  side  had   been  sent   there 
by   the  ignorance  of   the  agricultural 
labourers  and  miners;    but  they  had 
seen  how  ignorance  ceased  to  be  igno- 
ranee,  how  vice  became  clothed  in  the 
garb  of  virtue,  and  how  the  votes  of 
Oentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
ceased   to  be  dangerous  things  when 
they  were  applied  to  the  promotion  of 
the  interests  of  the  Tory  Party.    The 
case  for  coercion  did  not  exist  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  or  they 
would  have  had  the  Bill  that  had  been 
referred  to  to-night  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Speech ;   and  still   less  did  it 
exist  now,  because  they  had  heard  from 
the  Prime  Minister  that  there  were  fewer 
cases  of  crime  in  Ireland  now  than  there 
were  a   month    ago.      Yesterday,    the 
Marquess  of    Salisbury  had   admitted 
that  there  was  some  oversight  in  the 
Queen's  Speech.    They  had  heard  that 
evening  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
sent  to  Ireland  because  Lord  Carnarvon 
had  retired  from  the  Viceroyalty;  but 
they  all  know  that  Lord  Carnarvon  had 
determined  six  months  before  to  retire  ; 
and  as  the  late  Government  were  aware 
of  the  fact  they  ought  to  have  prepared 
for  that  eventuality.     They,  however, 
had  not  made  up  their  minds  for  coercion 
when  they  met  Parliament,  as  the  speech 
of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  showed.     It 
was  true  that  '*  Boycotting  "  might  have 
increased ;   but,  at  Newport,  the  Mar- 
quess of  Sialisbury  stated  that  the  Crimes 

Mr.  AUiion 


Act  was  no  remedy  for  that  evil,  which 
must  be  left  to  the  influence  of  time. 
The  Irish  Question  could  not  be  settled 
by  sneers  at  the  debauchery  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  below  the  opposite 
Gangway — sneers  against  which  tu 
quoquee  might  be  hurled  back,  and 
sneers  which  had  to  be  ignominiousljr 
withdrawn.  It  could  not  be  settled  by 
a  policy  of  soft  words  and  hard  cash, 
nor  by  what  had  been  happily  called 
"  a  policy  of  Mr.  Smith."  [^Lnughter.'] 
He  did  not  use  that  phrase  in  an  offen- 
sive sense  towards  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster,  but  as  one  that 
had  stamped  itself  on  the  English  lan- 
guage as  indicating  a  policy  clutched  at 
by  despairing  Ministers  in  the  last  mo« 
ments  of  their  political  existence.  The 
presence  of  the  85  Irish  Members  oppo- 
site was  no  new  fact  in  the  history  of 
Ireland,  but  the  expression  of  an  old 
fact  which  had  hitherto  been  refused 
recognition  by  the  English  people,  though 
he  hoped  that  would  be  the  case  no 
longer.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the 
House  had  been  told  that  they  were  in 
favour  of  Home  Bule ;  but  had  there 
been  no  coquettings  with  Home  Bule  in 
other  directions  ?  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  speaking  two  or  three  days 
after  a  speech  had  been  delivered  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Party  opposite  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  observed  in  reference  to  that  speech 
that  he  saw  that  some  proposition  had 
been  made  for  settling  that  question  on 
the  terms  of  the  Austro- Hungarian 
settlement ;  and  he  said  that  he  saw  no 
hope  at  present  of  settling  it  in  that 
direction,  and  he  added — ''  I  wish  it  may 
be  so."  [**  No,  no ! "  and  eriee  if 
**  Quote !  "J  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
said — 

**  I  haye  not  seen  any  plan  oranv  aiiggcation 
that  will  give  me  at  present  the  nUgtitast  ground 
for  anticipating  that  it  is  in  that  dureciioa  we 
shall  find  a  satufactory  solatioo." 

''Hear,  hear !"/rom  (hs  Oppoeitian.^ 
ct  hon.  Gentlemen  cheer  the  words 
that  followed.  They  were — ''Iwish  it 
may  be  so."  What  did  that  mean? 
Did  it  mean  that  he  would  wait  till  an- 
other election?  Was  that  declaration 
of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  received 
with  the  horror  and  dismay  that  were 
immediately  manifested  the  moment  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was 
supposed  to  be  turning  his  view  in  thai 
direction  ?  No,  it  almost  passed  withont 
observation,  and  at  the  G^eral  Eleotton 
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the  Irisli  vote  was  obtained  by  the  Party 
opposite.  He  thought  these  were  facts 
which  the  House  and  the  country  ought 
to  consider.  They  were  standing  on  the 
eve  of  a  new  Parliament,  which  had 
already  solved  some  questions  which  the 
late  Parliament  had  been  unable  to 
settle.  In  the  present  Session  they  had 
been  enabled  to  introduce  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh),  and  he  (Mr.  Allison)  was  quite 
sure  the  solution  of  that  difficulty  had 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  country. 
He  hoped  this  new  Parliament  would 
also  solve  the  Irish  difficulty,  allowing 
such  an  achievement  to  be  added  to  the 
long  record  of  progressive  legislation 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  been  able 
to  deal  with  during  the  course  of  his 
distinguished  career.  He  believed  that 
the  settlement  of  that  difficulty  would 
not  be  in  the  direction  of  separation,  but 
towards  that  of  knitting  the  two  countries 
together  in  firmer  and  closer  bonds  than 
had  ever  bound  them  before. 

Mr.  DE  COBAIN  denied  that  the 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party  had 
expressed  sympathy  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen bolow  the  Gangway.  The  noble 
Marquess  who  spoke  the  previous  even- 
ing at  the  Crystal  Palace  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill),  had  denied  with 
frankness  and  disclaimed  in  the  most 
outspoken  manner  that  they  had  the 
least  sympathy  with  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  did  the  same  thing  the 
House  and  the  country  generally  would 
be  better  satisfied.  Up  to  the  present 
they  had  no  repudiation  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Liberal  Benches  of  the 
claims  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  During  the  debate 
on  the  Address  the  House  was  anxious 
to  hear  an  exposition  of  the  policy  to  be 
pursued  by  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  evaded 
the  opportunity  given  him ;  and  at  the 
present  time,  although  the  people  of  the 
country  remained  agitated  and  anxious 
as  to  what  his  views  were,  he  had 
pursued  a  policy  of  reticence,  and  had 
refrained  from  giving  to  the  country  a 
statement  of  his  opinions  regarding  Irish 
policy.  It  had  been  said  that  no  reason 
had  been  shown  for  the  course  which 
the  Conservatives  had  taken ;  but  he  (Mr. 
De  Cobain)  thought  his  right  hon.  and 


learned  Friend  (Mr.  Holmes)  had  conclu- 
sively shown  that  evening  that  there  was 
a  growth  of  crime  in  Ireland,  which,  if  it 
did  not  warrant  repressive  legislation, 
was,  at  least,  a  strong  argument  that 
the  Irish  Executive  should  show  some 
firmness  in  dealing  with  evils  which 
were  gradually  augmenting.  If  the 
Common  Law  was  sufficient  to  cope  with 
anarchy  and  outrage  by  all  means  let  it 
be  put  in  force  with  energy  and  deter- 
mination. Why  was  it  not  enforced  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire  and  the  preservation  of  the  lives 
and  properties  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects ?  It  appeared  to  him  that  true 
justice  was  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
impartially  administered  to  all  classes 
of  people.  Why,  then,  were  these  out- 
rages against  life  and  property  per- 
mitted, and  why  was  **  Boycotting " 
allowed  to  go  on?  What  the  Irish 
people  asked  for  was  an  impartial  and 
a  firm  administration  of  justice.  The 
legislation  of  sentiment  conferred  no 
good  upon  Ireland,  but  among  a  large 
number  of  persons  practical  legislation 
received  their  unmistakable  sympathy. 
Those  who  represented  the  Loyalists  of 
Ireland  had  been  spoken  of  as  belong- 
ing to  the  landlord  class.  Speaking  now 
on  behalf  of  the  Loyal  Yeomanry  of 
Ulster,  of  the  artizan  class  in  the  great 
towns,  and  of  the  lower  elements  of  the 
Ulster  population,  he  said  a  feeling 
existed  of  strong  apprehension  with 
regard  to  the  future  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  any  concession  being 
made  in  the  direction  of  Home  Eule  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
He  had  no  sympathy  with  coercive  legis- 
lation, and  he  believed  that  but  few  hon. 
Members  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
sympathized  with  such  a  policy.  Ho 
maintained  that  the  policy  of  coercion 
had  been  the  policy  of  Liberal  Govern- 
ments, while  that  of  the  Tory  Party  had 
been  one  of  relaxation  and  tolerance. 
The  demand  of  the  Irish  Members,  in 
his  opinion,  was  for  a  purely  sentimental 
concession,  which  might  be  of  interest 
to  the  class  which  they  represented,  but 
not  to  the  class  which  had  done  the  most 
for  the  material  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
If  this  demand  on  the  part  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Members  were  acceded  to,  in  a 
short  time  a  corresponding  demand 
would  spring  up  on  the  part  of  Ulster 
for  a  separate  Legislature.  If  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  were  in- 
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vested  with  authority  to  administer  the 
interests  of  Ireland,  that  administration 
would  be  in  the  interests  of  anarchy 
and  to  the  detriment  of  those  elements 
which  had  contributed  to  the  peace  and 
prosperity  of  the  Irish  population.  It 
was  quite  within  the  mark  to  say  that 
the  Loyalists  of  Ireland  amounted  to 
one-third  of  the  population,  and  it  was 
a  matter  that  ought  to  be  put  to  the  test 
at  the  earliest  moment.  It  could  be 
demonstrated  by  an  impartial  pUhescite 
if  all  terrorism  were  withdrawn.  He 
believed  that  one-half  the  population — 
and  that  half  the  law-abiding,  thrifty, 
and  prosperous — would  be  found  to  be 
antagonistic  to  the  policy  of  concession, 
and  in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
unity  of  the  Empire,  and  of  drawing  the 
bonds  of  union  closer  than  they  were  at 
present.  It  was  said  that  there  were 
two  Nationalities  in  Ireland  ;  but  the 
Prime  Minister  seemed  to  recognize  one 
only,  and  to  make  his  concessions  to  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  told  the  House  that  every  Par- 
liamentary device  would  be  resorted  to 
for  the  purpose  of  embarrassing  the  Oo- 
vernmeut  if  the  claims  of  his  Party  were 
not  satisfied ;  but  two  could  play  at  that 
game,  and  it  was  not  a  dignified  or  just 
thing  that  the  Business  of  the  Empire 
should  be  obstructed  and  time  frittered 
away  by  these  everlasting  discussions. 
If  any  Party  undertook  to  solve  this 
question  by  the  desperate  expedient  of 
severing  the  Union,  some  hon.  Members 
would  resorfc  to  every  Parliamentary  and 
Constitutional  means  to  resist  the  grant- 
ing of  such  a  concession.  If  upon  the 
eventful  day  of  the  1st  of  April  the 
Prime  Minister  disclosed  a  scheme  which 
they  found  to  be  inimical  to  the  interests 
of  the  Loyalists  of  Ireland,  so  far  as 
their  Beprosentatives  were  concerned 
they  would  offer  it  the  most  strenuous 
and  inflexible  opposition. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
I  am  one  of  those  who  have  never 
altered  their  opinions  with  regard  to 
Ireland,  one  of  those  who  have  always  ad- 
vocated the  maintenance  of  law  and  order 
in  Ireland,  which  it  is  the  first  duty 
and  business  of  the  Government  to  main- 
tain, in  spite  of  the  opinion  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers whose  business  I  believe  it  to  bo 
to  see  Ireland  never  at  peace  and  never 
tranquil.  1  have  never  hesitated  to 
Bay  that  the  late  Government  made  a 
mistake  in  that  they  did  not  maibtain 
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the  portions  of  the  Crimes  Act  upon 
which  the  former  Government  went  out. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the 
former  Liberal  Government  went  out  on 
trifling  questions  with  regard  to  beer 
and  spirits ;  they  went  out  because  they 
could  not  agree  among  themselves  with 
re((ard  to  the  renewal  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  I  will 
undertake  to  say,  unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contradicts  me,  that  the 
Crimes  Act  was  the  difficulty  in  the 
Cabinet.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man get  up  and  say  bis  Cabinet  was 
agreed  ? 

Mu.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  anxious  to 
meet  that  request  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  and  therefore  I  rise  to  say 
that  I  have  not  a  word  to  add  to  my 
letter  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks -Beach),  in  which  I  stated  that 
the  Cabinet  met  to  consider  the  Crimes 
Act  on  the  day  before  the  debate  on  the 
Budget,  that  every  point  was  settled  in 
the  Cabinet  excepting  one,  and  that  the 
subject  of  that  one,  as  I  stated  in  the 
letter,  I  believe,  was  with  respect  to  the 
provisions  against  **  Boycotting  " — whe- 
ther they  should  continue  as  direct  pro- 
visions, or  as  provisions  which  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  should  be  empowered  to  put 
into  force. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT: 
That  may  be  so;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  go  further  and  say 
that  there  was  not  a  great  disagreement 
in  the  Cabinet,  nor  will  he  say  that  it 
was  not  upon  that  question  that  the 
Cabinet  made  up  their  minds  to  resign. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  Cabmet 
really  resigned  upon  the  question  on 
which  they  publicly  resigned. 

Sir  W^ALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
That  may  be  eo ;  but  that  was  not  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  nor  is  it  the 
opinion  of  the  country  at  this  moment. 
It  is  remarkable  that,  having  gone  out 
on  the  question  of  the  Crimes  Act,  they 
have  now  come  in  upon  that  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  he  did  not  turn  out  the 
late  Government  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesso 
Ceilings),  but  that  he  really  tamed  them 
out  on  the  question  of  dealing  with 
Ireland.  fCnVf  o/**No!"]  Why.  the 
admission  has  been  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley'. 
No  doubt,  the  first  object  of  the  right 


1969  Maintenance  of  {Mabch  4,  1886}      Social  Ord/fr  {Ireland).      1970 


the  Irish  vote  was  obtained  by  the  Party 
opposite.  He  thought  these  were  facts 
which  the  House  and  the  country  ought 
to  consider.  They  were  standing  on  the 
eve  of  a  new  Parliament,  which  had 
already  solved  some  questions  which  the 
late  Parliament  had  been  unable  to 
settle.  In  the  present  Session  they  had 
been  enabled  to  introduce  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh),  and  he  (Mr.  Allison)  was  quite 
sure  the  solution  of  that  difficulty  had 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  country. 
He  hoped  this  new  Parliament  would 
also  solve  the  Irish  difficulty,  allowing 
such  an  achievement  to  be  added  to  the 
long  record  of  progressive  legislation 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  been  able 
to  deal  with  during  the  course  of  his 
distinguished  career.  He  believed  that 
the  settlement  of  that  difficulty  would 
not  be  in  the  direction  of  separation,  but 
towards  that  of  knitting  the  two  countries 
together  in  firmer  and  closer  bonds  than 
had  ever  bound  them  before. 

Mr.  DE  COBAIN  denied  that  the 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party  had 
expressed  sympathy  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  tne  Gangway.  The  noble 
Marquess  who  spoke  the  previous  even- 
ing at  the  Crystal  Palace  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  had  denied  with 
frankness  and  disclaimed  in  the  most 
outspoken  manner  that  they  had  the 
least  sympathy  with  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  did  the  same  thing  the 
House  and  the  country  generally  would 
be  better  satisfied.  Up  to  the  present 
they  had  no  repudiation  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Liberal  Benches  of  the 
claims  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  During  the  debate 
on  the  Address  the  House  was  anxious 
to  hear  an  exposition  of  the  policy  to  be 
pursued  by  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  evaded 
the  opportunity  given  him ;  and  at  the 
present  time,  although  the  people  of  the 
country  remained  agitated  and  anxious 
as  to  what  his  views  were,  he  had 
pursued  a  policy  of  reticence,  and  had 
refrained  from  giving  to  the  country  a 
statement  of  his  opinions  regarding  Irish 
policy.  It  had  been  said  that  no  reason 
had  been  shown  for  the  course  which 
the  Conservatives  had  taken ;  but  he  (Mr. 
De  Cobain)  thought  his  right  hon.  and 


learned  Friend  (Mr.  Holmes)  had  conclu- 
sively shown  that  evening  that  there  was 
a  growth  of  crime  in  Ireland,  which,  if  it 
did  not  warrant  repressive  legislation, 
was,  at  least,  a  strong  argument  that 
the  Irish  Executive  should  show  some 
firmness  in  dealing  with  evils  which 
were  gradually  augmenting.  If  the 
Common  Law  was  sufficient  to  cope  with 
anarchy  and  outrage  by  all  means  let  it 
be  put  in  force  with  energy  and  deter- 
mination. Why  was  it  not  enforced  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire  and  the  preservation  of  the  lives 
and  properties  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects? It  appeared  to  him  that  true 
justice  was  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
impartially  administered  to  all  classes 
of  people.  Why,  then,  were  these  out- 
rages against  life  and  property  per- 
mitted, and  why  was  **  Boycotting" 
allowed  to  go  on?  What  the  Irish 
people  asked  for  was  an  impartial  and 
a  firm  administration  of  justice.  The 
legislation  of  sentiment  conferred  no 
good  upon  Ireland,  but  among  a  large 
number  of  persons  practical  legislation 
received  their  unmistakable  sympathy. 
Those  who  represented  the  Loyalists  of 
Ireland  had  been  spoken  of  as  belong- 
ing to  the  landlord  class.  Speaking  now 
on  behalf  of  the  Loyal  Yeomanry  of 
Ulster,  of  the  artizan  class  in  the  great 
towns,  and  of  the  lower  elements  of  the 
Ulster  population,  he  said  a  feeling 
existed  of  strong  apprehension  with 
regard  to  the  future  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  any  concession  being 
made  in  the  direction  of  Home  Eule  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
He  had  no  sympathy  with  coercive  legis- 
lation, and  he  believed  that  but  few  hon. 
Members  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
sympathized  with  such  a  policy.  He 
maintained  that  the  policy  of  coercion 
had  been  the  policy  of  Liberal  Govern- 
ments, while  that  of  the  Tory  Party  had 
been  one  of  relaxation  and  tolerance. 
The  demand  of  the  Irish  Members,  in 
his  opinion,  was  for  a  purely  sentimental 
concession,  which  might  be  of  interest 
to  the  class  which  they  represented,  but 
not  to  the  class  which  had  done  the  most 
for  the  material  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
If  this  demand  on  the  part  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Members  were  acceded  to,  in  a 
short  time  a  corresponding  demand 
would  spring  up  on  the  part  of  Ulster 
for  a  separate  Legislature.  If  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  were  in- 
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that  speech)  and  the  moment  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  his  reply  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  orders  that  he 
should  be  apprehended  and  put  in 
prison,  and  then  the  right  hon.  Qontle- 
man  went  down  to  the  dinner  at  Guild- 
hall, and  stated  that  he  had  at  last 
placed  in  prison  the  man  who  was 
steeped  up  to  the  lips  in  treason. 

M».  SEXTON  :  It  was  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  who  said  that. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  I 
think  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  that  the  statement  was  made  at  the 
Gnildhall  dinner,  the  words  being  that 
he  had  caused  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  who  was  steeped  to  the  lips 
in  treason,  to  be  thrown  into  prison. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after  the 
Phoenix  Park  murders,  came  down  to 
this  House  and  introduced  the  strongest 
Coercion  Act  that  had  ever  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  say  ?  He  told  us  that,  terrible 
as  these  murders  wore,  they  had  saved 
Ireland,  and  that  if  they  had  not  taken 
place  the  Government  would  not  have 
thought  it  their  duty  to  bring  in  the 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act,  or,  at  any- 
rate,  anything  like  so  strong  a  Crimes 
Act  as  that  which  was  introduced.  The 
state  of  matters  had  gone  from  bad 
to  worse,  and  in  a  very  short  time  it 
would  have  been  necessary  to  put  crime 
and  outrage  down,  not  by  a  Prevention 
Act,  but  by  cannon  and  an  armed  force 
of  soldiers.  That  was  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  expressed  to  his  constituents 
long  after  the  Phoenix  Park  mur- 
ders took  place.  What  were  the  steps 
taken  by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way to  bring  to  justice  the  perpetrators 
of  the  murders  I  have  mentioned,  and 
what  will  they  do  to  prevent  a  repeti- 
tion of  such  horrible  crimes  ?  Can  it  be 
said  that  what  happened  then  is  not 
likely  to  hapnen  again?  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  grant  to  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  all  they  ask  for,  and  what 
they  think  they  have  a  chance  of  getting, 
things  in  Ireland  will  shortly  revert  to 
the  very  worst  condition  in  which  they 
have  ever  been,  and  you  will  find  that, 
instead  of  peace  and  order  being  pre- 
eerved  in  Ireland,  crime  and  outrage 
will  again  prevail.    Will  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  say  for  one  moment — ^be* 
cause  he  must  remember  that  the  late 
Government  were  only  in  Office  for 
something  like  six  months — will  he  saj 
that  Ireland  is  in  such  a  state  of  pro- 
sperity and  well-being,  that  it  is  able  to 
attract  capital,  and  to  induce  men  to  in- 
vest their  money  there  as  they  ought  to 
do,  in  an  integral  part  of  this  great 
Empire  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  until 
things  are  settled  and  until  weknow  what 
is  going  to  be  done  in  Ireland,  which  wo 
do  not  know  at  present,  there  can  be  no 
confidence  whatever  that  peace  and 
order  will  be  restored  in  Ireland.  Look 
for  a  moment  at  the  population  of  Ire- 
land. I  have  no  desire  to  put  one  class 
against  another,  or  one  religion  against 
another;  but  I  believe  that  there  are 
many  men  in  Ireland — Boman  Catholics 
as  well  as  Protestants — who  as  firmly 
support  the  Union  between  the  two  coun- 
tries as  any  hon.  Member  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  I  believe  that  the 
desire  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union  has 
been  grossly  exaggerated.  I  firmly  be- 
lieve that  if  they  came  to  the  test,  and 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  left  to  them- 
selves, you  would  find  a  large  number, 
who  are  now  believed  to  be  in  favour  of 
the  separation  of  England  and  Ireland, 
who  would  be  found  in  reality  to  be 
warm  supporters  of  the  Union.  Do  not 
let  us  make  any  mistake  about  that 
question.  The  question  at  present  be* 
fore  us  is  that  peace  and  order  should 
bo  maintained  ;  and  I  say  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  day 
and  night  for  weeks  and  months,  and 
even  for  years,  he  has  been  thinking  of 
a  solution  of  this  difficult  question, 
surely  he  is  able  to  say  what  it  is  that 
he  proposes  to  do  for  the  preservation 
of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  is  the  one  thinff  he 
will  not  tell  us ;  and  I  think  it  will  be 
for  the  interest  of  Ireland,  and  for  the 
interest  of  the  United  Kingdom,  if  h» 
will  inform  us  plainly  and  distinctly 
whether  he  means  to  have  a  Parliament 
on  College  Green.  That  is  the  question 
which  is  agitating  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway — that  is 
what  they  have  taken  off  their  coats  to 
fight  for ;  that  is  what  ihey  have  stated 
distinctly  will  f  ati^fy  them»  and  nothing 
else.  [*•  Hear,  hear !  '*]  Well,  that  is 
a  point  gained.  We  now  know  exactly 
where  we  stand.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  do  desire  a  Parliament 
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hon.  Gentleman  is  to  maintain  law 
and  order ;  but  what  has  been  done  to 
obtain  that  object?  Not  a  single  thing, 
and  it  is  this  the  House  has  to  con- 
eider.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mits that  the  cases  of  **  Boycotting" 
had  increased  enormously  by  the  month 
of  October,  and  yet  when  he  came  into 
Office  he  took  no  steps  to  diminish  the 
number  of  such  offences.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  case  of 
Curtin,  and  no  case  can  demonstrate 
more  clearly  the  shocking  state  in  which 
Ireland  is.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  with  reference  to 
whom  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
who  is  now  all  civility,  once  used 
very  strong  terms,  stated  on  one  occa- 
sion that  if  he  were  in  possession  of  a 
farm  he  would  fire  upon  any  man  who 
should  come  to  turn  him  out  of  it.  I 
will  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
whether  he  looks  with  complacency  on 
the  incidents  of  Curtin's  murder,  and 
the  treatment  to  which  his  heroic  daugh- 
ters were  afterwards  subjected  by  their 
neighbours  ? 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  that  he  did  not 
look  with  complacency  on  what  had 
happened.  He  considered  the  whole 
matter  a  most  disgraceful  and  miserable 
business 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  :  The 
question  is  this — Would  these  things 
have  occurred  if  the  National  League 
had  not  been  in  command?  If  the 
Queen's  Government  had  been  in  autho- 
rity would  these  things  have  occurred  ? 
And,  if  they  had  occurred,  it  would  have 
been  the  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, having  newly  come  into  power,  to 
take  care  that  they  were  at  once  put  a 
etop  to.  He  says  that  no  more  coercion 
is  to  be  introduced.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer said  that,  as  the  late  Government 
had  given  up  coercion,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  reintroduce  it ;  but  that  is  a 
decision  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  have  to  reconsider.  We  have 
given  up  bleeding,  because  it  is  con- 
sidered to  be  an  antiquated  remedy; 
but,  if  you  think  that  the  only  way  to 
Bave  the  life  of  a  patient  is  by  bleeding 
him,  surely  you  would  not  refuse  to  take 
that  step.  I  venture  to  say  that  at  some 
future  time  we  may  find  the  Prime 
Minister  a  most  strenuous  advocate  for 
the  reintroduction  of  coercion.    I  have 


no  desire  to  go  into  ancient  history ;  but 
I  must  do  so  foi*  a  moment.  I  cannot 
but  remember  that,  notwithstanding  the 
warnings  which  sounded,  in  his  ears,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  man  to 
give  up  the  Peace  Preservation  Act, 
although  he  was  cautioned  in  the 
strongest  terms  that  it  was  the  worst 
thing  that  could  be  done  for  Ireland. 
What  was  the  effect  of  not  continuing 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act  ?  The  Arms 
Act  had  expired,  and  arms  were  allowed 
to  be  brought  into  the  country,  and 
very  soon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
to  come  down  to  Parliament  and  ask  for 
a  large  measure  of  coercion,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  the 
man  who  had  to  carry  out  that  coercion. 
But  there  was  something  a  great  deal 
more  than  that,  and  I  would  like  to 
mention  it  to  the  House,  because  it  is 
as  well  to  recall  these  things  in  the  pre- 
sent aspect  of  affairs.  After  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  got  that  Act  passed, 
murders  continued  to  be  rife  in  Ireland. 
Lord  Lietrim  and  Mrs.  Smythe  were 
murdered.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his 
head  ;  but  it  is  a  fact.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  In  1877.]  Yes;  it  was  my  mis- 
take. Lord  Leitrim's  murder  was 
earlier.  It  was  Lord  Mountmorres  who 
was  murdered  at  that  time.  It  was 
not  until  after  Lord  Mountmorres  and 
Mrs.  Smythe  were  murdered  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  came 
down  here  and  demanded,  in  solemn 
tones,  that  further  powers  should  be 
given  to  him.  I  have  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  here,  if  I  can  find 
it.  M*Oh,  oh! "J  The  groans  of  hon. 
Memoers  below  the  Gangway  do  not 
upset  me.  Nothing  was  done  by  the 
Gorernment  until  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  retired,  and  after  those 
two  terrible  murders  took  place  in  the 
PhoBuix  Park.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  will  well  recollect  those 
murders.  Up  to  the  time  those  two 
murders  took  place  he  would  do  nothing 
to  remedy  or  prevent  the  outrages  which 
were  taking  place  in  Ireland.  I  do  not 
want  to  enter  into  too  many  details ;  but 
I  also  recollect,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  will  recol- 
lect,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  a  speech  in  Leeds.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  answered 
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that  speech,  and  the  moment  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  his  reply  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  orders  that  he 
should  be  apprehended  and  put  in 
prison,  and  then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  down  to  the  dinner  at  Guild- 
hall, and  stated  that  he  had  at  last 
placed  in  prison  the  man  who  was 
steeped  up  to  the  lips  in  treason. 

Me.  sexton  :  It  was  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  who  said  that. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  I 
think  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  that  the  statement  was  made  at  the 
Guildhall  dinner,  the  words  being  that 
he  had  caused  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  who  was  steeped  to  the  lips 
in  treason,  to  be  thrown  into  prison. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after  the 
Phoenix  Park  murders,  came  down  to 
this  House  and  introduced  the  strongest 
Coercion  Act  that  had  ever  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  say  ?  He  told  us  that,  terrible 
as  these  murders  wore,  they  had  saved 
Ireland,  and  that  if  they  had  not  taken 
place  the  Government  would  not  have 
thought  it  their  duty  to  bring  in  the 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act,  or,  at  any- 
rate,  anything  like  so  strong  a  Crimes 
Act  as  that  which  was  introduced.  The 
state  of  matters  had  gone  from  bad 
to  worse,  and  in  a  very  short  time  it 
would  have  been  necessary  to  put  crime 
and  outrage  down,  not  by  a  Prevention 
Act,  but  by  cannon  and  an  armed  force 
of  soldiers.  That  was  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  expressed  to  his  constituents 
long  after  the  Phoenix  Park  mur- 
ders took  place.  What  were  the  steps 
taken  by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way to  bring  to  justice  the  perpetrators 
of  the  murders  I  have  mentioned,  and 
what  will  they  do  to  prevent  a  repeti- 
tion of  such  horrible  crimes  ?  Can  it  be 
said  that  what  happened  then  is  not 
likely  to  happen  again?  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  grant  to  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  all  they  ask  for,  and  what 
they  think  they  have  a  chance  of  getting, 
things  in  Ireland  will  shortly  revert  to 
the  very  worst  condition  in  which  they 
have  ever  been,  and  you  will  find  that, 
instead  of  peace  and  order  being  pre- 
served in  Ireland,  crime  and  outrage 
will  again  prevail.     Will  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  say  for  one  moment— 1«- 
cause  he  must  remember  that  the  late 
Government  were  only  in  Office  for 
something  like  six  months — will  he  nr 
that  Ireland  is  in  such  a  state  of  pro- 
sperity and  well-being,  that  it  is  able  la 
attract  capital,  and  to  induce  men  to  in- 
vest their  money  there  as  they  ought  to 
do,  in  an  integral  part  of  this  grett 
Empire  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  notil 
things  are  settled  and  until  weknow  what 
is  going  to  be  done  in  Ireland,  which  we 
do  not  know  at  present,  there  can  be  no 
confidence  whatever  that  peace  aod 
order  will  be  restored  in  Ireland.  Look 
for  a  moment  at  the  population  of  Ir»* 
land.  I  have  no  desire  to  put  one  dan 
against  another,  or  one  religion  against 
another ;  but  I  believe  that  there  are 
many  men  in  Ireland — Homan  Catholics 
as  well  as  Protestants — who  as  fiimlj 
support  the  Union  between  the  two  coon- 
tries  as  any  hon.  Member  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  I  believe  that  the 
desire  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union  hu 
been  grossly  exaggerated.  I  firmly  be- 
lieve that  if  they  came  to  the  test,  and 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  left  to  then- 
selves,  you  would  find  a  large  namber, 
who  are  now  believed  to  be  in  favour  of 
the  separation  of  England  and  Ireland. 
who  woidd  be  found  in  reality  to  b* 
warm  supporters  of  the  Union.  Do  noi 
let  us  make  any  mistake  abotit  tbt 
question.  The  question  at  present  b^ 
fore  us  is  that  peace  and  order  should 
be  maintained  ;  and  I  say  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  ^J 
and  night  for  weeks  and  months,  aad 
even  for  years,  he  has  been  thinking  of 
a  solution  of  this  difficult  questioB, 
surely  he  is  able  to  say  what  it  is  that 
he  proposes  to  do  for  the  preaerratkn 
of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  I  m 
sorry  to  say  that  is  the  one  thing  h« 
will  not  tell  us ;  and  I  think  it  wul  l« 
for  the  interest  of  Ireland,  and  for  the 
interest  of  the  United  Kin ffdonj,  if  1'*' 
will  inform  us  plainly  and  distiDcth 
whether  he  means  to  have  a  Pariiamect 
on  College  Green.  That  is  the  qucstkia 
which  is  agitating  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway— Aat  J* 
what  they  have  taken  off  their  ooats  w 
fight  for ;  that  is  what  ihey  have  sUttd 
distinctly  will  satisfy  them,  and  nothiaf 
else.  [«* Hear,  hear!"]  Wefl.ihattf 
a  point  gained.  We  now  know  exactiT 
where  we  stand.  Hon.  Members  bak* 
the  Gangway  do  desire  a  ParKan*** 
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does  not  succeed  in  securing  the  sym- 
pathy of  the  House,  the  object  of  the 
Motion — be  it  right  or  wrong — is,  at  a 
Constitutional  moment  and  in  a  Consti- 
tutional manner,  to  draw  the  attention 
of  England  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and 
to  the  policy  which  we  believe  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  contemplate  with 
regard  to  that  country.  Now,  I  under- 
stand from  the  reply  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, which  was  an  eminently  contro- 
versial reply,  thnt  he  questions,  and 
even  denies,  the  .right  of  the  Opposition 
who  sit  in  this  quarter  of  the  House 
to  raise  the  question  of  Ireland  at  all, 
not  only  in  the  form  of  censure  on  the 
Government,  but  even  in  the  form  of  in- 
quiry from  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asserts  that  our  whole 
Irish  policy  was  a  mistake  from  begin- 
ning to  end — that  it  has  utterly  failed. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  The  gene- 
ral tenour  of  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  undoubtedly  that 
our  policy  had  altogether  failed,  and 
that  it  betrayed  vacillation,  hesitation, 
and  incapacity  for  making  up  our  mind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that 
altogether  our  Irish  policy  had  been  so 
essentially  wrong,  and  so  essentially 
vicious,  that  it  was  impossible  and 
utterly  hopeless,  even  with  the  best  will 
in  the  world,  for  him  and  his  Party,  in 
the  position  they  then  occupied,  to  re- 
strain themselves  from  turning  the  late 
Government  out  of  Office.  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  denies  the  right  of 
the  present  Opposition  to  raise  this  ques- 
tion of  social  order  in  Ireland,  because, 
he  asserts,  or  he  assumes,  or  he  imagines 
that  the  present  Opposition,  when  they 
were  in  Office,  had  entered  into  a 
compact  and  an  alliance  with  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  in  this  House — a  com- 
pact which  was  based  essentially  upon 
the  utter  and  permanent  abandonment 
of  all  measures  in  the  nature  of  repres- 
sive legislation;  and  that,  therefore,  hav- 
ing entered  into  that  compact  and  having 
broken  that  compact — according  to  his 
argument — we  are  utterly  precluded, 
either  from  inquiring  from  the  Govern- 
ment what  policy  they  intend  to  pursue, 
or  from  pressing  on  the  Government 
legislation  which  the  Government  might 
deem  to  be  of  an  extraordinary  or  re- 
pressive nature.  That  is  the  position 
which  the  Prime  Minister  takes  up. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  No.]  That  is  the 
essential  position  which  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  takes  up.  [Mr.  Gladstone: 
No.J  Well,  I  am  so  anxious  to  get  as 
rapidly  as  I  can,  with  the  kind  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  to  the  principal 
part  of  the  argument,  that  I  will  clear 
the  way  of  these  preliminaries.  I  am, 
therefore,  prepared,  mainly  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  debate,  to  make  to  the 
Prime  Minister  very  large  admissions. 
I  believe  it  to  be  the  hereditary  and  in- 
alienable tendency  of  all  British  Govern- 
ments to  blunder.  I  am  led  to  that  con- 
clusion from  a  close  and  profound  study 
of  history,  and  of  the  career  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  admit — I  see  no  object  what- 
ever in  denying  it,  because  1  want  to 
get  at  the  real  gist  of  the  argument — 
that  the  late  Government  did  not  pre- 
sent themselves  before  Parliament,  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  in  that  absolutely 
perfect  and  impregnable  form  which  an 
ideal  Government  would  like  to  occupy. 
I  make  the  Prime  Minister  a  present  of 
that  admission.  Therefore,  all  the  argu- 
ments about  the  incapacity  of  the  late 
Gt)vernment — all  the  alliances  they  con- 
cluded, and  the  blunders  they  committed 
— I  put  aside,  for  the  purpose  of  argu- 
ment, because,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man likes,  I  admit  them  all.  But  there 
is  one  accusation  which  he  almost  directly 
made,  which  I  do  not  admit,  and  which 
I  will  not  admit  for  a  moment.  He 
asserted,  perhaps  not  directly — but  the 
whole  tendency  of  his  argument  was  to 
assert — that  the  decision  of  the  late 
Government,  when  they  took  Office, 
with  regard  to  coercion,  was  influenced, 
and  solely  influenced,  by  the  prospect  of 
catching  the  Irish  vote  at  the  late  Elec- 
tion. Well,  now,  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  only  to  do  with  myself — had 
only  to  rely  upon  my  assertion — I  should 
not  think  of  arguing  this  matter  with  it. 
I  see  no  object  in  this  kind  of  argument. 
Therefore,  I  say,  assort  whatever  you 
please,  make  whatever  accusations  you 
like,  attribute  to  me,  if  it  will  do  any 
good,  the  worst  and  most  despicable  mo- 
tives— I  content  myself  with  the  know- 
ledge of  what  I  have  in  my  own  mind, 
and  what  is  in  my  own  mind  is  enough 
for  me.  But  what  I  want  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  this —without 
claiming  the  smallest  consideration  for 
myself,  I  would  ask — Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seriously  think  that  a  states- 
man like  Lord  Salisbury,  with  Colleagues 
like  Lord  Carnarvon  and  Lord  Cran- 
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brook — does  he  think  that  a  Qentleman 
who  has  been  so  long  before  the  House 
of  Commons  as  roj  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  this 
House — does  he  think  that  one  whom  he 
was  always  ready  to  flatter  and  eulogize, 
when  it  suited  him — Lord  Iddesleigh — 
does  he  think  that  these  men  are  so 
utterly  lost  to  all  consideration  of  pdli- 
tical  honour  and  to  every  consideration 
of  political  honesty  that  they  are  in- 
fluenced, and  only  influenced,  by  the 
meanest  and  most  corrupt  motives  which 
can  actuate  the  lowest  politician  ?   Does 
he  think  that  men  like  them  would,  in 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland — involving  the  future 
of  Ireland— an  integral  and,  perhaps, 
one  of  the  most  interesting  portions  of 
the  United  Kingdom — would  take  a  de- 
cision, with  regard  to  the  government  of 
Ireland,  guided  only  by  considerations 
of  an  electioneering  character  ?  I  will  go 
further,  and  ask  him  whether  he  thinks 
that  Lord  Salisbury,  or  Lord  Iddesleigh, 
or  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  sits  near 
me,  would  take  a  decision  of  that  kind — 
[Criu  cf^'YesV'/romthsmme  Rule  Man- 
lers]  —  from  electioneering  considera- 
tions ?    I  am  certain  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  although,  in  the 
heat    of   debate,   they  manifest    some 
slight  signs  of  incredulity,  if  this  matter 
were  calmly  discussed  in  a  room  with 
two  or  three  people,  would  admit  that 
my  arguments  are  perfectly  sound,  and 
that  a  Minister  like  Lord  Salisbury  is 
utterly  incapable  of  being  liable  to,  or 
chargeable  for  one  moment  with,  an  accu- 
sation of  that  character.     Well,  Sir,  I 
am  not  going  to  deny — I  am  not  going 
to  conceal  it  from  the  House  for  one 
moment — why  should  I  do  so,  for  I  never 
have  concealed  anything  from  the  House, 
and  I  am  not  going  to  begin  to-day — 
that  at  one  time  I  had  an  idea  that  the 
Tory  Party  might  co-operate  with  the 
Irish  Party.     [Lau^hterT]    1  must  pray 
the  House  to  allow  me  to  argue  this  out 
calmly.    I  have  often  worked  with  Irish 
Members.     I  hope  to  be  able  to  do  so 
again.    I  am  anxious  not  to  detain  the 
louse  longer  than  it  is  necessary ;  but 
itNfill  be  difficult  for  me  to  argue  con- 
•eculively  unless  I  am  assisted  by  the 
kiad  Indulgence  of  the  House.    I  admit 
that  I  have  never  concealed— »I  never 
concealed  it  in  the  last  Parliament-^ 
that  I  thought  it  possible  that,  on  many 
Irish  subjects,  the  Tory  Party  might  co- 
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operate  with  the  Irish  National  Part7. 
But  what  did  I  go  upon?  I  had  an 
immense  precedent  togo  upon.  I  had 
the  precedent  of  the  Whig  Ministry  of 
the  days  of  Mr.  0*ConnelT.  0*ConneU 
occupied,  at  one  time,  as  strong,  and  if 
possible  a  stronger,  position,  having 
regard  to  the  relative  position  of  Par- 
ties, than  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  now  occupies. 
P'No,  no!'[  from  the  Borne  Rule  Mem- 
ben.']  I  maintain  that  I  am  historically 
correct.  What  was  the  state  of  the  case 
then  ?  O^Connell  had  got  a  large  Irish 
Partv  of  about  35,  after  a  change  of 
Parliament,  and  pressed  upon  Parlia- 
ment the  policy  of  Repeal ;  and  in  tho 
Election  ox  1835 — I  think  I  am  accurate 
in  saying  it  was  1 835— -O^Connell,  in 
addressing  his  Dublin  constituents,  used 
these  words — *'  Sink  or  swim,  live  or 
die,  I  go  for  Bepeal,  and  nothing  but 
Repeal."  Mr.  0  Connell  came  back  to 
Parliament  on  that  programme,  deter- 
mined to  press  it  upon  Parliament  at  all 
hazards  and  at  all  costs.  What  hap- 
pened? The  Whig  Ministry  of  that 
day,  being  unable  to  carry  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  without  an 
alliance  with  tho  Irish  Party,  came  to 
terms  with  Mr.  O'Connell,  and  0*Con- 
nell  dropped  the  policy  of  Repeal. 
[pri>#o/"No!"]  Is  It  not  so?  ["No!"! 
xes,  certainly.  And  why  ?  He  droppea 
the  policy  of  Repeal,  on  condition  that 
tho  Whig  Ministry 

Mb.  W.  O^BRIEN  :  He  gave  it  upon 
promises  which  were  broken  by  the 
Whigs. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  Mr. 
O'Connell  dropped  the  policy  of  Repeal, 
on  the  understanding  that  the  Whig 
Ministry  would  bring  forward  such  mea- 
sures for  Ireland,  short  of  Repeal,  as 
Mr.  0*Connell  and  his  Friends  thought 
absolutely  necessary  to  be  put  before  the 
country.  That  is  a  g^at  historical  pre- 
cedent. There  you  had  a  powerful  Eng- 
lish Party,  perhaps  one  of  the  proudest 
England  has  ever  known,  allying  itself 
with  the  Irish  Party,  elected  on  the 
platform  of  unconditional  Repeal,  on 
the  condition  that  that  Irish  Party 
dropped  the  policy  of  Repeal,  and  con- 
senting to  legislate  for  such  matters  as 
the  development  of  Irish  prosperity  and 
progress  in  a  manner  which  might  be 
agreeable  to  the  Party  from  Inland. 
Well,  I  own  I  had  that  precedent  in  my 
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does  not  succeed  in  securing  the  sym- 
pathy of  the  House,  the  object  of  the 
Motion — be  it  right  or  wrong — is,  at  a 
Constitutional  moment  and  in  a  ConstU 
tutional  manner,  to  draw  the  attention 
of  England  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and 
to  the  policy  which  we  believe  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  contemplate  with 
regard  to  that  country.  Now,  I  under- 
stand from  the  reply  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, which  was  an  eminently  contro- 
versi^  reply^  that  he  questions,  and 
even  denies,  the  .right  of  the  Opposition 
who  sit  in  this  quarter  of  the  House 
to  raise  the  question  of  Ireland  at  all, 
not  only  in  the  form  of  censure  on  the 
Government,  but  even  in  the  form  of  in- 
quiry from  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asserts  that  our  whole 
Irish  policy  was  a  mistake  from  begin- 
ning to  end — that  it  has  utterly  failed. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  The  gene- 
ral tenour  of  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  undoubtedly  that 
our  policy  had  altogether  failed,  and 
that  it  betrayed  vacillation,  hesitation, 
and  incapacity  for  making  up  our  mind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that 
altogether  our  Irish  policy  had  been  so 
essentially  wrong,  and  so  essentially 
vicious,  that  it  was  impossible  and 
utterly  hopeless,  even  with  the  best  will 
in  the  world,  for  him  and  his  Party,  in 
the  position  they  then  occupied,  to  re- 
strain themselves  from  turning  the  late 
Government  out  of  Office.  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  denies  the  right  of 
the  present  Opposition  to  raise  this  ques- 
tion of  social  order  in  Ireland,  because, 
he  asserts,  or  he  assumes,  or  he  imagines 
that  the  present  Opposition,  when  they 
wore  in  Office,  had  entered  into  a 
compact  and  an  alliance  with  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  in  this  House — a  com- 
pact which  was  based  essentially  upon 
the  utter  and  permanent  abandonment 
of  all  measures  in  the  nature  of  repres- 
sive legislation;  and  that,  therefore,  hav- 
ing entered  into  that  compact  and  having 
broken  that  compact — according  to  his 
argument — we  are  utterly  precluded, 
either  from  inquiring  from  the  Govern- 
ment what  policy  they  intend  to  pursue, 
or  from  pressing  on  the  Government 
legislation  which  the  Government  might 
deem  to  be  of  an  extraordinary  or  re- 
pressive nature.  That  is  the  position 
which  the  Prime  Minister  takes  up. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  No.]  That  is  the 
essential  position  which  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  takes  up.  [Mr.  Gladstone: 
No.J  Well,  I  am  so  anxious  to  get  as 
rapidly  as  I  can,  with  the  kind  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  to  the  principal 
part  of  the  argument,  that  I  will  clear 
the  way  of  these  preliminaries.  I  am, 
therefore,  prepared,  mainly  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  debate,  to  make  to  the 
Prime  Minister  very  large  admissions. 
I  believe  it  to  be  the  hereditary  and  in- 
alienable tendency  of  all  British  Govern- 
ments to  blunder.  I  am  led  to  that  con- 
clusion from  a  close  and  profound  study 
of  history,  and  of  the  career  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  admit — I  see  no  object  what- 
ever in  denying  it,  because  1  want  to 
get  at  the  real  gist  of  the  argument — 
that  the  late  Government  did  not  pre- 
sent themselves  before  Parliament,  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  in  that  absolutely 
perfect  and  impregnable  form  which  an 
ideal  Government  would  like  to  occupy. 
I  make  the  Prime  Minister  a  present  of 
that  admission.  Therefore,  all  the  argu- 
ments about  the  incapacity  of  the  late 
Government — all  the  alliances  they  con- 
cluded, and  the  blunders  they  committed 
— I  put  aside,  for  the  purpose  of  argu- 
ment, because,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man likes,  I  admit  them  all.  But  there 
is  one  accusation  which  he  almost  directly 
made,  which  I  do  not  admit,  and  which 
I  will  not  admit  for  a  moment.  He 
asserted,  perhaps  not  directly — but  the 
whole  tendency  of  his  argument  was  to 
assert — that  the  decision  of  the  late 
Government,  when  they  took  Office, 
with  regard  to  coercion,  was  influenced, 
and  solely  influenced,  by  the  prospect  of 
catching  the  Irish  vote  at  the  late  Elec- 
tion. Well,  now,  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  only  to  do  with  myself — had 
only  to  rely  upon  my  assertion — I  should 
not  think  of  arguing  this  matter  with  it. 
I  see  no  object  in  this  kind  of  argument. 
Therefore,  I  say,  assert  whatever  you 

f>lease,  make  whatever  accusations  you 
ike,  attribute  to  me,  if  it  will  do  any 
good,  the  worst  and  most  despicable  mo- 
tives— I  content  myself  with  the  know- 
ledge of  what  I  have  in  my  own  mind, 
and  what  is  in  my  own  mind  is  enough 
for  me.  But  what  I  want  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  this— without 
claiming  the  smallest  consideration  for 
myself,  I  would  ask — Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seriously  think  that  a  states- 
man like  Lord  Salisbury,  with  Colleagues 
like  Lord  Carnarvon  and  Lord  Cran- 
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brook — does  lie  think  that  a  Qentleman 
who  has  been  so  long  before  the  House 
of  Commons  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  this 
House — does  he  think  that  one  whom  he 
was  always  ready  to  flatter  and  eulogize, 
when  it  suited  him— Lord  Iddesleigh — 
does  he  think  that  these  men  are  so 
utterly  lost  to  all  consideration  of  poli- 
tical honour  and  to  every  consideration 
of  political  honesty  that  they  are  in- 
fluenced, and  only  influenced,  by  the 
meanest  and  most  corrupt  motives  which 
can  actuate  the  lowest  politician  ?   Does 
he  think  that  men  like  them  would,  in 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  gorern- 
ment  of  Ireland — involving  the  future 
of  Ireland— an  integral  and,  perhaps, 
one  of  the  most  interesting  portions  of 
the  United  Kingdom — would  take  a  de- 
cision, with  regard  to  the  government  of 
Ireland,  guided  only  by  considerations 
of  an  electioneering  character  ?  I  will  go 
further,  and  ask  him  whether  he  thinks 
that  Lord  Salisbury,  or  Lord  Iddesleigh, 
or  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  sits  near 
me,  would  take  a  decision  of  that  kind — 
I  Cries  of  *  *  Yes  I  **from  the  Moms  Rule  Mem- 
oers']  —  from  electioneering  considera- 
tions ?    I  am  certain  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  although,  in  the 
heat    of   debate,   they  manifest    some 
slight  signs  of  incredulity,  if  this  matter 
were  calmly  discussed  in  a  room  with 
two  or  three  people,  would  admit  that 
my  arguments  are  perfectly  sound,  and 
that  a  Minister  like  Lord  Salisbury  is 
utterly  incapable  of  being  liable  to,  or 
chargeable  for  one  moment  with,  an  accu- 
sation of  that  character.    Well,  Sir,  I 
am  not  going  to  deny — I  am  not  going 
to  conceal  it  from  the  House  for  one 
moment — why  should  I  do  so,  for  I  never 
have  concealed  anything  from  the  House, 
and  I  am  not  going  to  begin  to-day — 
that  at  one  time  I  had  an  idea  that  the 
Tory  Party  might  co-operate  with  the 
Irish  Party.     [LauffhterV]    1  must  pray 
the  House  to  allow  me  to  argue  this  out 
calmly.    I  have  often  worked  with  Irish 
Members.     I  hope  to  be  able  to  do  so 
afi^ain.     I  am  anxious  not  to  detain  the 
ouse  longer  than  it  is  necessary ;  but 
ill  be  difficult  for  me  to  argue  con- 
*gQ^%^vely  unless  I  am  assisted  by  the 
kia^fiidulgence  of  the  House.     I  admit 
thav  I  have  never  concealed — I  never 
concealed  it  in  the  last  Parliament-^ 
that  I  thought  it  possible  that,  on  many 
Irish  subjects,  the  Tory  Party  might  co- 
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operate  with  the  Irish  National  Paitj. 
But  what  did  I  go  upon?  I  had  aa 
immense  precedent  to  go  upon.  I  hid 
the  precedent  of  the  Whie  Ministry  of 
the  days  of  Mr.  O'Gonnell.  O^Conun 
occupied,  at  one  time,  as  strong,  and  if 
possible  a  stronger,  position,  haring 
regard  to  the  relative  position  of  Pa^ 
ties,  than  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Gtj 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  now  occii|He«. 
r"No,  no!  "  from  the  Horns  Ruk  Mtm- 
lers,']  I  maintain  that  I  am  historicallj 
correct.  What  was  the  state  of  the  cue 
then  ?  O'Connell  had  got  a  large  Iriih 
Party  of  about  35,  after  a  diange  of 
Parliament,  and  pressed  upon  Pariii- 
ment  the  policy  of  Hepeal ;  and  in  tbe 
Election  of  1835 — I  think  I  am  aoemrtte 
in  saying  it  was  1835— -O'Connell,  in 
addressing  his  Dublin  constituents,  used 
these  words — **  Sink  or  swim,  Ht©  or 
die,  I  go  for  Bepeal,  and  nothing  bat 
Kepeal."  Mr.  O'Conneli  came  back  to 
Parliament  on  that  programme,  deter- 
mined to  press  it  upon  Parliament  at  all 
hazards  and  at  all  costs.  What  hap- 
pened ?  The  Whig  Ministry  of  tkit 
day,  being  unable  to  carry  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  withoat  a& 
alliance  with  the  Irish  Party,  cam«  U 
terms  with  Mr.  O'Conneli,  and  O'Con- 
neli dropped  the  policy  of  BepeaL 
[Cries  of  Nol"!  Is  it  not  so?  ["No!" 
X  es,  certainly.  And  why  ?  He  dropped 
the  policy  of  Bepeal,  on  condition  that 
the  Whig  Ministry 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN :  He  gave  it  npot 
promises  which  were  broken  by  tlie 
Whigs. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  Mr 
O'Conneli  dropped  the  policy  of  Repeal 
on  the  understanding  that  the  Whif 
Ministry  would  bring  forward  such  mjear 
Bures  for  Ireland,  short  of  Repeal,  ai 
Mr.  O'Conneli  and  his  Friends  thoof^ 
absolutely  necessary  to  be  pat  before  tki 
country.  That  is  a  g^reat  historical  pn- 
cedent.  There  you  had  a  powerful  Esf- 
lish  Party,  perhaps  one  of  the  pnmdetf 
England  has  ever  known,  allying  itit^ 
with  the  Irish  Party,  elected  on  th« 
platform  of  unconditional  Repeal  <* 
the  condition  that  that  Irish  Pax<J 
dropped  the  policy  of  Repeal,  and  coa- 
senting  to  legislate  for  such  matten  v 
the  development  of  Irish  prosperity  ati 
progress  in  a  manner  which  might  b« 
agreeable  to  the  Party  from  IrsUnd 
Well,  I  own  I  had  that  preoede&t  in  dJ 
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mind  in  the  last  Parliament,  and  I  did 
not  see  why  that  state  of  things  should 
not  occur  again.  It  always  appeared  to 
me  that  the  Tory  Party  were  well  quali- 
fied to  deal  with  many  questions  of 
Irish  interest  in  a  manner  which  might 
be  thoroughly  agreeable  to  the  Irish 
people,  and  which  would  not  be  in 
the  least  dangerous  to  the  general 
welfare  of  the  Empire.  I  particularly 
allude  to  the  question  of  education, 
and  to  the  question  of  the  land.  Judging 
by  past  history,  I  imagined  that  though 
the  cry  of  Eepeal  might  be  raised  as 
strongly  as  ever,  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers might  say  again  —  ''Live  or 
die,  sink  or  swim,  we  go  for  Bepeal," 
still  I  imagined  that  might  merely 
turn  out  to  be  a  sentiment  for  keeping 
together  a  powerful  political  Party,  and 
that  if  Bepeal  was  absolutely  against 
the  wish  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment the  policy  of  Eepeal  would  be 
dropped.  [An  hon.  Msmbeb:  Times 
are  changed.]  Well,  it  is  quite  true 
that  times  are  changed.  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  be  a  magician,  or  a  prophet,  and 
I  could  only  judge  by  the  past ;  and  I 
did  not  see  why  the  Irish  Party,  finding 
that  the  House  of  Commons,  as  a  whole, 
was  totally  opposed  to  the  Bepeal  of  the 
Union,  might  not  co-operate  either  with 
the  Tory  or  the  Liberal  Party  in  bring- 
ing forward  such  measures  short  of 
Bepeal  as  the  Irish  Party  might  wish 
for.  I  maintain  that  there  was  nothing 
unreasonable,  extravagant,  or  wrong  in 
'  that  supposition.  I  never  concealed  it 
from  anyone,  but  made  a  frank  and 
open  confession  of  it.  I  quite  admit  that 
that  supposition  turned  out  to  be  entirely 
wrong.  I  make  no  concealment  of  that. 
There  were  two  tremendous  faults  in  my 
calculation.  One  was  that  I  never  cal- 
culated— it  never  entered  into  my  wildest 
dreams— that  the  present  Prime  Minister 
would  ever  go  in  for  the  policy  of  Bepeal. 
Now,  that  was  not  an  altogether  un- 
sound calculation  on  my  part.  I  rather 
fancy  that  there  are  many  on  that  side 
of  the  House — in  fact,  I  doubt  whether 
there  was  a  single  person  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  who  did  not  make 
the  same  calculation.  I  wonder  whether 
there  is  any  person  on  the  Front  Minis- 
terial Bench,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  made  so  remark- 
able a  speech  at  the  time  of  the  Ponte- 
fract  Election,  who  did  not  make  the 

VOL.  coon,    [thibd  sebibs.] 


same  erroneous  calculation  ?  It  was  in 
my  calculation  that  whoever  might  go 
in  for  Bepeal,  in  whatever  quarter  he 
might  sit,  the  last  man  to  go  in  for  it 
would  be  the  present  Prime  Minister  of 
England.  Now,  whydidltake  that  view  ? 
Hon.  Members  will  at  once  admit  that 
I  had  enormous  ground  for  believing 
that  the  whole  House  of  Commons, 
whether  under  Tory  or  Liberal  Leader- 
ship, would  be  opposed  to  Bepeal.  That 
was  my  view.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  in  the  speech  with  which  he 
opened  the  debate,  declared  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  often  spoken  strongly 
against  Home  Bule,  or  the  policy  of 
Bepeal,  and  the  Prime  Minister  inter- 
rupted the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  said — *' Quote,  quote."  Well,  if 
the  Prime  Minister  will  allow  me,  and  if 
the  House  will  allow  me,  I  will  quote  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  and  one  of  the 
strongest  declarations  against  the  policy 
of  Bepeal  which  any  modern  public  man 
has  ever  put  before  the  English  people. 
They  are  the  words  of  the  present  Prime 
Minister  at  Aberdeen,  when  the  citizens 
of  Aberdeen,  believing  that  he  was  a 
strong  supporter  of  the  Union  of  the 
Unit^  Kingdom,  conferred  upon  him 
the  freedom  of  that  city.  And  it  is  not 
very  long  aeo — nothing  considering  the 
rate  at  which  we  live  now.  It  was  only 
in  1871  ;  and  you  must  remember  that 
1871  was  a  very  remarkable  epoch,  for 
at  that  time  the  Prime  Minister  ima- 
gined that  he  had  altogether  settled  the 
Irish  Question.  He  had  disestablished 
the  Irish  Church  ;  he  had  dealt  with  the 
Irish  land ;  and  it  is  perfectly  certain 
that  at  that  time — but  I  will  not  antici- 
pate. Mr.  Butt  had  at  that  time  just 
been  returned  for  the  City  of  Limerick, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  alluded  to  his 
return  and  the  claims  he  was  going  to 
make  on  Parliament  in  regard  to  the 
Bepeal  of  the  Union.  This  is  what  the 
Prime  Minister  said — 

'*  We  are  told  that  it  is  necessarv  for  Ireland 
to  close  her  relations  with  the  Parliament  of 
this  coontrv,  and  to  have  a  Parliament  of  her 
own.  Well,  now,  we  shall  say  to  this  demand 
— Why  is  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  he  hroken 
up  P  Has  Ireland  great  grievances  P  What  is 
it  that  Ireland  has  demanded  from  the  Imperial 
Parliament  whioh  that  Imperial  Parliament  has 
ref osed  P  (Loud  cheers  from  the  freemen  of 
Aherdeen).    I  have  looked  in  vain  " — 

recollect  that  the  Prime  Minister  at  that 
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time  had  had  much  experience  of  public 
life— 

*'l  have  looked  in  Tain  for  any  practical 
Bcheme  of  policy  which  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment is  not  equal  to  deal  with,  which  it  refuses 
to  deal  withy  and  which  is  to  be  brought  about 
by  Home  Rule." 

Then  the  Prime  Minister  proceeds  to 
turn  the  policy  of  Bepeal  into  ridicule. 
The  House  heard  him  satirize  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  with  all  the 
force  of  his  satire ;  but  that  satire  was 
perfectly  feeble  compared  with  the  force 
of  the  ridicule  he  poured  upon  the  policy 
of  Bepeal  at  Aberdeen.  What  did  he 
say  ?    He  said — 

'*  I  have  seen  nothing  in  favour  of  Hepeal, 
except  that  it  is  stated  that  there  is  a  quantity 
of  fish  in  the  seas  which  surround  Ireland ;  and 
that  if  they  had  Home  Rule  they  would  catch  a 
great  deal  of  these  fish."  (Much  laughter  and  loud 
cheers  from  the  citizens  of  Aberdeen.) 

But  the  Prime  Minister  argued  his  point 
out  very  closely.     He  continued — 

'*  There  are  fish  in  the  seas  which  surround 
England  and  Scotland.  England  has  no  Home 
Rule  ;  Scotland  has  no  Home  Rule ;  but  they 
manage  to  catch  the  fish." 

Again  loud  langhter  and  renewed  cheers. 
Then  he  goes  on-- 

"  You  would  expect,  when  it  is  said  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  is  to  be  broken  up, 
that  at  least  a  case  should  be  made  out  showing 
great  subjects  of  policy  and  great  demandS 
necessary  for  the  welfare  of  Ireland  which  the 
Representatives  of  Ireland  had  united  to  ask, 
ana  which  the  Representatives  of  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales  had  united  to  refuse.' ' 

Then  he  goes  on  to  state  categorically — 

"  There  is  no  suchjgrievance.  There  is  no- 
thing that  Ireland  has  asked,  and  which  this 
country  and  this  Parliament  has  refused.  This 
Parliament  has  done  for  Ireland  what  it  would 
have  scrupled  to  do  for  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land.'' 

Again  loud  cheers,  and  then  the  Prime 
Minister  goes  further.     He  said — 

'*  What  are  the  inequalities  between  England 
and  Ireland  P  I  declare  that  I  know  of  none, 
except  that  there  are  certain  taxes  still  remain- 
ing which  are  levied  upon  Scotchmen  and  Eng- 
lishmen, and  not  levied  upon  Ireland ;  and  like- 
wise that  there  are  certain  charges  for  which 
public  money  is  freely  and  largely  given  in 
Ireland,  and  not  given  in  Englimd  and  Scot- 
land. That  seems  to  me  a  very  feeble  case 
indeed  for  the  argument  which  has  been  made, 
by  means  of  which  the  fabric  of  the  United 
Parliament  of  this  country  is  to  be  broken  up." 

May  I  read  a  little  more  ?  After  all,  we 
are  greatly  dependent  upon  the  argu- 
ments of  these  great  men  for  our  oppo- 
sition to  the  policy  of  Bepeal.    We  can 
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never  produce  anything  better;  ind  tt 
at  the  present  moment  the  policy  d 
Bepeal  is  the  Prime  Minister's  remedj 
for  the  restoration  of  social  order  in 
Ireland — [Mr.  GiiADsroNE  dissented,  «rf 
cries  of  **  No,  no !  "  from  the  JUnitUrid 
Benches] — I  feel  that  I  am  not  trayellbg 
far  from  the  question  in  placing  the  most 
convincing  arguments  before  the  Hoose. 
Then  the  Prime  Minister  went  on  u 
say— 

"  If  the  doctrines  of  Home  Bole  are  t»  W 
established  for  Ireland,  I  protest  on  yoorbduli 
that  you  are  just  as  well  entitled  to  it  in  Scot- 
land, and,  moreover,  I  protest  on  b^alf  d 
Wales,  in  which  I  have  lived  a  good  d«d,  vd 
where  there  are  800,000  people  who  to  this  ^j 
— such  is  their  sentiment  of  nationaUtj— i{i«k 
hardly  anything  but  their  own  tongue— I  pre- 
test on  behalf  of  Wales  that  they  are  eotiUed  to 
Home  Rule  there.*' 

Now,  observe  this — 
<'  Can  any  senaible  man,  any  raiioDal  bub'— 

it  is  strong,  though  it  is  redundant— 

''  can  any  rational  man,  can  any  senaUe  bu, 
suppose  that  at  this  time  of  day,  in  thii  ooofr 
tion  of  the  world,  we  are  going  to  diantesnU 
the  great  capital  institutions  of  the  coontrj  ior 
the  purpose  of  making  ourselves  ridiciloai  n 
the  sight  of  all  manlrind,  of  crippling  anj  pow 
we  possess  for  bestowing  what  UeBimgiv«B*j 
through  legislation  on  &e  country  to  which  *t 
belong  P  " 

Loud  cheers  from  his  audienoe.    Tba» 
is  one  more  sentence,  if  I  am  not  tzts- 
passing  too  much  on  your  time.    [OtN 
o/  '*  Go  on !  "]    I  have  a  ^reat  mind  to 
keep  it  for  another  day.     But,  Sir,  AU 
is  not  all.    The  Prime  Minister  stttei 
in    interrupting    my    right    hon.  is^ 
learned  Friend,  that  when  Mr.  Batt  fiitf 
introduced  his  Home  Bule  scheme  to 
Parliament    he  took    no  part  in  ^ 
debate.     The  Prime  Minister  will  not 
suspect  me  of  intentional  disrespect  if  I 
am  obliged  to  contradict  him  from  the 
columns  of  Hansard,    In  the  yetr  IB74 
— I  daresay  the  right  hon.  (Jenlleoa 
forgets  that  year,  because  it  is  not  a 
pleasant  year  for  him  to  recall— Mr. 
Butt,  who  was  at  that  time  at  the  beiH 
of    a    considerable    Party,    morcd  « 
Amendment  to  the  Address.   [Mr.  Glad- 
stone made  an  observation  which  w* 
inaudible.]     Pardon  me ;   perhaps  tk« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  m«je 
proceed.     Mr.  Butt  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  asking  for  inqisT 
and  examination  into  the  existing  ^ 
tem  of  government  in  Ireland,  compto* 
ing  that  the  Irish  people  did  not  ^V^ 
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the  fall  benefits  of  the  Constitution,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  part  in 
that  debate.  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear, 
hear !  "j  He  made  a  most  able  speech ; 
and  this  is  how  he  described  the  speech 
of  Mr.  Butt.    He  said — 

''What  is  it  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
asks  us  to  do  ?  He  says  he  has  framed  a  per- 
fectly intelligible  plan  by  which  affairs  excla- 
sivdy  Irish  are  to  be  discussed  in  an  Irish  Par- 
liament, but  that  affairs  not  exclusively  Irish 
are  to  be  discussed  in  this  Parliament,  and  the 
Members  representing  Ireland  are  to  come  here 
for  that  purpose." 

That  was  the  object  of  Mr.  Butt  in 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  Address ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thus 
reasons — 

*•  He"— that  is,  Mr.  Butt— ** says  great  dis- 
satisfaction exists  in  Ireland,  and  we  are  to  pro- 
mise to  inquire  with  a  view  to  the  removal  of 
this  dissatisfaction.  Taking  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  on  his  own  showing,  does  he 
think,  if  dissatisfaction  exists  in  a  country,  the 
vague  promise  of  an  intention  to  in<^uire  into  it 
can  be  held  a  fitting  mode  in  which  a  great 
Assembly  like  the  Imperial  Parliament  should 
meet  that  state  of  things  ?  I  say,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  is  a  dangerous  and  tricky  system  for 
Parliament  to  adopt — to  encounter  national  dis- 
satisfaction, if  it  really  exists,  with  the  as- 
surance which  may  mean  anything  or  nothing 
— which  may  perhaps  conciliate  the  feelings  of 
Ireland  for  a  moment,  and  attract  a  passing 
breath  of  popularity,  but  which,  when  the  day 
of  trial  comes,  may  be  iound  entirely  to  fail 
them.  It  is  a  method  of  proceeding  which, 
whatever  Party  may  be  in  power,  or  whatever 
measures  may  be  adopted,  I  trust  this  House 
will  never  condescend  to  adopt." — (3  Sansard, 
[ai8]  131.) 

[**Hear,  hear!"]  These,  of  course, 
may  be  admirable  arguments,  and  I 
myself  thorou&^hly  agree  with  them ;  but 
I  am  surprised  at  their  being  cheered  so 
enthusiastically  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
because  there  could  not  be  a  more  con- 
vincing proof  afforded  to  my  mind  that 
a  few  years  ago  the  Prime  Minister  was 
perfectly  hostile  not  only  to  any  policy 
involying  Repeal,  but  to  the  particular 
policy  now  recommended  to  Parliament 
— ^the  policy  of  inquiry  and  examination 
for  which  he  now  claims  the  indulgence 
of  Parliament.  That  policy  was  only  a 
few  years  ago,  in  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  a  dangerous  one,  and  one 
which  Parliament  ought  never  to  adopt. 
That  was  why,  as  I  think  I  have  shown 
to  the  House,  I  was  not  unjustified  in 
believing — in  fact,  I  was  pretty  sure — 
that  whatever  happened,  the  two  great 
British  politioid  Irartiea  would  unite  in 


opposition  to  the  policy  of  Repeal.    But 
my  calculation  has  been  entirely  upset 
on  that  point,  not  only  by  the  speech 
which  the  Prime  Minister  has  made  to- 
night, but  by  the  inclusion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  the  exclusion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  Rossendale 
Division  of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  which  have  shown  my  error 
in  a  most  unmistakable  manner.  I  chal« 
lenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  deny 
it — I  challenge  any  single  responsible 
Member  on  that  Bench  to  get  up  and 
deny  that  the  policy  which  the  Prime 
Minister  contemplates  as  a  substantial 
and  remedial  policy  is  a  policy  of  Repeal. 
If  I  am  wrong,  there  is  no  apology  I  will 
not  make— none.  I  challenge  him  to  say 
whether  I  am  right  or  wrong.  Well,  the 
House  is  very  kind  in  allowing  me  to 
explain  the  failure  of  all  my  calcula- 
tions.   With  regard  to  my  calculations 
as  to  the  future  of  Ireland,  of  course  it 
was  because  I  was  wild  enough  to  base 
my  hopes  upon  the  consistency  of  the 
Prime  Minister  that  I  made  them.    But 
I  made  another  great  error  in  my  calcu- 
lations, also  connected  with  social  order ; 
and  I  expect  that  some  of  my  Colleagues 
sitting  on  this  Bench  did  the  same.   We 
totally  under-estimated,  and  we  totally 
miscalculated,  the  enormous  power  in 
Ireland  of  the  Irish  National  League. 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  :  And  in  England.] 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  need 
not  be  ashamed  of  the  power  of  the  Irish 
League — [  Cries  q/*  **  No  !  '*  from  the  Irieh 
Benches'] — ^they  are  very  proud  of  it  in 
Ireland .    Then,  why  does  the  hon .  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
an    English    Member,    appear    to    be 
offended  and  annoyed  because  I   say 
that  when  the  late  Government  came 
into  Office,  and  for  a  little  while  after 
they  came  into  Office,  I  had  under-esti- 
mated and  miscalculated  the  power  of 
the  National  League? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  rose  amid  cries 
of  *' Order!"  He  said:  The  noble  Lord 
has  made  a  personal  reference  to  me ; 
and  I  have  a  perfect  right,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Rules  of  the  House,  to 
explain.  He  seems  to  imply  that  I 
disapproved  of  his  statement.  What  I 
said  was  that  we  are  proud  of  the  power 
of  the  National  League  in  Ireland,  and 
also  in  England. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Member  has  thought 
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it  necessary  to  make  that  interruption, 
because  it  only  strengthens  my  argu- 
ment.   I  say  that  the  power  of  the  Na- 
tional League  in  Ireland,  supported  by 
the  power  of  the  National  League  in 
England,  and  by  86  Members  in  this 
House,  was  a  power  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment, I  admit,  has  omitted  in  their 
calculation,  and  that  they  had  totally 
under-estimated  it.    Now,  Sir,  I  come, 
if  I  may  be  allowed,  to  that  quotation 
from  my  speech  at  Birmingham  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  so 
much  stress.    I  am  glad  that  he  made  a 
quotation  from  my  speech.   I  may  say  I 
feel  a  kind  of  personal  vanity,  because 
it  is  the  first  of  my  speeches  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  heis  condescended 
to  notice.    The  words  which  I  used  at 
Birmingham  were,  I  believe,  correct  and 
justifiable,  so  far  as  official  information 
at  that  time  went,  and  were  based  upon 
facts  and  figures  of  crime  and  outrage. 
I  did  not  make  that  statement  on  my 
own  authority.    Before  I  went  to  Bir- 
mingham, I  had  the  opportunity  of  pass- 
ing a  few  days  in  Ireland,  and  of  con- 
sulting the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Irish  authorities.      My  statement  that 
the  abandonment  of  the  Crimes  Act  had 
been  abundantly    justified  was  solely 
limited  to  the  information  given  me  with 
regard  to  the  state  of  crime  and  outrage 
in  Ireland,  and  to  one  thing  more — 
namely,  to  the  prospect  which  the  Ad- 
ministration had  of  dealing  with  that 
crime   and    outrage    by    the    ordinary 
criminal  process.     I  contend  that  the 
statement  I  made  was  an  accurate  state- 
ment, and  that  there  was  nothing  erro- 
neous in  it.     More  than  that,  it  was 
based  on  the  statement  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  who  now  leads  the  Opposition. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  we  had 
never  given  any  intimation  of  what  our 
policy  with  regard  to  Ireland  would  be 
when  the  new  Parliament  met,  if  the 
social  state  of  Ireland  did  not  improve. 
May  I  not  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  common  fairness,  to  modify  his  asser- 
tion, that  at  the  time  of  the  General 
Election,  for  the  purpose  of  electioneer- 
ing gain,  we  stated  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  perfectly  satisfactory ;  that 
the  policy  of  abandoning  the  Crimes  Act 
had  been  a  complete  success  ;   and  that 
there  was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  any- 
thing would  induce  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment again  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  exceptional  legislation.    The  state- 
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ment  is  that  we  did  that  for  the  pniposs 
of  gaining  an  electioneering  advantage. 
I  think  i  am  not  misrepresenting  ots 
statement ;  and,  of  course,  it  is  a  point 
on  which  I  feel  a  little  sensitive.  Whea 
you  come  to  analyze  it,  it  is  not  a  Terj 
pleasant  accusation ;  but  I  think,  irheo 
the  Prime  Minister  reads  the  speedi  de- 
livered by  my  right  hon.  Fnend  thv 
Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Micbi^i 
Hicks-Beach)  to  his  constituents,  or 
rather  to  those  from  whom  he  was  seek- 
ing election,  he  will  be  prepared  W 
modify,  if  not  altogether  to  withdraw, 
his  statement.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
said — 

**  That  the  Oonsenratiye  Party  had  retolTHl 
that  they  would  not  introduce  exceptioittlkfii- 
lation  for  the  preyention  of  crime  in  Iidni 
unless  perfectly  oonyinoed  that  crime  ooold  aot 
be  prevented  by  the  ordinary  law ;  *' 

but  he  added — and  let  me  draw  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  GhntloBai 
to  this — 

**  That  he  could  assure  his  hearers  that  if  i: 
should  be  proved  that  the  powers  of  the  or£* 
nary  law  did  not  suffice  to  pre&eirre  peace  ni 
order  in  Ireland,  the  Minis^y  would  not  illov 
months  to  elapse,  as  did  Her  Majest^s  hk 
Government/'  (that  is,  the  last  Liberal  Hjoatrri 
<*  without  coming  to  Parliamant  to  ask  it  to 
help  them  in  this  matter.*' 

I  do  not  think  that  there  was  any  ooa- 
cealment  or  fraud  practised  on  the  eie^ 
tors  in  that  matter  by  my  right  hoc 
Friend,  any  more  than  by  Lorl  Stlis- 
bury.  It  was  by  him  elearlj  stated  thit 
the  success  of  the  experiment  that  had 
been  tried  was  a  matter  of  doubt,  ssd 
that  if  we  found  the  ordinary  law  to  b« 
inadequate  lor  the  preservation  of  ocdo 
and  national  freedom  in  Ireland,  wt 
should  not  hesitate  to  oome  to  Failit* 
ment  and  ask  for  further  powers.  Vilh 
regard  to  this  question  of  aooial  order 
in  Ireland,  when  I  was  myself  ia  In- 
land— I  think  in  the  middle  of  Octobff 
— certainly  Lord  Camarron,  and  miaj 
of  the  authorities  in  Ireland,  derelopM 
to  me  their  views  as  to  the  tremendow 
power  of  the  National  League ;  and  I 
can  say  that  at  that  time  Lord  Ctf^ 
narvon  and  those  who  advised  bia 
were  extremely  anxious  and  alarmed  ti 
the  growing  power  of  the  League  it 
Ireland.  ['*  Hear,  hear !  "J  Are  hoa 
Members  from  Ireland,  who  <^^ 
that  statement,  quite  certain— is  the 
House  quite  certain— that  the  mm* 
alarm,  that  the  same  fear  and  the  m* 
nervousness  as  to  the  power  of  t^  ^** 
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tional  League  in  Ireland  are  not  to  be 
found  on  the  Treasury  Bench  ?  Well, 
Sir,  obviously  at  that  time  no  Cabinet 
meetings  were  being  held — none  were 
held  from  the  middle  of  October  to  De- 
cember, for  the  Elections  were  taking 
place.  A  Oabinot  meeting  was  held  in 
jDecember — I  hope  I  am  not  wearying 
the  House  too  much — I  think  on  the 
2nd  of  December,  and  Lord  Carnarvon 
and  Lord  Ashbourne  brought  before  the 
Cabinet  the  extraordinary  development 
and  the  unlimited  resources  of  the 
National  League.  That  was  the  na- 
ture of  the  League  then — a  tremendous 
and  formidable  organization.  What  it 
was  then  it  is  at  the  present  day, 
without  the^  slightest  doubt  whatever. 
Now,  the  Crimes  Act  was  utterly  use- 
less for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with 
the  National  League;  and  if  I  was 
in  power  to-morrow,  without  a  Col- 
league, and  with  irresponsible  power, 
and  wished  to  restore  order,  I  would  no 
more  think  of  renewing  the  Crimes  Act 
for  this  purpose  than  of  flying.  That  is 
not,  to  my  mind,  required  for  the  state 
of  things  existing  in  Ireland  now.  The 
Crimes  Act  was  passed  to  deal  with  an 
undetected  and  an  unlimited  amount  of 
crime.  But  in  Ireland  at  present  what 
we  have  is  a  power  which,  by  the  errors 
of  former  Governments,  perhaps  the  last 
Government,  perhaps  the  Government 
before  that,  has  been  allowed  to  extend 
its  despotic  sway  over  three  Provinces  of 
Ireland — absolutely  a  despotic  sway,  and 
by  the  side  of  that  power  the  Queen's 
Government  is  powerless.  There  are 
two  Governments  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  That  is  the  fact  I  wish 
to  draw  attention  to.  There  are  two 
Governments  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment,  and  of  those  two  Governments 
that  which  sits  in  this  House  is  the 
weaker.  If  that  is  so,  I  will  again  ven- 
ture to  challenge  the  official  opinion  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, who  has  now  been  some  time  in 
Office,  but  who  has  never  given  to  the 
House  his  opinion  on  this  most  important 
question.  That  is  our  view  of  the  state 
of  Ireland,  and  the  state  of  social  order 
there.  There  are  two  Governments  in  the 
country,  and  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
for  any  man  to  serve  two  Governments. 
A  society  which  is  divided  against  itself 
is  a  society  which  is  in  a  ruinous  and 
dying  state.  This  is  our  position  ;  this 
is  what  we  believe.    We  believe  that 


the  existence  of  the  National  League  in 
Ireland,  exercising  co-ordinate  authority 
in  Ireland,  has  more  power  and  autho- 
rity than  that  of  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment, and  has  produced  an  unparalleled 
state  of  national  demorab'zation.     This 
is  an  opinion  we  are  entitled  to  hold. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway,  I 
daresay,   altogether  disagree   with  it ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  they  will  admit  that  it 
is  an  opinion  which  the  Opposition  are 
entitled  to  hold,  and  which  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  recently  in  Office  are  not  only 
entitled  to  hold,  but  are  bound  to  place 
before    the    House.      What    was    our 
remedy  ?    It  was  that  those  two  Govern- 
ments could  not   continue  to   exist   if 
social  order  was  to  be  maintained ;  and 
we  proposed  by  law  to  suppress  the  Na- 
tional League.    That  is  a  remedy  which 
the  right    hon.  Gentleman  the   Prime 
Minister  tells  us  is  a  bad  remedy,  be- 
cause it  would  have  led  to  Parliamentary 
discomfiture  and  disaster.     But  if  the 
Government  believe  a  certain  remedy  to 
be  right,  should  their  remedy  be  kept 
back  for  fear  of  discomfiture  and  dis- 
aster ?    I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  because 
he  feared  it  would  lead  to  disaster  and 
discomfiture  that  he  refused  to  adopt  our 
remedy,  and  proposes  another  the  de- 
tails of  which  we  have  not  before  us  ? 
The  1st  of  April  may  give  those  details 
to  us  ;  but  the  nature  of  them  we  know 
beyond    any  manner  of    doubt.     The 
remedy  of  the  Prime  Minister,  in  order 
that  he  may  escape  discomfiture  and  dis- 
aster, is  not  to  suppress  the  National 
League,  but  to  concede  the  government 
of  Ireland  almost  entirely  to  the  Na- 
tional League.    When  in  Office,  I  and 
my  Colleagues  had  a  most  unfortunate 
prejudice  in  the  matter.    We  took  into 
our  heads  a  most  reactionary  and  obso- 
lete opinion.     We  thought  it  was  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  sup- 
port and  assert  the  Government  of  the 
Queen ;  but  it  appears,  from  the  doctrine 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   now 
holds,  that  these  are  imfashionable  doc- 
trines, which  would  lead  to  discomfiture 
and  disaster.    Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  make  a  most  extra- 
ordinary statement.     He  said  that  if  the 
late  Government,  abandoning  the  policy 
of  suppressing  the  League,  and  taking 
up  some  other  policy,  had  come  to  Par- 
liament with  that  policy,  the  late  Go- 
vernment knew  that  they  might  count 
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on  the  generous  support  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman.     [Mr.  Gladstone  dis- 
sented.]   I  shall  be  glad  not  to  mis- 
represent the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  point,  or  to  misquote  him  ;  but  that 
is  certainly  what  I  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say ;  but  I  will  put  it 
in  this  way — that  if  we  had  produced  an 
Irish  policy  we  might  have  counted  on 
his  generous  support.     [Mr.  Gladstone 
assented.]    Certainly  we  had  reasons  to 
believe  that  we  might  count  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  support  if  our  policy 
took  a  certain  direction.    If  we  were  to 
abandon  all  the  traditions  of  the  Tory 
Party — all  the  traditions  that  have  ani- 
mated   every  English    Minister   about 
Ireland,  then,  indeed,  we  might  have 
counted  upon  his  support.     But,  much 
as  we  value  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
support,  we  could   not  buy  it  at  that 
price.    I  feel  that  the  House  has  been 
very  indulgent  to    me;    and  although 
the  subject  is  one  which  admits  of  much 
inquiry,  and  is  one  which  I  think  the 
public  have  a  right  to  have  placed  be- 
fore them  in  much  detail,  I  will  endea- 
vour to  conclude  my  remarks  within  a 
very  few  minutes.     I  was  referring  to 
the  power  of  the  National  League,  and 
I  was  asking  the  House  to  recollect  that 
that  power  was  greater  than  that  of  the 
Queen's  Government.     Now,  I  ask  the 
House  to  allow  me  to  quote  the  words 
of  the  Members  of  the  League,  in  order 
to  illustrate  the  power  of  the  League, 
and  also  the  fact  that  that  power  is  as 
great  as  ever,  although,  for  a  moment, 
it  is  disarmed.     Nothing  could   have 
exceeded  the  ridicule  which  the  Prime 
Minister    poured    on    the    arguments 
brought  forward  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Holmes),  because 
he  stated  that  the  League  had  exerted 
itself  to  restore  order  in  Ireland,  and 
he  referred  to  the  visit  of  Mr.  Davitt  to 
Kerry.     My    right    hon.    and    learned 
Priend    drew  a  conclusion   from   that 
which    the  Prime  Minister    ridiculed. 
But  what  does  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) — one  of  the  most  in- 
fluential Members  of  the  League — cay 
about  that  organization  ?    I  entreat  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  quotation. 
The  hon.  Member  said,  on  the  17th  of 
February — 

"The  Irish  people  were  not  destined  to  be 
caught  in  a  trap.  Their  eyes  were  open ;  their 
resources  were  inexhaustible  ;  and  "—mark 
this — "  though  this  splendid  organization  which 
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had  been  built  up  was  very  quiet  at  prattt 
they  could  meet  whatever  was  before  thm, 
perfectly  willing  to  take  the  field  agun  viii 
undiminished  vigour  and  increased  resonreei, 
should  the  Whigs  prove  treacherous  agauL** 

That  is  the  power  which,  counting  on 
your  meeting  their  wishes,  has  exerted 
the  tremendous  resources  of  the  Letgae 
in  producing  a  momentary  calm  in  Ire- 
land. What  do  you  think  will  happen 
in  Ireland  if  you  fall  short  of  satisfjing 
the  wishes  of  hon.  Members,  or  dte 
House  of  Commons  will  not  6upp(»t  yoa 
in  meeting  their  wishes  ?  What  sort  of 
measures  will  it  be  necessary  to  propose 
to  Parliament  for  the  restoratioii  of 
social  order  in  Ireland  ?  It  will  become 
a  life-and-death  straggle  between  &b 
National  League  and  the  Qovemmeot 
of  the  Queen ;  and  on  which  side  will 
the  Prime  Minister  be  ?  That  is  % 
question  I  wish  to  put  to  the  Hoase  to- 
night. We  see  this  great  strog^ 
coming ;  you  may  put  it  off  by  variow 
attempts  to  construct  an  Irish  Pariii- 
ment.  I  do  not  myself  believe  lor  i 
moment  that  that  policy  will  be  accepted 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  I  beUers 
it  will  fail.  I  believe,  further,  that  u J 
policy  you  may  propose  which  may  nnite 
your  Cabinet  and  your  Party  will  not 
come  up  to  the  desires  of  that  powerful 
organization.  I  believe  it  will  fall  short 
of  it,  and  that  organization  will  oppose 
your  policy  as  being  inadequate  for  tbe 
National  League ;  but  it  wUl  go  too  &r 
for  the  great  common  sense  of  the  Pt^ 
liament  of  England ;  and  then  I  want  to 
know,  in  that  case,  what  will  be  tfa« 
state  of  social  order  in  Ireland  itse^ 
and  what  views  and  what  policy  wu 
you  then  place  before  Pariiamsnt? 
Are  the  Opposition  asking  an  nnrcs- 
sonable  question  of  the  QovemmcBtf 
["Yes,  yes!"]  I  ask  the  Honte  to 
forbear  for  a  few  moments.  Have  v» 
taken  up,  uselessly,  the  time  of  th» 
House  of  Commons  to-night?  ^«» 
we  not  bound,  holding  the  opinifi«» 
which  we  do,  possessing  the  knovledg* 
which  we  ought  to  possess  of  IrelsBd— 
were  we  not  bound  to  take  the  etrii*^ 
Constitutional  opportunity  offered  m  bj 
the  Forms  of  Parliament  to  endettosr 
to  elicit  from  the  Government  their  vit^J 
with  regard  to  their  poh'cy  in  Iw^ 
and  their  views  with  regaxd  to  io^ 
order  there,  as  wdl  as  those  *^  *"J 
House  of  Commons  in  tiie  mattsr  *  1 
quite  admit  that  the  Liberal  Party  to* 
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Bill  only  deals  with  the  result  of  the 
disturbances  in  the  Metropolis.    Now,  I 
represent  a  very  important  constituency 
— one  of  the  most  important  labouring 
constituencies  in  the  country — and  there 
are  several  hon.  Gentlemen  near  me  who 
represent  similar  constituencies,  and  who 
entertain  views  similar  to  mine  on  this 
matter.    "We,  in  Blackburn,  a  few  years 
ago,  had  a  most  serious  riot  and  popular 
tumult.     Many  tradesmen  and    others 
were  seriously  injured  in  their  business ; 
and    when    it  was  sought  to   recover 
damages  under  the  Act  I  have  referred 
to,  it  was  found  impossible  to  do  so. 
The  Act  is  of  that  obsolete  character, 
always  dealing  with  a  person  called  the 
**  Chief  Constable,"  an  individual  who, 
in  many  places,  no  longer  exists.    What 
I  would  urge,  therefore,  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  that  he  should  with- 
draw his  Bill,  which  is  of  a  piecemeal 
and  highly  objectionable  character,  and 
introduce  a  measure  which  will  take  in 
the  general  interests  of  the  whole  com- 
munity, as  was  the  case  with  the  Bill 
which  was  passed  in  1827.     This  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admits,  is  one 
merely  proposed  to  meet  a  particular 
case;  and  I    think    he   informed    the 
House  that  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
consider    the    whole   matter,   which   I 
ventured  to  submit  to  him  in  a  Question 
this  afternoon.     I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman    has  consi- 
dered the  circumstances  of  this  case, 
and  the  grievous  injustice  that  would  be 
inflicted  on  large  provincial  towns  such 
as  Nottingham,  Manchester,  Blackburn, 
Ashton,  and  other  places  where  popular 
tumults  may  accidentally  arise ;  for  were 
the  Bill  to  pass  in  its  present  shape, 
those  towns  would  be  left  without  com- 
pensation for  damage  which  might  result 
from  these  disorders.     I,  of  course,  op- 
pose the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion ; 
and  if  I  am  not  supported  by  an  ade- 
quate nimiber  of  Members,  I  shall  use 
every  exertion  possible,  on  subsequent 
occasions,  to  endeavour  to  counteract  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  seek- 
ing to  apply  this  legislation  solely  to  the 
wealthy  Metropolis,  leaving  out  of  con- 
sideration our  great  provincial  towns, 
which,  in  the  event  of  suffering  damage 
from  riots,  will  have  no  means  of  obtain- 
ing a  remedy  under  the  defective  state 
of  the  present  law. 

Mr.  ADDISON :  I  do  not  propose,  at 
this  late  hour  of  the  evening,  to  detain 


the  House  more  than  one  moment,  whilst 
I  offer  an  observation  or  two  in  support 
of  the  remarks  which  have  just  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Blackburn  (Sir  Eobert 
Peel).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
alluded  to  the  borough  I  represent — 
namely,  the  borough  of  Ashton,  and  I 
think  that  what  occurred  there  some  15 
years  ago  is  a  good  illustration  of  the 
defective  state  of  the  law  in  the  country 
towns.  At  that  time  there  was  there  a 
lecturer,  a  notorious  man  and  a  bad 
character,  named  Murphy.  He  caused 
riots  in  the  town,  in  the  course  of  which 
damage  was  done  to  a  Catholic  chapel 
to  the  extent  of  more  than  £1,000.  A 
number  of  dwellings  belonging  to  the 
poorer  classes  were  also  wrecked ;  but, 
under  the  existing  law,  it  was  impossible 
to  obtain  compensation.  The  law  is 
this — that  although  buildings  may  be 
all  but  ffutted,  all  but  destroyed,  yet,  if 
those  who  proceeded  in  the  work  of  de- 
struction had  not  the  ultimate  intention 
of  entirely  destroying  the  buildings,  the 
owners  could  obtain  no  compensatioa 
whatever.  It  is  necessary  to  show  that 
those  who  gutted  and  injured  the  build- 
ings had  the  intention  of  feloniously 
destroying  them  in  order  to  secure  com- 
pensation. In  that  way,  in  the  case  of  the 
riots  to  which  I  have  alluded,  as  well  as 
those  referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Blackburn,  except 
in  one  case,  where  a  house  was  entirely 
pulled  down,  no  compensation  of  any 
kind  was,  or  could  be,  paid.  Now,  Sir, 
this  is  a  defective  state  of  the  law  which 
has  caused  great  dissatisfaction  both  in 
Blackburn  and  Ashton  and  in  other 
towns ;  indeed,  in  all  towns  where  riots 
have  occurred  this  defective  state  of  the 
law  has  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  those  who  have  to  administer  the  law. 
Now  that  we  have  an  opportunity,  by 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  of  having  attention 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  subject,  we  do 
hope  that  he  will  enlarge  his  measure, 
or  bring  in  one  which  will  remedy  the 
grievance  not  only  of  the  Metropolis, 
but  of  the  whole  country.  We  cannot 
help  thinking  that  unless  we  oppose  this 

Eartial  Bill,  which  has  been  brought  in 
y  the  Home  Secretary,  the  effect  of 
allowing  it  to  pass  will  be  that  the  whole 
matter  will  go  to  sleep  for  a  good  many 
vears ;  for  the  experience  of  most  men 
18  that,  when  Acts  of  Parliament  of  this 
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SITESFOR  THENE  WPUBUC  OFFICES— 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  AND  ADMIRALTY. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE :  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned, 
and  for  this  reason — that  this  is  the  only 
opportunity  we  shall  have  of  discussing 
the  question  of  the  sites  for  the  new  Ad- 
miralty and  War  Offices,  which  has 
been  brought  very  prominently  before 
our  notice  in  the  columns  of  the  Press 
during  the  past  few  days,  and  which 
involve  very  important  considerations. 
It  is  doubtful  whether  the  plans  the 
Government  have  decided  upon  are  the 
best  which  could  be  obtained ;  and  I, 
therefore,  think  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  matter. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  BeriBford  Hope,) 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  This  is  a  matter 
of  great  importance ;  and  as  it  is  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  no  delay  in 
considering  the  subject,  I  trust  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  will 
have  the  opportunity  he  seeks  given 
to  him. 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  :  I  understand  the  object 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  in  view.  It 
is  to  raise  a  debate  on  the  plans  for  the 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  Buildings, 
with  regard  to  which  since  last  Session 
there  have  been  proposals  and  sugges- 
tions made  by  the  Society  of  Architects. 
Eight  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  wish 
to  have  a  debate  on  the  subject ;  well, 
obviously,  the  proper  time  for  such  a 
discussion  will  be  when  the  Vote  for 
the  buildings  in  the  Estimates  come 
on  in  Committee  of  Supply.  There  is 
a  separate  and  distinct  Vote  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  proposed  Admiralty 
and  War  Office.  It  is  in  the  1st 
Class,  amongst  the  Votes  for  Public 
Buildings. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  would  make 
a  suggestion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  Could  not  an  arrangement 
be  made  by  which  that  Vote  could  be 
taken  at  a  particular  time,  on  a  par- 
ticular day,  so  as  to  afford  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity lor  the  discussion  of  the  matter, 
vhich  is  very  important  ? 


Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  Does  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  (Mr,  Beresford  Hope)  with- 
draw his  Motion  ? 

Mr.  BEEESFOED  HOPE :  I  do. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  '*That  Mr.  Spetker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  I. — ^Public    Works  aid 

BUILDIXGS. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

«That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding  £31,997, 1« 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de£ray  tbe  Chaigt 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  dniin; 
the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  Mardi  1887, 
for  the  Maintenance  and  Repair  ol  Rojil 
Palaces." 

Committee  report  I^rogress;  to  Dt 
again  To-morrow. 

COMPENSATION  FOR   DAMAGES  BILL 
{Mr.  Steretary  Childen,  Mr.  BromdhunL) 

[bill  120.]     sEco!n>  bbadiko. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  m 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (lb. 
Childebs)  :  I  beg  to  move  that  this 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.  I  hATe 
already  explained  the  effect  of  the  idm- 
sure.  It  is  in  hon.  Members'  handi; 
therefore,  at  this  late  hour,  I  will  simplj 
content  myself  with  moving  the  seooad 
reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
''That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  seeood 
time."— (ifr.  Secretmrf  Childert.) 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  was  in  hopes 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  woud 
have  postponed  this  Bill,  as  he  was  good 
enough  to  do  on  Tuesday  evening,  wb« 
it  came  on  at  a  late  hour.  This  Bill,  u 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  awsiti 
is  of  a  very  objectionable  character.  No 
one  disputes,  of  coarse,  that  the  trtdet- 
men  and  others  who  saffered  in  tbf 
recent  riotous  proceedings  in  Lcmdoa 
are  entitled  to  some  remeidy  at  law ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  also  aviK 
that  the  Statute  under  which  tb«ss 
damages  for  compensation  are  pLwad  tf 
an  obsolete  Statute  of  the  tiiii«  « 
George  IV.— 7  th  &  8th,  Chap.  81.    Tlii* 
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Bill  only  deals  with  the  result  of  the 
disturbances  in  the  Metropolis.  Now,  I 
represent  a  very  important  constituency 
—one  of  the  most  important  labouring 
constituencies  in  the  country — and  there 
are  several  hon.  Gentlemen  near  me  who 
represent  similar  constituencies,  and  who 
entertain  views  similar  to  mine  on  this 
matter.  We,  in  Blackburn,  a  few  years 
ago,  had  a  most  serious  riot  and  popular 
tumult.  Many  tradesmen  and  others 
were  seriously  injured  in  their  business ; 
and  when  it  was  sought  to  recover 
damages  under  the  Act  I  have  referred 
to,  it  was  found  impossible  to  do  so. 
The  Act  is  of  that  obsolete  character, 
always  dealing  with  a  person  called  the 
"  Chief  Constable,"  an  individual  who, 
in  many  places,  no  longer  exists.  What 
I  would  urge,  therefore,  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  that  he  should  with- 
draw his  Bill,  which  is  of  a  piecemeal 
and  highly  objectionable  character,  and 
introduce  a  measure  which  will  take  in 
the  general  interests  of  the  whole  com- 
munity, as  was  the  case  with  the  Bill 
which  was  passed  in  1827.  This  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admits,  is  one 
merely  proposed  to  meet  a  particular 
case;  and  I  think  he  informed  the 
House  that  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
consider  the  whole  matter,  which  I 
ventured  to  submit  to  him  in  a  Question 
this  afternoon.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  consi- 
dered the  circumstances  of  this  case, 
and  the  grievous  injustice  that  would  be 
inflicted  on  large  provincial  towns  such 
as  Nottingham,  Manchester,  Blackburn, 
Ashton,  and  other  places  where  popular 
tumults  may  accidentally  arise ;  for  were 
the  Bill  to  pass  in  its  present  shape, 
those  towns  would  be  left  without  com- 
pensation for  damage  which  might  result 
from  these  disorders.  I,  of  course,  op- 
pose the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion ; 
and  if  I  am  not  supported  by  an  ade- 
quate number  of  Members,  I  shall  use 
every  exertion  possible,  on  subsequent 
occasions,  to  endeavour  to  counteract  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  seek- 
ing to  apply  this  legislation  solely  to  the 
wealthy  Metropolis,  leaving  out  of  con- 
sideration our  great  provincial  towns, 
which,  in  the  event  of  suffering  damage 
from  riots,  will  have  no  means  of  obtain- 
ing a  remedy  under  the  defective  state 
of  the  present  law. 

Mb.  ADDISON :  I  do  not  propose,  at 
this  late  hour  of  the  evening,  to  detain 


the  House  more  tl 
I  offer  an  observe 
of  the  remarks  ' 
made  by  the  rig] 
Member  for  Bl 
Peel).  The  righ 
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local  kind  are  once  passed,  it  is  yery 
difficult  again  to  direct  attention  to  the 
subject  and  get  any  remedy  whateyer. 
It  is  for  these  reasons  that  I  entirely 
share — and  I  am  sure  that  those  who 
represent  towns  which  haye  suffered 
from  riots  will  also  share — the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Blackburn,  and  that  I  urge  upon  the 
Home  Secretary  the  desirability  of  with- 
drawing this  Bill,  in  order  to  bring  in  a 
measure  which  will  really  deal  with  our 
grievance. 

An  hon.  Member  :  I  trust  the  House 
will  bear  with  me  while  I  yenture  to 
add  a  few  observations  to  those  which 
haye  just  dropped  from  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down. 
The  state  of  the  law  is  perfectly  absurd 
in  regard  to  riots  of  this  nature.  It  is 
that  if  the  injury  done  is  not  in  the 
nature  of  total  demolition  the  person 
damnified  cannot  recover  compensation. 
It  will  be  perfectly  apparent  that  as  the 
rioters  on  the  8th  of  February  were  not 
interfered  with  by  the  police,  as  they  did 
not  totally  destroy  the  premises  they  at- 
tacked, therefore  the  demolition  did  not 
come  within  the  interpretation  of  the 
** total  demolition*'  of  thd  law.  For 
that  reason,  those  who  are  damnified 
cannot  recover  compensation  under  the 
existing  law.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  another 
point  wherein  this  Bill  differs  in  spirit 
from  the  existing  law,  and  that  point  I 
submit  to  the  House  is  a  very  important 
one,  unless  it  is  extended  to  the  country 
at  large — that  is  the  source  from  which 
the  compensation  is  to  be  recovered. 
The  existing  law  provides  that  the  source 
from  which  the  compensation  is  to  be 
recovered  is  the  Hundred,  the  place, 
town,  or  district,  or  district  of  the  Hun- 
dred ;  but  the  Bill  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  pro- 
poses now  to  pass  into  law  has  for  its 
object  to  override  the  existing  law  ;  but 
instead  of  recovering  compensation  from 
the  district — which  is  undoubtedly  a 
wealthy  one — of  this  Metropolis,  where 
the  riots  occurred,  he  seeks  to  spread  the 
compensation  over  a  larger  and  wider 
area.  If  the  compensation  is  collected 
from  a  large  area,  those  who  have  to 
subscribe  towards  it  do  not  feel  their 
contributions;  but  if  the  compen- 
sation is  collected  from  a  limited  dis- 
trict, the  subscribers  feel  the  payment  of 
the  tax  very  acutely.  Now,  Sir,  I  sub- 
mit that  is  not  the  principle  which  ought 
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to  be  adopted  in  the  case  of  the  Metro- 
polis, without  the  same  principle  beiog 
extended  to  the  country  generally.  Let 
us,  for  instance,  take  a  county.  It  ii 
divided  into  Hundreds.  If  a  riot  tikes 
place,  and  there  is  a  total  demolition  or 
a  partial  demolition  of  a  felooioua  ni- 
ture  within  the  Hundred,  the  whola 
county  is  not  called  upon  to  oomprastte 
the  sufferers,  but  the  Hundred  only  is 
so  called  upon.  Although  Uiis  Actrntj 
have  for  its  object — and  I  am  sore 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think 
I  say  it  with  any  personal  motive — il- 
though  this  Act  may  have  for  its  object 
the  whitewashing  of  certain  individiudfl) 
it  admits  into  legislation  the  thin  edge 
of  the  wedge.  I  think  the  GDvermneiit 
ought  to  be  prepared  to  admit  the  thick 
edge  of  the  wedge,  and  it  is  hecASM 
they  have  not  as  yet  shown  any  disposi- 
tion  to  do  that  that  I  intend  to  oppose 
this  Bill. 

SiE  ROBERT  FOWLER :  I  hope  tlw 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will  not  accede  to  the  reqnest  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  MeniW  for 
Blackburn  (Sir  Robert  Peel).  This  Bill 
is  one  of  great  importance  to  the  Me- 
tropolis, and  it  is  because  it  only  applies 
to  the  Metropolis  that  the  Gbvemmait 
are  asked  to  postpone  its  consideration. 
It  may  be  yery  well  the  Gbvemmeit 
should  deal  with  the  whole  qaeetkm, 
which  I  understand  they  are  willing  is 
do ;  but  I  do  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  consent  to  the  postponemeBt 
of  this  Bill  for  the  sake  of  the  larger 
question  which  he  may  deal  with  at  • 
future  time. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  hope  tke 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  bt 
Blackburn  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  will  per 
seyere  in  his  opposition.  I  should  hsTt 
liked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  to  haye  giyen  ns  wbm 
information  in  regard  to  the  natareo( 
this  Metropolitan  Police  Fond.  I  tboald 
have  been  glad,  for  instance,  to  have 
been  informed  what  is  the  aiaoaot 
of  this  fund.  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
rather  shabby  for  a  great  country  like 
England  to  takeout  of  the  savings  of  tW 
unfortunate  policemen— [**  No! "]  W«ll, 
that  is  a  matter  which  ought  to  have 
been  explained  by  the  right  hon.  Oeotle- 
man.  My  impression  was  that  thia  to^ 
had  been  subscribed  by  the  police. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL:    Perhap  tfce 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ^Mr.  Hei(7i 
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some  other  Member  of  the  GoTemment, 
that  no  delay  will  be  allowed  in  the 
introduction  of  such  a  measure.  With 
such  an  assurance  I  think  we  ought  to 
be  content. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Chables  Eussell)  :  It  is  a  noticeable 
fact  that,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  this 
matter  has  not  been  discussed  in  Parlia- 
ment before  the  present  occasion.  Al- 
though there  have  been  many  occasions 
giving  rise  to  similarlosses,  and  although 
the  law  is  substantially  as  stated  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ashton  (Mr.  Addison),  the  question 
has  never  been  considered  in  Parlia- 
ment, nor  has  attention  been  publicly 
drawn  to  it  before  the  present  occasion. 
The  law  is  in  a  completely  unsatisfac- 
tory state,  and  it  is  obvious  it  should  be 
amended.  But  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Eobert  Peel),  will  admit  that  this  is  not 
a  matter  which  the  Government  should 
take  upon  themselves  to  deal  with  in  a 
day,  or  without  some  consideration  of 
the  difficulties  which  surround  the  mat- 
ter. I  think  the  House  should  be 
satisfied  with  the  assurance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Homo  Secretary 
that  the  matter  will  receive  early  atten- 
tion, and  be  dealt  with  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE:  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Blackburn 
(Sir  Eobert  Peel)  divides  against  the 
Bill  I  shall  certainly  vote  with  him.  As 
we  know,  the  State  bears  four-ninths  of 
the  cost  of  the  Metropolitan  Police— it 
is  alleged  it  does  that  oecause  the  police 
are  used  for  public  services — but  there 
is  really  no  earthly  reason  why  the  Ex- 
chequer should  pay  four-ninths  of  the 
damage  done  recently  in  London.  If 
such  a  demand  were  made  with  regard 
to  any  provincial  town  it  would  not  be 
entertained  for  a  moment.  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid) 
that  it  is  shameful  that  the  Carlton 
Club  and  wealthy  people  should  come 
on  the  rates  and  Exchequer  for  com- 
pensation for  a  miserable  window  that 
is  broken.  Surely  they  could,  in  com- 
mon decency,  pay  for  it  themselves.  If 
people  came  for  compensation  they 
ought  to  plead  in  formd  pauperis  ;  when 
they  can  pay  they  ought  to  pay. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if 
wealthy  people    have    suffered    trivial 


damage  they  might  meet  it  out  of  their 
own  pockets.  But  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  of  such  people  have  made  claims. 
[Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  :  I  know  several 
cases.]  Probably  they  are  the  cases  of 
some  of  the  hon.  Member's  own  friends. 
But  I  speak  on  behalf  of  the  poor 
tradesmen  whose  property  has  been 
wrecked,  and  who  have  suffered  very 
serious  loss.  It  was  not  from  any  lack 
of  care  or  precaution  on  their  own  part 
that  these  people  suffered.  Under  these 
circumstances,  and  with  the  assurance 
which  has  been  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Childers)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell),  I  hope  the  House 
will  pass  this  Bill,  which  will  save  two 
or  three  persons  from  ruin.  [**0h, 
oh !  "]  It  may  be  a  matter  of  no  con- 
sideration to  hon.  Gentlemen ;  but  I  say 
advisedly  that  some  persons  will  come 
to  ruin  unless  they  are  very  speedily  re- 
couped for  the  losses  they  have  sustained. 
They  come  to  the  authority  which,  from 
accident  or  misfortune,  failed  to  afford 
them  the  protection  which  they  have  a 
right  to  expect,  and  which  ought  to 
have  been  afforded.  Under  these  cir« 
cumstances,  seeing  that  this  Bill  is  con- 
fined to  a  particular  date  and  event, 
seeing  that  it  settles  no  principle  in  the 
future,  and  leaves  the  Government  full 
responsibility  of  alteriug  the  general 
law,  I  trust  the  House  will  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH:  I  wish  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary.  I  suppose 
that  the  House  must  be  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  which  he  has  given, 
that  no  time  ought  to  be  lost  in  passing 
this  Bill;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
that,  in  the  interest  of  the  public  purse, 
we  have  some  right  to  call  upon  him  to 
protect  the  Consolidated  Fund.  In  case 
of  these  riots  having  taken  place  in  the 
Provinces,  the  funds  of  the  towns  in 
which  they  took  place  would  have  been 
held  liable ;  and  certainly  none  of  the 
compensation  consequent  upon  them 
would  have  come  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  Now,  whatever  is  just  for 
the  country  is  just  for  the  Metropolis ; 
and  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  adjust  this  mat- 
ter so  that  the  compensation  shall  not 
come  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  at 
all.    It  is  a  matter  of  great  interest  to 
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plies  to  London  should  apply  to  the 
country  at  large.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  says  that 
the  urgency  of  the  matter  requires  that 
the  Bill  should  be  pushed  forward. 
Now,  that  is  the  very  argument  on 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  insisted  —  that  a  Bill  should  be 
passed  for  the  whole  country.  Without 
urgency  a  Bill  will  never  be  passed.  It 
will  be  considered,  and  then  left  over  for 
after  consideration.  Why  should  the 
whole  country  pay  for  London,  if  London 
does  not  help  to  pay  for  the  whole  coun- 
try ?  This,  again.  Sir,  raises  the  whole 
question  of  local  taxation,  which  we  have 
often  had  before  t4ie  House.  In  the  coun- 
try local  taxation  falls  upon  the  local 
taxpayers  ;  and  these  local  taxpayers, 
already  very  much  overburdened,  are 
called  upon  to  contribute  towards  the 
expenses  of  London  without  any  recipro- 
city. I  feel  perfectly  certain  that  the 
unfortunate  persons  who  have  been  in- 
jured by  the  recent  riots  will  not  be 
damnified  in  any  way  by  two  or  three 
months'  delay — that  it  will  make  no 
difference  to  them— [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  : 
It  will  ruin  some  of  them.]  Then  the 
compensation  must  be  made  adequate. 
Before  the  end  of  the  Session  a  Bill 
may  be  passed  for  the  whole  country. 
It  cannot  take  a  very  long  time  to 
adapt  the  Bill  for  the  whole  country 
as  well  as  for  London  ;  and  the  London 
shopkeepers,  instead  of  being  ruined  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  suggests,  would 
get  their  payments  towards  the  end  of 
the  year.  We  shall  get  one  Bill  for  the 
whole  country  instead  of  this  petti- 
fogging legislation,  first  for  one  county, 
then  for  another,  then  for  one  town,'  and 
then  for  another. 

SiE  JULIAN  GOLDSMID :  I  quite 
ag^ee  that  it  is  desirable  this  matter 
should  be  settled  at  once ;  but  I,  for  one, 
object  to  some  of  the  people  who  have 
made  claims  receiving  any  compensation 
at  all.  Extremely  rich  people  who  have 
had  a  few  windows  broken— people  who 
are  living  in  large  private  houses  at 
enormous  cost — have  claimed  sums  from 
£5  to  £50  for  their  broken  windows. 
It  is  all  very  proper  and  right  to  recom- 
pense the  tradespeople  who  have  suffered, 
both  in  property  and  business,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  riots ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that,  for  very  shame,  these  rich  people 
ought  to  claim  or  receive  compensation 
out  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Fund.    I 
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make  these  remarks  in  the  hope  that  the 
people  to  whom  I  allude  will  be  induced 
not  to  ask  for  compensation  when  this 
matter  comes  before  the  police  receiver. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS:  The 
reason  which  the  right  hon.  Gentlemtn 
the  Home  Secretary  has  assigned  why 
this  Bill  should  be  passed  is  that  the 
matter  is  urgent.  But,  surely,  that 
argument  applies  with  equal  force  to 
several  provincial  towns.  It  is  said  that 
if  there  be  delay  there  wiU  be  much 
difficulty  in  settling  the  claims  for  com- 
pensation. No  doubt  there  will ;  but  if 
there  be  that  difficulty  in  London,  there 
will  be  the  same  difficulty  in  proviDciil 
towns  —  in  Nottingham,  for  instance, 
where  similar  riots  have  occurred.  The 
Corporation  of  the  town  which  I  hate 
the  honour  to  represent  have  before 
them  a  large  number  of  claims  from 
sufferers  in  the  late  distnrbances ;  but 
they  are  completely  paralyzed  becanae 
of  the  uncertainty  of  the  law.  It  will 
be  a  small  consolation  to  those  who  hare 
suffered  to  know  that,  at  some  distant 
time,  there  is  a  possibility  of  a  geneitl 
measure  passing.  The  Home  Secretaij 
has  spoken  of  the  difficulties  involred  in 
the  settlement  of  the  question.  Thej 
may  be  considerable.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  has  also  urged  that  some 
time  will  be  required  to  remoTe  those 
difficulties.  It  is  this  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  which  causes  me 
some  alarm.  I  am  very  much  afraid 
that  the  delay  in  the  settlement  of  the 
matter  will  prove  very  injurious  to  the 
sufferers  out  of  London,  and  I  ask  that 
the  case  of  the  provincial  shopkeepers  be 
taken  into  consideration  with  the  promp- 
titude with  which  the  claims  of  the  suf- 
fering shopkeepers  of  London  hare  been 
dealt  with  by  the  Gh)vemment 

Mr.  TOMLINSON:  I  do  not  fW 
that  I  can  go  quite  so  far  as  some  of  mj 
hon.  Friends  in  urging  that  the  settle- 
ment of  the  claims  of  the  sufferers  in  the 
late  riots  in  London  should  be  postponed 
till  a  measure  applicable  to  the  whde 
country  is  brought  in.  At  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  strongly 
pressed  on  the  Home  Office  that  a  g«B*- 
ral  Bill  should  be  brought  in  as  soon  as 
possible.  I  cannot  see  that  the  diii* 
culties  there  are  in  the  way  of  the  pre- 
paration of  a  general  measure  are  great : 
and  I  hope  we  shall  have  a  distinrt 
assurance  from  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  the   Attorney   Geoeialt  * 
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some  other  Member  of  the  Government, 
that  no  delay  will  be  allowed  in  the 
introduction  of  such  a  measure.  With 
such  an  assurance  I  think  we  ought  to 
be  content. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Ohables  Eussell)  :  It  is  a  noticeable 
fact  that,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  this 
matter  has  not  been  discussed  in  Parlia- 
ment before  the  present  occasion.  Al- 
though there  have  been  many  occasions 
giving  rise  to  similarlosses,  and  although 
the  law  is  substantially  as  stated  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Eriend  the  Member 
for  Ashton  (Mr.  Addison),  the  question 
has  never  been  considered  in  Parlia- 
ment, nor  has  attention  been  publicly 
drawn  to  it  before  the  present  occasion. 
The  law  is  in  a  completely  unsatisfac- 
tory state,  and  it  is  obvious  it  should  be 
amended.  But  my  hon.  and  learned 
Eriend,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Eobert  Peel),  will  admit  that  this  is  not 
a  matter  which  the  Government  should 
take  upon  themselves  to  deal  with  in  a 
day,  or  without  some  consideration  of 
the  difficulties  which  surround  the  mat- 
ter. I  think  the  House  should  be 
satisfied  with  the  assurance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Homo  Secretary 
that  the  matter  will  receive  early  atten- 
tion, and  be  dealt  with  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE:  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Blackburn 
(Sir  Eobert  Peel)  divides  against  the 
Bill  I  shall  certainly  vote  with  him.  As 
we  know,  the  State  bears  four-ninths  of 
the  cost  of  the  Metropolitan  Police— it 
is  alleged  it  does  that  oecause  the  police 
are  used  for  public  services — but  there 
is  really  no  earthly  reason  why  the  Ex- 
chequer should  pay  four-ninths  of  the 
damage  done  recently  in  London.  If 
such  a  demand  were  made  with  regard 
to  any  provincial  town  it  would  not  be 
entertained  for  a  moment.  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Julian  doldsmid) 
that  it  is  shameful  that  the  Carlton 
Club  and  wealthy  people  should  come 
on  the  rates  and  Exchequer  for  com- 
pensation for  a  miserable  window  that 
is  broken.  Surely  they  could,  in  com- 
mon decency,  pay  for  it  themselves.  If 
people  came  for  compensation  they 
ought  to  plead  in  farmd  pauperis  ;  when 
they  can  pay  they  ought  to  pay. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if 
wealthy  people    have    suffered    trivial 


damage  they  might  meet  it  out  of  their 
own  pockets.  But  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  of  such  people  have  made  claims. 
[Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  :  I  know  several 
cases.]  Probably  they  are  the  cases  of 
some  of  the  hon.  Member's  own  friends. 
But  I  speak  on  behalf  of  the  poor 
tradesmen  whose  property  has  been 
wrecked,  and  who  have  suffered  very 
serious  loss.  It  was  not  from  any  lack 
of  care  or  precaution  on  their  own  part 
that  these  people  suffered.  Under  these 
circumstances,  and  with  the  assurance 
which  has  been  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Childers)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell),  I  hope  the  House 
will  pass  this  Bill,  which  will  save  two 
or  three  persons  from  ruin.  [**0h, 
oh !  "]  It  may  be  a  matter  of  no  con- 
sideration to  hon.  Gentlemen ;  but  I  say 
advisedly  that  some  persons  will  come 
to  ruin  unless  they  are  very  speedily  re- 
couped for  the  losses  they  have  sustained. 
They  come  to  the  authority  which,  from 
accident  or  misfortune,  failed  to  afford 
them  the  protection  which  they  have  a 
right  to  expect,  and  which  ought  to 
have  been  afforded.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, seeing  that  this  Bill  is  con- 
fined to  a  particular  date  and  event, 
seeing  that  it  settles  no  principle  in  the 
future,  and  leaves  the  Government  full 
responsibility  of  altering  the  general 
law,  I  trust  the  House  will  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  ILUNGWOETH:  I  wish  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary.  I  suppose 
that  the  House  must  be  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  which  he  has  given, 
that  no  time  ought  to  be  lost  in  passing 
this  Bill;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
that,  in  the  interest  of  the  public  purse, 
we  have  some  right  to  call  upon  him  to 
protect  the  Consolidated  Fund.  In  case 
of  these  riots  having  taken  place  in  the 
Provinces,  the  funds  of  the  towns  in 
which  they  took  place  would  have  been 
hold  liable ;  and  certainly  none  of  the 
compensation  consequent  upon  them 
would  have  come  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  Now,  whatever  is  just  for 
the  country  is  just  for  the  Metropolis ; 
and  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  adjust  this  mat- 
ter so  that  the  compensation  shall  not 
come  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  at 
all.    It  is  a  matter  of  great  interest  to 
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the  country  that  this  should  be  done, 
and  I  think  the  House  has  the  right  to 
call  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
clear  us  from  the  imputation  of  dealing 
in  a  special  manner  with  the  Metro- 
polis. 

Mb.  DEASY  :  I  do  not  see  why  we 
in  Ireland  should  be  asked  to  contribute 
towards  the  payment  for  any  damage 
done  in  England,  unless  it  is  under- 
stood that  the  people  of  England  are 
also  prepared  to  contribute  their  portion 
of  the  cost  of  any  damage  done  during 
riots  in  Ireland.  If  the  people  of  Lon- 
don cannot  afford  to  wait  until  a  meastire 
to  settle  the  general  question  has  been 
passed,  why  were  the  people  of  Black- 
bum,  where  serious  damage  was  done, 
compelled  to  wait,  as  they  have  been,  for 
several  years?  In  regard  to  Dublin, 
serious  riots,  resulting  in  great  damage 
to  property,  have  taken  place  from  time 
to  time;  but  no  Government  has  ever 
proposed  to  contribute  from  Imperial 
funds  one  farthing  in  aid  of  the  local 
rates  struck  for  the  purpose  of  compen- 
sating owners  of  property  which  was 
injured.  Then,  again,  in  the  case  of 
Derry,  the  Government  would  not  give  a 
single  penny  towards  the  damage  done 
there,  cdthough  they  now  call  upon  us  to 
contribute  towards  the  cost  of  the  damage 
done  in  the  English  Metropolis.  If  the 
right  hon.  Member  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
presses  this  question,  I,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, will  certainly  support  him,  and  I 
will  promise  him  my  assistance  to  resist 
the  Bill  in  its  future  stages. 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  I  confess  that  I 
share  the  feeling  of  the  hon.  Member 
in  this  matter.  When  I  was  at  the 
Treasury,  I  had  constantly  before  me 
claims  made  on  behalf  of  London  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  It  is  said  that 
this  compensation  question  is  urgent; 
but  I  wish  to  make  this  suggestion — 
that  the  Bill  should  be  so  altered  that 
the  whole  sum  wanted  should  come  out 
of  the  police  rate,  which  furnishes  five- 
ninths  of  the  Police  Eund,  and  not 
out  of  the  contribution  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  at  all.  That  can  be 
done ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  the  arrangement  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  may  be  taken 
at  once. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  will  undertake 
to  consider  whether  the  suggestion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  cannot  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Illingworth 


Sib  ROBERT  FEEL :  There  are  so 
many  defects  in  this  Bill  that  we  are 
now  to  have  a  quantity  of  fresh  sugges- 
tions put  into  it.  What  I  would  sog- 
gest  is  that  it  should  be  withdiawa 
altogether 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  13ie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to 
make  a  second  speech.  Only  the  Minis- 
ter in  charge  of  the  Bill  has  a  right  of 
speaking  again. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  :  Three  times. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  Minister  in 
charge  of  a  Bill  certainly  has  the  ligbt 
of  making  an  explanation  in  regard  to 
his  Bill  when  it  is  necessary. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART:  I  am  cer- 
tainly  strongly  in  favour  of  the  ]HX>poa- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin 
(Mr.  Courtney),  provided  that  the  Me- 
tropolis were  responsible  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  police  for  whose  remissness 
it  is  proposed  to  rate  it;  but  I  think 
that  it  is  highly  improper  that  the 
people  of  London  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  this  police  rate  at  all,  when  they 
have  not  the  shadow  of  control  over  the 
police. 

Mb.  SMALL:  Irish  Memben  tre 
very  much  surprised  to  find  that  there 
is  no  such  law  in  England  on  these 
matters  as  those  which  prevail  in  Ire- 
land. I  cannot  see  why  the  same  Itvs 
are  not  enforced  in  London  as  those  ve 
have  in  Dublin ;  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  proper  course  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  in  regard  to  this  matta 
is  to  bring  in  a  general  Bill,  having  re- 
trospective action.  It  is  an  extraordinsiy 
thing  for  the  Government  to  bring  in  t 
Bill  dealing  with  a  matter  wbidi  his 
already  taken  place,  and  for  which  the 
existing  law  does  not  provide,  without 
attempting  to  provide  machinery  for 
similar  cases  which  may  happen  in  the 
future.  I  quite  agree  with  a  remiik 
which  was  made  by  one  hon.  Mraiiber— 
that  this  is  the  right  time  to  bring 
pressure  to  bear  upon  the  Ministry,  f« 
I  am  quite  sure  that  if  we  refuse  to  pt« 
this  measure,  then  we  shall  very  soot 
obtain  a  most  satisfactory  general  BiH 
If  the  House  refuses  to  do  anything  tt 
all  in  this  case  of  the  Metropolis,  until 
the  cases  of  Blackburn,  Nottingham. 
&c.,  have  been  similarly  dealt  with.  I 
am  satisfied  that  we  shall  see  an  ide- 
quate  general  measure  passed  withoot 
delay. 
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Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY :  What  I  want  to 
know,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  this — How  are  the 
Ooyernment  going  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon .  Member  for  Bodmin  ( Mr. 
Courtney)  ?  How  can  they  differentiate 
between  the  police  rate  and  the  Police 
Fund  ?  [Mr.  Coubtney  :  Put  the  charge 
on  the  rate.]  It  is  simply  an  ingenious 
scheme  of  eyasion  to  suggest  that  the 
compensations  should  be  taken  out  of 
the  fiye-ninths  of  the  Police  Fund,  and 
not  out  of  the  other  four-ninths.  It  is 
a  fact  that  the  two  items — ^that  from  the 
rate  and  that  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund — have  to  be  amalgamated  at  some 
time  or  other,  and  I  cannot  see  how  they 
can  be  differentiated.  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  make  a  difference  in  the  case 
of  London.  I  am  not  aware  that  Colonel 
Jackson,  when  his  house  was  attacked 
at  Blackburn,  received  compensation. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  He  did.]  Well, 
then,  Colonel  Jackson  was  lucky ;  but 
other  persons  in  Blackburn,  whose  pro- 
perty was  damaged  at  the  same  time, 
did  not.  I  will,  however,  modify  my 
objection  to  the  Bill  if  the  Government 
will  insert  a  clause  in  it  providing  that 
compensation  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  shall  be  given  to  the  people  in 
Ireland  whose  property  is  injured  on 
these  occasions.  If  that  is  done,  I  am 
sure  that  my  hon.  Friends  will  also  be 
willing  to  modify  their  opposition  to 
the  Bill  at  this  stage,  and  give  it  a  fair 
consideration  when  it  gets  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  106 ;  Noes 
79:  Majority  27.— (Div.  List,  No.  17.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE,  SUBMARINE  TELEGRAPH 
CONTRACT  (ST.  VINCENT  TO  THE 
WEST  COAST  OF  AFRICA). 
besolution. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb),  in 
rising  to  move  the  Besolution,  said :  I 
do  not  want,  at  this  late  hour,  to  enter 
into  any  details  on  this  suhject,  because 
I  understand  that  it  is  the  desire  of  hon. 
Members  that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 


journed.   If  th 
adjournment  I 

Motion  made 

"  That  the  Con 
January  1886,  for 
marine  Telegraph 
Vincent  to  the  "V^ 
proved."— (ATr.  B 

Mb.  LABOT 
seeing  that  thii 
heavy  charge  u 
number  of  year 
for    Wolverhai 
Fowler)  would 
at  a  reasonabl 
monstrous   thai 
should  be  made 
know  one  hon. 
if  he  is  correct 
pared  to  show 
not  to  be  made. 

Motion  made 
**  That  the  Del 
— {Mr.  Ldbouchi 

Mb.  HENEl 
be  glad  to  have 
ing  that  this  is 
to  be  signed  in 
all  events,  that 
to  be  settled  ii 
I  shall  bring  it 

Question  put, 

Debate  adjow 


IBISI 

Ordered^  That  i 
pointed  to  inquire 
and  the  Present 
and  ProdactiTO  Ii 
consider  and  rep* 
Natural  Resources 
loped,  and  how  tl 
couraged  and  extei 

B 

Select  Committe 
— Mr.  Abbamam  (1 

AtTOBNBT  GsNERi 

RiDBR  Cook,  Sir  < 
RoscoB,  Sir  Lbwd 
GILL,  with  power 
and  records. 

Ordired,  That  1 
Attorney  Oeneral.) 

TTTHB  BENT-C] 

On  the  Motion  o 
to  amend  the  Law 
Tithe  Rent-Charg 
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by  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr.  BaikeSi  and  Mr. 
Kenyon. 
Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 

BANKBUPTOY   (AOMCULTUBAL  LABOUEBBS' 

wages)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stanhope,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Banlmiptcy  so  far  as  relates 
to  Agricoltural  Labourers*  Wages,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Stanhope,  Mr.  Compton 
Lawrance,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  and  Mr.  Long. 
BiU pretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  130.] 


BXTBIAli   OBOT7VD8  BILL. 
Ooneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Commitiee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  direet«d  te 
move  Uie  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bong 
in  a  BiU  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Baml 
Grounds. 

Besolution  reported:  —  BiU  ordir$d  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Osborne  Horgan,  Kr. 
Secretary  Ohilders,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler, 
and  Mr.  Broadhurst. 

BiU  pr^^m^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bin  131.] 
House  adjourned  at  Two  o*<^o^ 
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Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Limerick^  W. 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage— Malicious  Burn- 
ing at  Newcastle  West,  Co.  Limerick— Com- 
pensation, 1031 

Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Bryee,  Mr,  Cheney  Bolton,  Mr,  Hal- 
dane,  Mr.  JD,  Crawford,  Sir  Henry  Soeeoe^ 
Mr,  Edward  RushII) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V»  •  Jan  25  [Bill  90] 

AcLAND,  Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke,  York,  W,  E., 
Motherham 
I^ibour  Statistics,  Res.  1781 

VOL.   OOOII.         [third  SERUES.] 


AcLAND,  Mr.  C.  T.  Dyke  (Secretary  to 

the    Board    of   Trade),    Cornwall, 

Launceiton 
Harbour  Accommodation  (North  of  SeolUnd), 

1207 
Sopplj — Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 

of  Trade,  764 
Unclaimed  Deposits,  2R.  1846 

Actions  for  Debt  (Limitation)  Bill 

(Mr,  EobKouee,  Mr,  A.  AeUnd,  Mr,  Olyn, 
Mr.  Laeaita) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"  •  Mar  8  [Bill  126] 

Addison,  Mr.  J.  E.  W.,  AMon-undiT' 

Lyn$ 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  2001 
Law  and  Jastico  (England  and  Wales)~A|H 

pointment  to  the  Recordership  of  Fifcrpool, 

1528 
Metropolis— Meetings  in  Iljde  Park,  1381 
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Administration   and   Expenditure  —  The 
Great  Spending  Departments 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Rylands;    Answer.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.   W.   E.  Glad- 
stone) Mar  1,  1547 

Admibilty — ^First  Lord  (see  Hamilton, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 

Admiralty  —  First    Lord  (see  Ripon, 
Marquess  of) 

At)mibaxty — Oivil  Lord  (see  Duff,  Mr. 
R.  W.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  (see  Ritchie, 
Mr.  0.  T.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  (see  Hibbert, 
Right  Hon.  J.  T.) 

Advocate,    The    Lord    (see    Balfour, 
Right  Hon.J.  B.) 

Africa  (South) — Affairs  of 

Qaestion,  Observations,  Sir  Robert  Fowler  ; 
Reply,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan]  ;  Observa- 
tions, Sir  Frederick  Stanley  Feb  19,  721 

Beehuanaland^Sale  of  Spirxti,  Question,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  Feb  23, 1023 

The  Transvaal-- Import  Duties,  Question,  Mr. 
Kimber  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan) Mar  4,  1900 

Allison,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Cumberland,  Eshdale 
Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 
1966 

Allotments 
Mored,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
**  Return  (1 .)  of  all  agricultural  holdings  in 
England  and  Wales,  both  of  arable  and 
pasture  land,  occupied  as  allotments  or  field 
gardens,  of  one>eighth  of  an  acre  and  not 
exceeding  four  acres ;  (2.)  of  all  garden 
allotments  exceeding  one-eighth  of  an  acre 
attached  to  cottages ;  (3.)  of  all  charitable 
trusts  in  England  and  Wales  the  trustees  of 
which  are  trustees  within  the  meaning  of  the 
first  and  fourth  clauses  of  the  Allotments 
Extension  Act,  1882"  {Tht  Earl  of 
Onslow)  Feb  22,  843;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 
Question,  Mr.  Henry  Tollemache ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Heneage)  Feb  25,  1219 

Allotments  and  Small  Moldings 
Question,   Colonel    Brookfleld  ;   Answer,  The 
First   Lord  of  the   Treasury  (Mr.   W.   E. 
Gladstone)  Feb  25,  1226 

[eonin 


Allotments  and  Small  i7o<<i*fif  f— eont. 

Agrieultural  Labourers,  Question,  Sir  Jobs 
Lubbock  ;  Answer,  The  Chaoeellor  of  tW 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Heneage)  JCir  1, 
1900 

Allotments  and  Small  Holdings  Bill 

{Mr.  Jesse  Callings,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Bmi- 
hurst,    Captain    Verney,    Mr.    Arck,    Dr. 
Foster,  Mr.  Flower,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Xevam' 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Jan  22  [BiU  M] 

Allotments  Bill  {Mr.  Finck-SMttsB.  Mr. 

Birkbeek,  Viscount  Xewark) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !*»  •  Jan  22  [Bifl  57] 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  E§rr§m 
Land  Registry,  2R.  1001, 1002 
Law  and  Justice— Appointment  to  tbt  Be> 
oordership  of  Lirerpool,  895 

America  (CentraVj-^ne  Panaw^  Caad 
Question,  Mr.  Mngniac  ;  Answer,  The  Us^ 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affun  (Mr. 
Bryee)/V»  19.711 

Appointments  under  the  Crown 
Moved,  *'That  a  Select  Committee  be  tf- 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  method  of  a^ 
pointment  and  apportionment  of  saUuiei  vA 
duties  under  the  Crown**  {Mr.  Cottbtm^ 
Feb  23,  1071 ;  after  shDrt  debate,  Metiii 
withdrawn 

Arbitration  Bill  [h.l.]     ( The  Lord  BrtmmB) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1«  •  Feb  25  (No.  IT) 

Arch,  Mr.  J.,  Norfolk,  N,  W. 

Parliament—Queen* 8  Speech,  Address  is  Ai- 
swer  to,  483 

Army  (Questions)      _^ 

Ammunition  —  Orders  to  Sir  W.  Aarfngt 
and  Co.,  Question,  Mr.  Carbott;  hmew, 
The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  CsiiF- 
bell-Bannerman)  Feb  22,  881  ^_ 

Appointments  —  Prince  Metny  of  ^^^~J* 
Questions,  Mr.  Laboachere;    Answofs**'' 
SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  Ca«pW 
Bannermao)  Feb  26,  1391 ;  ifor  I.  !**• 

Arms 

Defective  Bayonets,  QaetiioDS,  Mr,  Hietatf. 
Mr.  Carbntt,  OapUin  Fellowes ;  Ass— » 
The  Financial  Secretary.  War  Doftftn^ 
(Mr.  H.  S.  Nortbcote)  Jan  2«,  417 

Manufaeture  of  Swords,  Q/assHm,  CoHMj 
Salis-Schwabe  ;  Answer,  The  Sw^ 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall]  />*  » 
1027  .       ,- 

SUel  for  Sword  Bayonets,  Q»tit>«^  * 
Johns  ;  Answer,  The  Secrrtary  ©^  Stojs  w 
War  (Mr.  CampbeU-BannemiaD)  m  « 
890 

Tenders  for  Swords,  Qaeatioo.  Mr.  -JJ** 
Answer,  The  Sunreyor  General  of  Orasi" 
(Mr.  Woodall)  Feb  25, 1211 


\ 
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ABM       AUS 


Armt — Arms—eont. 

Testing  of  Side-Arms,  Qaettion,  Colonel 
Salifl-Schwabe :  Answer,  The  SeoreUry  of 
SUte  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Jan  22,  187  ; 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall) 
Mar  1, 1521 

Ute  of  German  Steel/or  Sword  Blades ,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  CaropbelUBannerman) 
Feb  22,  882 

l^aolwieh  Arsenal — Discharge  of  Workmen — 
Martini-  Henry  Riflei  for  the  Indian  Army, 
Questions,  Mr.  IIowoll,  Viscount  Folkestone, 
Mr.  Hanbary,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill,  Captain  Price,  Sir  Henry 
Tyler  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
Wnr  (Mr.  Campbell- Rannerman),  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Uibbort)  Mar  i, 
1011 

Artillery  —  Vaeaneies  for  Suballern  Ofi- 
cert,  Question,  Colonel  Hughes- Ilallett; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Feb  22,  893 

barracks  —  DitbltH  —  Richmond  Barracks, 
Question,  Sir  James  Fergusson  ;  Answer, 
The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Department 
(Mr.  H.  S.  Northoote)  Jan  25,  311 

Clothing  —  Factory,  Pimlieo,  Questions,  Mr. 
Albert  Grey,  Mr.  Magniae  ;  Answers,  The 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall) 
Feb  25,  1222 

Discipline  —  Disorders  in  Belfast  Barracks, 
Question,  Mr.  Ewart ;  Answer,  The  Finan- 
cial Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  II.  S. 
Northcote)  Jan  25,  305 

Egypt — Soudan  Campaign — The  Royal  Irish 
Regiment,  Questions,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(.Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Feb  25,  1209 

Finance— Effects  of  a  Deceased  Soldier — 
Case  of  Dennis  M*Donnell,  Questions,  Mr. 
0*Kelly;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Mar  1, 
1545 

Manufacturing  Departments  —  Small  Arms 
Factory,  hn/eld  —  Discharge  of  IFvrk- 
men,  Question,  Lord  Algernon  Percy  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
fMr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Feb  25,  1225  ; 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (.Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  Mar  4,  1880 

Medical  Staff  —  The  Servian  and  Bulgarian 
Campaign,  Question,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Feb  25,  1208 

Militia 

Major  Kerr,  Cavan  Militia,  Question,  Mr. 
llayden ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell  •  Bannerman) 
Feb  25.  1213 

**  Old*'  Adjutants  in  Irish  Regiments,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell 'Ban- 
nerman) Feb  26,  1372 

Pensioners — Case  of  Michael  Heron,  1st  RoycU 
Irish,  Question,  Mr.  John  Redmond  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman) /V6  23,  1034 


Abmt — Arms    eonL 

Pensioners,  Quarterly  Payment  of,  Quettion, 
Mr.  C.  H.  Wilson  ;  Answer,  The  Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  Feb  35,  1317 

Quartermcuters  —  Ineligibility  for  Army  De^ 
partments.  Question,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Answer, 
The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Department 
(Mr.  H.  S.  Northcole)  Jan  36,  431 

Recruiting,  Report  of  the  Inspector  General  of. 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman) Feb  35,  1318 

Voluntters 

Artillery  Volunteers,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Mar  \, 
1533 

Capitation  Qrant,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent:  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (.Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Feb  33, 
1033 

Mounted  Volunteer  Infantry,  Question,  Obser- 
vations,   Viscount    Midleton ;    lleply,    The 
Under  Secretary   of  State   for  War  (Lord 
Sandhurst)  Mar  2,  1063 

Army  (India) 

Indian  Military  Leave,  Question,  Mr.  Shirley  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle  worth) 
Feb  26, 1389 

Ashbourne,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor  of 

Ireland) 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  73 

{After  Resignation) 

Ireland  —  National  League  —  L«ocal  Coorts, 
1184,  1187 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  1501 

Policy  of  H.M.  Government,  Ministerial 
Statement,  540 


A^hsckad-Babtlbtt,  Mr.  E.,   Sheffield^ 

EeeUshall 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Industry — The  Oom- 

mission  of  Inquiry,  71i 
Trade  and  Commerce— Falsely  Marked  Goods, 

1544 

Attorney  General  {see  Webster,  Sir 
E.  E.) 

Attorney  General  {see  BusbelLi  Mr* 
0.) 

Attorney  General   for  Ireland  {eee 
Holmes,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Australia  and  New  Zealand^Tke  Parcel 

Post 
Question,  Mr.  Spensley  ;  Answer,  The  Seere- 
Ury  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  II.  H.  Fowler) 
Feh  33, 1030 
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Badbn-Powell,  Mr.G.,  Liverpool,  KirJc- 

daU 
Ireland— Authority  of  the  Crown,  1227 
Islands  of  the   Western   Paoific  —  The   New 

Hebrides,  888 
Merchant  Shipping,    Royal    Commission  on, 

427 
Supply — Orange  River  Territory,  Ac,  1603 


{  I  N  D  E  X  I  BAN  BEA 

Bankruptcy     (Agricultural   Labovren* 

Wages)  BiU  (J^r.    SUnkitpt,  Mr. 

Compton  Lawranee,  Mr,  ScUter^Bootk^  Mr. 
Long) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Mar  4  [WU  1»] 


Baogalla-Y,  Mr.  E.,  Laml$th,  Brixton 

Land  Registry,  2 R.  1001 

Bakbb,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Somerset,  Frome 

Inland  Revenue — Collection  of  Taxes,  1886 
Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Soot- 
land,  4bc.  786 
Dover  Harbour,  733 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 

Manchester,  E, 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  507,  515,  517 

{After  Resignation) 

Depression  of  Trade  and   Industry— The  In- 
quiry, 715 

Balfour,    Right   Hon.    J.  B.,    Clack- 

mannan,  Sfe, 
Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  379,  386 

{Lord  Advocate) 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 
1330,  1339 

Scotland — Questions 

Errors  in   Statistical  Returns — Return  of 
Municipal  Burghs,  1885,  1877,  1878 

Magistracy — Mr.  William  Ivory,  Sheriff  of 
Tnverness-shire,  1207 

Parliamentary  Elections  —  Election   Ex- 
penses, 1899 

Representation  ot  the  People  Act — Polling 
Places  in  Argyllshire,  881 

Sheriff  Clerk  Depute  of  Skye,  1517 
*  Scotland — Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands,  1207 

Mr.    Ronton,   Procurator   Fiscal  for  East 
Fife,  890,  1903 

Procurator  Fiscal  of  Orkney,  1514,  1515 

Procurators  Fiscal,  1523 
Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Scotland),  2R.  1487 

Balfour,    General    Sir  Q-.,  Kincardine' 

shire 
Army   (Supplementary    Estimates,  1885-6)— 

Warlike  Stores  and  Works,  1635,  1638 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimates,    1885-0) — 

Navy  Services,  1291 
Parliament ~ Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  354,  857 
Supply— Dover  Harbour,  728,  729,  730,  738, 
741,  747 
Furniture  of  Public  Offices,  Great  Britain, 

726 
Metropolitan  Police  Court  Bi tidings,  727 


Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill        {J^r,  Peur 

MDonald,   Mr.  Eenry   QiU,   Mr,  Ckntf, 
Mr,  John  0*  Connor,  Mr,  Cffanloni) 
e.  Ordered ;  road  1«  •  Jan  22  [Bifl  47] 

Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
Committee  of  Selection,  Nomination  of  Cta- 
mittee.     Motion    for    AdjoannBeak,  411; 
Amendt.  415 
Navy  (Supplementary    Estimates,   18S5<4)- 

Navy  Services,  1297 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  to  Off 

Majesty,  87 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrns  in  Ai- 

swer  to,  Amendt.  848,  380,  655 
Scotland— Education    Code—Sehool  Attest 
anoe,  1523 
Law  and  Justice— Froonrators  FiiesI,  liS) 

Babbt,  Mr.  J.,  Wexford  8, 
Inland   Revenue—Income  Tai— Schedsfe  i, 

901 
Supply— Post  Office,  1273,  1285 

Babtlby,  Mr.  Q.  0.  T.,  Islington,  F, 

Church  of  England — Sale  of  Advowsoat,  71J 
Labour  Statistics,  Res.  1797 
Midland  Railway,  2R.  1676 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addresiti  As- 
swer  to.  254 

Barttelot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Sfuw. 

Morsham 
Army  —  Report  of  the  Inspector  Geaenl  d 

Recruiting,  1218 
Army  (Sopplementary  Estimates,  1886-<H 

Warlike  Stores  and  Works,  1635 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  SR.  1 162 
Matntenanoo  of  Social  Order  (IreUad).  Ra 

1971,  1972,  1973,  1976 
Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  fcr  a  Siii* 

Committee,  934 

BATJMAim,     Mr.     A.    A.,     CamUrftm, 

Peckham 
Inland  Revenae^Pay  of  Customs  Ofiowt.  8» 
Public   Meetings— Disloyal    Meetisf  st  m 

Criterion  ResUarant,  1886  ^^ 

Public  Parks  and  Reoreation  Groonds-Pi*" 

Park  at  Dalwioh,  1905 

Beach,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hkki- 
(OhanceUor    of  the    Excheqw* 

Bristol,  W. 
County  Government— Representative  Co««*' 

424 
Ireland— Questions 

Industries  and   Salmon  Fisheries-^*" 

Committees— Re-appoiotmeoi,  ^J» 
Lord  Randolph  ChurchiUat  Belfci»-»» 
Police,  1547 
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Bbaoh,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioki — eotU. 

Poor  Law  —  Abbeyleix  Union — ^Relief  of 
the  Laboarers^428  ;— Rolief  of  Distress 
in  the  Arran  Islands,  428 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  830 

State  of  Ireland — legislation  for  the  Sup- 
pression of  the  National  League,  ^.  416 
Land  Registry  Offloo— The  Registrar,  430 

Parliament— Questions 

AfUournment — Resignation  of  the  Ministry, 

533,  533,  534,  536 
Business  of  the  House,  198,  830,  431,  483, 

439  ;— New  Rules  of  Prooedure,  86,  331 
Election  of  a  Speaker,  13,  18 
Order  of  Business,  439,  430 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  120,  133,  186,  137,  361,  394,  517  ; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  539,  530 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  34,  419 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  318 

Tariff  and  Customs  Act,  1876— Forfeitures, 
310 

(After  Bssiffnation) 

Eastern  Affairs— Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
Mission,  908 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
3R.  1097,1099,  1113 

Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 
1946,  1998 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1767  ;— 
Chairman  of  Committees,  715 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Order  of 
Public  Business,  Res.  911,  913 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  633,  637,  639 

Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  936 

Policy  of  U.M.  Government,  Ministerial 
Statement,  583 

Town  Holdings,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1807 

Bbauohamp,  Earl 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  1499 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill      (Baron  D  imtdaU, 

Mr,  KnatehbuU'Hugitten,  Mr.  Ealtey,  Mr, 
Round,  Mr,  Abel  Smith) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  33  [Bill  51] 

Beer  Adolteration  (No.  2)  Bill        (^r, 

Birkbeek,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr.  Charles 
Sail,  Mr,  Fellowee,  Mr,  Joseph  Cowen) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«»  •  Jan  33  [Bill  59] 

Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3)  Bill 

{Mr,  Quitter,  Mr,   Duekham,  Mr,  Seneage, 
Mr,  Everett) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  33  [Bill  66] 

Beith,  Mr.  Q.,  Glasgow,  Central 

Glasgow  Bridges,  Ac,  3R.  1357 
ScotUnd — Education  Department— Gaelic  in 
Board  Schools,  1763 


Belfast  Main  Drat 

e.  Moved,  **  That  the 

Main  Drainage  B 

Bill  OflBce  on  tb 

and  circulated  v 

ton)  Feb  26,  118 

Moved,  '<  That  it 

Committee  011  t 

Bill,  that  they  d< 

for  the  following 

To  assimilate 

the  borough 

Parliamenta 

To  enable  evei 

a  Municipal 

candidate  f< 

councillor  01 

To  constitute  i 

Parliamenta 

boundary  of 

to  direct  am 

of  the  Mun 

as  recommc 

Municipal    I 

mission,  dai 

and  to  autho 

in  the  num 

cillors ; 

To  provide  fo 

all  the  aldei 

borough,  up 

within  the  | 

Mar  3,  167 

posed,  **  Th 

now  put "  ( 

Means) ;  ai 

put;  A.  84j 

Belmobb,  Earl  o 

Parliament  —  Von 
Rooms,  868 

Bebesfobd,  Lord 

Ireland-- Royal  Ir 
Metropolis  —  Met 

Organisation,  R 
Supply  —  Embass 

1578 

Bbthell,  Oomms 
JBolderneet 
Copyhold  Enfranol 
Supply— Orange  E 

BiaoAB,  Mr.  J. 

Ireland  —  Commia 

tions  and    I: 

Linen  Uall,' 

State  of  Irelai 

gency  Men  at 

Ireland — Belfast  A 

Loans  to  Landown 

Ulster  Canal  and 

for  Leave,  1655 

BirkbeoKi  Sir  E. 
Depression  Of  Tn 

employed — Uarl 
Parliament  —  Que 

swer  to,  483 


BLA 


BOU 


Bl4ke,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Carlow 

Ireland  —  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  —  The 
Irish  Gharch  Fund,  1886 
Inspectors  of  Irish   Fisheries  —  Sea  and 
Coast  Fisheries  Fand,  1887 

Bl^ke,  Mr.  T.,  QloucMier,  Forest  of  Dean 
Forest  of  Dean— Unfenoed  Quarries,  1898 


Blank,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh^  8. 

Ireland — Questions 

Grime  and  Outrage— Riot  at  Armagh,  1021 
Law  and  Jnstiee  —  Firing  at  the  Person- 
Case  of  Robert  Cooper  and  F.  6.  Bleak- 
lej,  1370 
Poor  Iaw— Armagh  Union— RemoTal  of  a 

Pauper  by  the  Relieving  Officer,  1753 
Foblie  Meetings  —  Speech  of  Mr.  6.  H. 
Smith  at  Newry,  1360 
Supply  —  County  Court  Officers,  Ac.  Ireland, 
790 

Blxthdeix,    Oolonel    H.  B.  H.,  Zan- 
eashire,  S.W.,  Inee 
Coal   Mines   Regulation  Act  (1879)    Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1853 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

3R.  1103,  1103 
Mines,  Explosions   in— Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  706 

Board  of  Trade — President  {see  Stak- 
HOPE,  Eight  Hon.  £.) 

Board  op  Tbadb— President  {eee  Mun- 
DELLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.) 

Board  of  Trade  —  Secretary  to   (see 
AoLA»D,  Mr.  C.  T.  D.) 

Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.,  81.  Pancras^  N. 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  SB.  1161 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners — Eitraordinat y 

Tithe.  587 
Lambeth  Water,  3R.  1508,  1510 
Ijind  Registry,  3R.  1003, 1005  ;  Comm.  1680 
Parliamentary  Elections  —  Pririlege  —  Inter- 
ference of  Peers  at  Elections,  1515 
Theatres,  Ac.  Metropolis,  3R  838 

BoORD,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 

Post  OSce  (Parcel  Post)~Carriage  of  Parcels 
in  Suburban  and  Rural  Districts,  870 

Borongh  Funds  Bill      {J>^r.  KenrUk,  Mr, 

Edward  Clnrke,  Mvor  Dickwm,  Mr.  Fict^u, 
Mr,  JfoodkHuTj 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Ifor  3  [Bill  139] 

BoRTHWiOK,  Sir  A.,  Kentingion,  8. 
London  Sohool  Board  Election  Eipenses,  1S83 

Boimdariet  of  Towsb  (Irelaiid}  Bill 

(JTr.  iK#yneMf,  Mr,  Um,  Mr,  BmmU,  Mr, 
Tuitt,  Mr,  WiUimm  AhrmAmm) 
•  OrdMd  ;  read  l""  •  Jan  99  [Bill  38] 


(INDEX  \  BOU  BEI 

BouRKE,  Eight  Hon.  E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs), 

Lynn  Regu 
Burmah — Chinese  GoTcmment,  102 
China— The  Reported  Loan,  101 
England  and  Greece  — CollectiTe  Note  of  the 

European  Powers,  310,  423,  423 
Madagascar— Treaty  with  France,  312 
Spain— Commercial  Negotiations,  420,  421 
Suez  Canal,  304 
Turkey— Treatment  of  Christians,  31 1 


{After  Reeignation) 

Supply  —  Embassies  and    Missions    Abroad, 
1585 
Foreign  Office,  762 

BoYD-KiNNRAR,  Mr.  J.,  Fife,  E, 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  657 

Scotland — Law  and  Jpstice  —  Mr.  Rentoo, 
Procarator  Fiscal  for  East  File,  1903 

Supply— Post  Office,  1277 
Bradlattoh,  Mr.  0.,  NorthampUn 

Affiiirs  of  the  East— Sir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff's 

Mission,  1202 
Commutation  of  Pensions,  1540, 1541 

Labour  Statistics,  Res.  1768, 1777, 1778,  1781 
Metropolis— MetropoliUn  Police  Force  —  Or- 
ganisation, Res.  1 435 
Parliament— Debate  on  the  Address,  Personal 

Eiplanation,  607 
Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  504 
Pensions,  1378,  1370 

Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland, 
Ac.  785 
Dover  Harbour,  752  * 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Amendt. 

1550 
Foreign  Office,  757,  760. 762,  763 

Brauwrll,  Lord 

Lanacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1400 
Brand,  Hon.  H.  R.,  Olouceiter,  Stroud 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1885*6)— 
Warlike  Stores  and  Works,  1637 

Brasssy,   Sir  T.,  Jlaetinge 
Navy  (SupplemenUry    Estimatee,    1885-6)— 
Navy  SerTicet,  1207 

BRiDOBHAir,  Ck)lonel  Hon.  F.,  BoU^ 

Cyprus  (Finance,  4c.),  1530 
Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),   Rea. 
1066 


Brioht,  Bight  Hon.  J.,   Birwdngkmn^ 

Central 
Parliament— Election  of  a  Speaker,  3 


BJBO 


BUR 


(SESSION    1886) 
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BUE       BUE 


Bboadhurst,     Mr.    H.,     Birmingham, 
BordeaUy 
Nary— Shipbuilding  on  the  Tjne,  313 

( Under  Secretary  of  Stale  far  the  Home 
Department) 

Broadhurst,  Mr.,  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  1870 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1868,  1869, 1870 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  11(12 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 
<bo.),  2U.  1166 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1861, 
1362 

Broadhurst,  3ir,,  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department 
Question,  Mr.  Gent-Davis  ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Department 
(Mr.  Childers),  The  Under  SecreUry  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  Mar  4, 1875 

Beodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.,  Surrey, 
Guildford 
Coinage,  1517 

Ireland — Kvictions — Returns,  423 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  138,  151,  208 

Bbookfield,  Colonel  A.  M.,  SusneXy  Rye 
General  Gordon — A  Public  Monument,  425 
Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  35& 
Parliamentary  Elections—  Privilege  —  Inter- 
ference of  Peers  at  Elections,  1516 
Small  Holdings  and  Allotments,  1220 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2R.  1145 

Bruce,  Hon.  R.  P.,  Fifeehire,  W. 
Local  Taxation  Returns  (S.otland),  1902 

Bbunner,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire,  Northwioh 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2R.  1648 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimates,    1885-6)  — 
Navy   Services,    Motion   for  Adjournment, 
1301,  13U2  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
1304 
Supply — London  University,  1231 

Burial  Act,  ISSO— Burial  at  Chelmsford 
Question,  Mr.  Carvell  Williams  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childers)  Feb  18,  500 

Borial  Gronnds  Bill  (Mr,  Oebome  Morgan, 
Mr,  Secretary  Childers,  Mr,  Henry  H.  FoW' 
ler,  Mr.  Broadhurei) 

c.  Question,  Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Tho  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Homo  Department  (  Mr. 
Childers)  Mar  1,  1541  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Shirley  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
Mar  4,  1902 
Considered  in  Committee  :  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  l'*  * 
Mar  4  [Rill  131] 


Bnrial  Law  Amendment  Bill   (Mr,  Oebome 

Morgan,  Mr,  Benry  K,  Fowler,  Mr,  Eiehard, 

Mr.  Carvell  Williami) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  * 
Jan  22  [Bill  45] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  Mar  4 

Bbtoe,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S, 
Turkey— Treatment  of  Christians,  311 

( Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs) 

AflRsirs  of  the  East— Sir  H.  Drammond  Wolff's 

Mission,  1202 
America  (Central)— The  Panama  Canal,  711 
China  —  Chefoo    Convention  —  The    Opiam 

Duties,  1385 

Egypt—  Questions 

Irrigation  Works  and  Forced  Labour,  1536 
F'ortofSoakin,  1891 
Sheikh  of  Gemai,  1008 
Slave  Trade— Convention  of  1877,  883 
War  in  the  Soadan  —  Garrison  at  Kassala, 
705 

Employers'  Liability  Act— Kindred  Ix^gislation 

in  Foreign  Countries,  1390 
Foreign  Customs  Regulations,  1386 
France  and  China — Recent  Treaty,  1 2 16 
France  and   Madagascar  —  Treaty  of  Peace, 

896, 1203 
Islands  of  the  Western  Pacific — New  Hebrides, 

888 
Italy — Arrest  of  Professor  Nichol,  606 
Merchant  Shipping— The  *'  Mary  Mark,"  1199 
Morocco — State  of  the  Prisons,  1025 
South  Eastern  Europe  —  Greece  and  Turkey, 

1032 

Spain— Case  of  Mr.  Welford,  Missionary  at 
Fernando  Po,  803 
Differential  Duties,  1036 
Suez  Canal,  711 

Supply— Foreign  OflBoe,  758,  761,  763 
Trade  and  Commerce  —  Subsidies  by  Foreign 
Nations,  1904 

BUBDETT-COUTTS,    Mr.    W.    L.    A.    B., 

Westminster 
Metropolis  —  Order  in  the  Streets  —  Daties  of 
the  Home  Ofilce,  707 
Re-organization  of  the  Police,  1221 
Metropolis  —  Metropolitan  Police  Foroe  —  Or- 
ganization, Res.  1404 

Burmah 
Annexation  of  Upper  Burmah,  Questions,  Lord 
Francis  Hervcy,  Mr.  O'Kelly;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  Feb  22,  808  ; 
Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttloworth)  Feb  25,  1218 
Tl^e  British  Authorities  —  Mi Atary  Executions 
—  The  Provost  Marshal,  Observations, 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Ripon  ;  Reply, 
Tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Harris)  Jan  22, 182 ;  Qaestions,  Dr. 
Cameron,  .Mr.  Jastin  Hantly  McCarthy,  Sir 

{eont* 
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George  Campbell ;  Answers,  The  SeereUry 
of  State  for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
188  ;  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Ripon ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Harris)  Jan  25,  274;  Ques- 
tions, Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan,  Mr.  O'Kellr,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Dr. 
Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  RLandolph  Churchill),  314; 
Questions,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  Feb  22,  896  ; 
Feb  23,  1038 

Licensed  Opium  Shops,  Question,  Mr.  Hunter ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay  •  Shuttlewortb) 
Feb  22,  904 

The  Chinese  Oovernment,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aflkirt  (Mr.  Bourke) 
Jan  22,  192 

Burmah  {Expensa  of  Military  Opirationi) 
Lords 

Moved  to  resoUe,  '*  That  Her  Majesty  having 
directed  a  military  expedition  of  Her  forces 
charged  upon  Indian  revenues  to  be  des- 
patched against  the  King  of  Ava,  this  House 
consents  that  the  revenues  of  India  shall  be 
applied  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  military 
operations  which  may  be  carried  on  beyond 
the  external  frontiers  of  Iler  Majesty's 
Indian  Possessions"  (The  Earl  of  Kim* 
b€rley\  Feb  22,  849 ;  after  debate,  MoUon 
agreed  to 

CoMMom 

Notice  of  Resolution,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
wortb)  Feb  18,  607 

Moved,  "  That  Her  Majesty  having  directed  a 
Military  expedition  of  Her  forces  charged 
upon  Indian  revenues  to  be  despatched 
against  the  King  of  Ava,  this  House  oon- 
aenta  that  the  revenaei  of  India  shall  be 
applied  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Mili- 
tary operations  which  may  be  carried  on 
beyond  the  external  frontiers  of  Her  Mi^esty 's 
Indian  Possessions"  {Sir  Ughtred  Kay* 
ShuUieworth)  Feb  22,  930 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *•  That,'*  add  «<  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  unjust 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Military  opera- 
tions in  the  Kingdom  of  Ava  cot  of  the 
revenues  of  India  ( J/r.  BunUr)  v. ;  Quee- 
tion  proposed,  **  That  the  words,  Ac. ; " 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  297,  N.  82  ; 
U.  215;  Div.  LUt,  A.  and  N.,  986 ;  main 
Qneation  pat,  and  agreed  to 

BuBT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Coal  Mines— Usworth  (Colliery  Explosion,  692 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1867 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.  1090 

Ubour  Sutiatics,  Res.  1773 

Spain  ^  Case  of  Mr.  Welford,  Mlsdonary  at 
Fernando  Po,  893 


Batter  Sabstitutes  BiU  {Mr.  Oonw^,  Mr. 

Zane,  Mr,  John  0*  Connor,  Mr,  Leamy,  Mr, 
Finusane,  Mr,  Biygar) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Jan  22  [Bill  16] 

BuxTOK,  Mr.  E.  N.,  Essex,  Walthamstow 
East  London  Water,  2R.  1665 


Oambbidob,  Dake    of  ^Field    Marshal 
Oommanding-in-Cluef) 

Colonies  —  Imperial  and  Colonial  Defences  <— 

Address  for  Returns,  1348 
Kingdom  of  Ava,  Res.  868 

Oaheroh,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow^  College 
Burmah—  Military  Executions  —  The  Provost 

Marahal.  188,  189.317,  896,  897,  1068 
Committee  of  Selection  —  Nomination  of  Com- 
mittee, 407,  414,  416 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 

1328 
Lunacy  (Vacating  of  Seats),  Comm.  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  1342 
Navy— Supply  of  Cutlasfes,  1381 
Navy  Estimates— Shipbuilding  Votes,  426 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimates,  1886-6)  — ■ 

Navy  Services,  Amendt.  1286,  1302 
Railway  Rates,  898 
Scotland — Qneations 

Inland  Revenue— Illicit  Stills,  417 
Uw  and  Justice— Mr.  R.  W.  Ronton,  Pro- 
curator  Fiscal  of  East  Fife,  808,  309, 
890 :— Procurator  Fiscal  of  Orkney.  1619 
Universitlee,  1891 
SpoHing  Lands  Rating,  2R.  1487 
Supply  —  Coorta  of  Law  and  Justice  la  Scot* 
land,  Ac.  779,  780  ;  Amendt.  789 
Secretary  for  Seotlaod,  768, 771 ;  Aoiendt* 
774 

Oambbon,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wiek^  3fe. 

Inland  Revenue — Cases  of  Smuggling  in  Scotch 

Deer  ForeaU  since  1879, 1024 
Law  and  Justice  (Scotland)  The  Procnrator 

Fiacal  of  Orkney,  1614, 1616 
Railways— Fish  Trafle  Rates,  419. 897 

Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Benfrew^  W, 

Glasgow  Bridges,  Ac.  2R.  1366 
Parliament— (Queen's  Speech,  Address  In  An- 
swer to,  396 

Oampbbll,  Sir  Q.,  Kirkcaldy ^  S^e, 

Burmah— Annexation  of  Upper  Burmah,  1318, 
1219 
MiliUry  Executions— The  Provost  Marshal, 
188,814,316 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave* 

1329 
Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Groat  BrtUia)» 

Res.  1062 
Manritios— Appointmont  of  Mr.  Clifford  U0y4 

as  Lientenant  Qovenor.  892 
Parliament— Business  of  the  lioose— Order  of 

Public  Bttdness,  Rss.  918,  919 
Parliament  —  QMon't  8psseb|  Addrssi  in  A«» 
Bwer  to,  666 


0AM 


GAM        (SESSION     1886} 


0AM 


OHA 


Campbell,  Sir  G. — e<mt» 

Parliamonlary  Representation  in  the  Colonies 

—Colonial  Voters,  1392 
Scotland  —  Errors  in   Statistical  Returns  — 
Return  of    Municipal  Burghs,  1885,   1877, 
1878 
Supply  —  Flmbassies  and    Missions    Abroad, 
1558 
Orange  River  Territory,  d^c.  ICOO 
Superannuation   and   Itotired   Allowances, 
1360 


Campbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh^  S, 
Colonial  Ecclesiastical  Appointments,  1372 
Ireland — Post  OflBce — Questions 

Erection  of  a  Telegraph  Pole  on    Private 

Property  at  Enniskillcn,  1370 
Postmaster  of  Bala,  1375,  1754 
The  late    Postmastor  of  Ballyheignc,  Co. 
Kerry,  1897 


Oamfbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Abet' 

deen  Universities 
Scotland  —  Aberdeen  University  —  Chair  of 
Physiology,  1765 


Oampbell-Bannebman,  Eight  Hon.  H., 
rSecretarj  of  State  for  War),  Stir- 
ting,  S^c, 

Army — Questions 

Army  Medical  OflBcers — The  Servian  and 

Bulgarian  Campaign,  1208 
Discharged  and   Invalided  Men— Case   of 

Michael  Ileron,  1st  Royal  Irish,  1024 
Effects  of  a   Deceased    Soldier — Case    of 

Dennis  McDonnell,  1546 
Knflcld  Small  Arms  Factory,  1235,  1890 
Ordnance  Department — Ammunition,  881 
Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg,  1391,  1545 
Report  of  tho  Inspector  General  of  Ue* 

cruiting,  1218 
Royal  Artillery — Vacancies  for  Subaltern 

Officers,  893 
Small  Arms — Use    of  German   Steel   for 

Sword  Blades,  882,  890 
Soudan  Campaign — Tho  Royal  Irish  Regi- 
ment, 1209 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Questions 
Artillery  Volunteers,  1532 
Irish  Militia,  1373 
Major  Kerr,  Cavan  Militia,  1213 
Volunteer  Force,  1033 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimates,  ldS5-6)  — 
Warlike  Stores  and  Works,  1634 

Coast  Defences— Defence  of  tho  Coast  of  Dur- 
ham, 880 

Egypt— Questions 

Armed  Steamers  on  the  Nile,  880 
British  Force  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan, 

1538,  1531 
Operations  in  the  Soudan,  1392 

Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Clothing 
Contracts,  1385 

Supply,  Report,  Res.  17,  990 

Woolwich  Arsenal— Discharge  of  Workmen, 
1011,  1012, 1913 


Oamfebdown,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Ventilation   of  the   llouse.  Res. 

1604 
Policy  of  II.M.  Government,  Ministerial  State* 

mont,  548 

Oabbutt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Ifonmouthy  jr. 

Army — Questions 

Ordnance  Department — Ammunition,  881 
Small    Arms  —  Using    German    Steel  for 

Sword  Blades,  882 
Testing  of  Side  Arms— Defective  Bayonets, 
418 

Oarew,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kildare,  N, 

Ireland— Railways — .Accident  at  Athy  Railway 
Station,  1888 

Oarlisle,  Bishop  of 

Marriages  Validity,  2R.  866 

Oaybndibh,  Lord  E.,  Derbyshire,  W, 
Metropolis  —  Metropolitan    Police    Force  — 
Organization,  Res.  1448 

Ohamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 

ham,  W, 
England  and  Greece^Colleotive  Note  of  the 

European  Powers,  318,  319,  422,  423 
India  (Finance,  Ac.) — Income  Tax,  190 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  458,  513,515 

{President  of  the  Local  Government  Board) 

County  Government— Local  Taxation,  894 

Depression  of  Trade  and  Industry — The  In- 
quiry,  715 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to,  619,621,622 

Political  Meetings — Speech  of  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain—" Ransom,"  876,  1018 

Poor  Law — Derivative  Settlements,  1520 
Out-Door  Relief  during  tho  Existing  Dis- 
tress, 592 

Publio   Health  Act,  1875— Removal  of  Dead 
Bodies,  1035 

Ohanoe,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny,  S, 

Ireland — Illegal   Use    of    Firearms— Case  of 
Joseph  Delaney,  Borris,  Co.  Carlow,  1883 
Magistracy — Kilkenny  County,  1882 

Ohancellor,  The  Lord  {see  HalsburYi 
Lord) 

OuANCELLOR,  The  Lord  {see  Hebschell, 
Lord) 

Ohanosllor  of  Ireland,  The  Lord  (see 
Ashbourne,  Lord) 

Ouancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancastsb 
{see  OhafliKi  Bight  Hon.  H.) 
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Chancbllob  of  the  Dugh7  of  Lakoasteb 
{see  HsNEAaE,  Eight  Hon.  E.) 

CiiANOELLOB    of   the    ExOHEQUBB    {see 
Beach,    Eight   Hon.    Sir    M.  E. 

HlOKS-) 

Chanoellob   of   the    Exouequeb    {tee 
Habgoubt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 

V.) 
ChakninOi  Mr.  F.  A.,  Horihampton,  E. 

Railways — Railwaj  Cooplings,  1192 

Chaplin,   Eight  Hon.  H.  (Chancellor 

of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),   Lin- 

eolnshire,  Sleaford 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer lo.  381,  386,  448,  454,  461,  466,  468, 
471,  480 

Charitable  TrusU  {AlloimenU  Extension 
Act,  1882) 
Moved  for  "  Retarn  of  all  chartttes  known  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  the  income  of 
which  is  shown  to  be  distributable  in  articles 
in  kind  or  in  money,  in  the  '  General  Digest 
of  Endowed  Charities'  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment on  the  motion  of  Lord  Robert  Montagu 
between  the  years  1868  and  1876.  as  supple- 
mented by  the  information  subsequently  ac- 
quired by  the  Charity  Commissioners  ;  and 
distinguishing  those  charities  the  income  of 
which  may  be  otherwise  applied  in  pursuance 
of  schemes  established  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners" {The  Earl  of  Onslow)  Mar  i, 
1873  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Charity  Commissioners  —  Scheme  for 
Chrisfs  Hospital 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Spensley  ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon 
Play  fair)  i^«6  23,  1023  ;  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
H.  James,  Mr.  Uoward  Spensley  ;  Answers, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Oonooil  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)  Mar  4,  1876 

Childbbs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Edinburgh,  8, 
Durial  Act,  1880— Burial  at  Chelmsford,  691 
Burbls— Burial  Grounds  Uilt,  1643 
Church    of    England  —  Confocation  —  '*  The 

House  of  Laymen,*'  1 100 
Coal  Mines,  3R.  1871 

Coal  Mines— Usworth  Colliery  Explosion,  803 
Compensation  for  Damages,  1896;  3  R.  3000, 

2006,8011 
Education — Noo-atteadanee  at  Schools,  708, 

001 
Ehiployers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

3R.  1086,1091,  1115 
Industrial    Dwellings    Act.     1886  —  Disused 
Prisons,  Metropolis,  878 


Childibi,  Right  Hon.  El.  0.  E.— miiI. 

r^w  and  Justice — Questions 
Convict  Labour,  1898 
Executions,  1896 
Murder  of  Police  Constable  Hine  at  Fenny 

Compton.  1389 
New  Magistrates.  1391 
Public  Executions,  1382 
Recordership  of  Liverpool,  716,  894,  896 
Law  andPolice^Eroploymentofa  Bloodhound 

in  Pursuit  of  Poachers,  1393 
Lunacy  Commissioners  (England  and  Scotland) 

—The  Reports,  1210 
Metropolis — Questions 

London  Livery  Companies,  878 
London  Municipal  Reform,  711,  883 
London  Water  Companies,  1333 
Meetings  in  Hyde  Park,   1383  ;— Sunday 

Meetings  in  the  Parks,  1643 
Order  in  the  Streeta^Duties  of  the  Homo 

Oflice,  707 
Police  Regulations  for  Dogs,  1632,  1633 
Public  Health— Unwholesome  HabiUtlons, 

890 
Re-organiiation  of  the  Police,  1330,  1931, 
1633 
Metropolis— Disturbs  noes  in — Qoeetions 
Action  of  the  Home  Department,  Explana- 
tion, 694,  602,  604.  606,  606 
Compensation.  1206 
Power  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police 

in  Event  of  Recurrence,  903 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Investigation, 
Statement,  909,  910 
Metropolitan  Police — Sir  Edmund  llendersoo, 

1377,  1378 
.Metropolitan  Police  Force,  16l3;^Organis.n- 

tion,  Res.  1415, 1448 
Mines,   Explosions  in — Report  of  the  Royal 

Commission,  706 
Mr.  Broadburst,  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Home  Department,  1876 
Parliamentary    Elections— Lists    of    Voters, 

1622  ;— Secrecy  ot  the  Ballot,  1903 
Police  Superannuation  and  Pensions,  1200 
Public  Meetings — Speech  of  Lord  Randolph 

Churchill  at  Belfast,  1224 
Shop  Hours  Regulation,  3R.  686 
Sites  for  the  New   Pnblie  OOces— War  Ofllce 

and  Admiraltj,  1999 
Thames,  Pollution  of— Report  of  the  Royal 

Commisaioa,  1220 
Town  Holdings,  Motion  for  a  Seleet    Com- 
mittee, 1606,  1808 
Wales— Inspector  of  Slate  and  Sett  Quarries, 
1191 

China 

Che/oo  Convention,  Tfts—  The  Opivm  Duties, 
Question,  Sir  Joseph  Pease ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkira 
(Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  26, 1386 

Reported  Loan,  Questions,  Mr.  M*Larea  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  fcr 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke}  Jan  23,  191 

Church  Boardl  Bill  {Mr,  JlUrt  Orep,  Mr, 
Staford  Howard,  Sir  John  Luhhoek,  Mr, 
M'Jter,  Mr.  HemidewortM,  Sir  V.  Jfay- 
Shnttltwortk,  Mr,  Otratd  Bmffonr) 

e.  Orderad ;  rsftd  I*  •  Jan  32  [Bill  64] 
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Chubchill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  H.  S. 

(Secretary    of    State    for    India), 

Faddington,  8. 
Burmah  (Military  Exeoationt) — ^The  Provost 

Marshal,  180,314,  810,817 
India  (Finance,  &o.) — Income  Tax,  190,  191 

Uncovenanted  Civil  Service,  817 
Parliannent — Business  of  the  Hoaso,  484 
Parliaraeut — Queen's  Speech,  Address  In  An- 
swer to,  117,  178»  195,  338,  811,  845 

{After  Reaignation) 

Burmah    (Expenses  of  Military   Operations), 

607 
Government  of  India,  1915 
Loans  to  Landowners,  1464,  1466,  1467,  1468 
Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 

1977,  1984,  1900,  1097 
Parliament — Business  of  the  llouso,  1304 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  614,  621,  624,  627,  638 
Public  Meetings — Speech  of  Lord   Randolph 

Churchill  at  Belfast,  1235,  1898 
Suppljr^Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ac.  1254 
Woolwich  Arsenal— Discharge  of  Workmen, 
1918 

Church  of  England 

Convocation—'*'  The  House  of  Liymen**  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Picton,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr.  Childors), 
Mr.  Speaker  J^(?6  25,  1105 

Coxwold  Rectory  and  Trinity  College,  C7am- 
bridye,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Peel  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Speaker  Feb  25,  1212 

Sale  of  Adcowsont,  Question,  Mr.  Bartloy  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Feb  19,  718 

Church  of  Scotland  Bill  {^r,  Finlay,  The 

Marqueu  of  Stafford) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1**  * 
Jan  22  [Bill  6] 

Church  Patronage  Bill  (iT'-.  JRyiandt,  Mr. 

Zeathain,  Mr.  Henry  H,  Fowler ^  Mr,  Brinton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Jan  22  [Bill  4] 

Civil  Service  Writers 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
naroourt)/V3  19,706 

Clanoy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N, 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1728 
Ireland —  Questions 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Mr.  11.  M'Dougall, 
Agent  to  the  Gormanstown  Estate,  Co. 
Meath,  1201,  1202 
Poor  Law— Relief  of  Distress  in  the  Arran 

Islands,  428 
Representation  of  the  People  Act  (1884)— 
Defective  Returns,  1201 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1866 
Supply^Registration  of  Voters,  Irolandf  1860 


Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Army— Quartermasters,  421 

Crofiers  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 
1330 

East  India— Burmah — Expenses  of  Military 
Operations,  Res.  073 

Parliament- Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  040 

Scotland — Farm  Servants — A  Royal  Commis- 
sion, 712 

Supply — Orange  River  Territorj,  dee.  1623 

Clarke,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  245,  249 

Clifford  of  CnuDLEian,  Lord 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1502 

Coal  Mines  Bill  {Sir  RieJiord  Cross, 

Mr,  Stuart*  Wortley,  Mr,  Forwood) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  *  Feb  19  [Bill  92] 

Read  2°,  and  committed  for  Monday  next ; 
after  short  debate  Mar  8,  1871 

Coal  Mines  Kegnlation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment Bill  i^r,  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr,  T, 
P.  O'Connor) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Feb  22  [Bill  108] 

Moved,  "That   the    Bill    be  now  read  2^'* 

Mar  3, 1840 
Amendt.  to  leavo  out  "now,'*  add  "  upon  this 
daj  six  months  "  {Mr.   Tomlitison) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "That  'now,*  d^c.  ;*'  aflcr 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Coal  Mines — The    Usworth  Colliery  Ex- 
plosion 
Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the   Home   Department  (Mr. 
Childers)  Feb  22,  892 

Coast  Defences  —  Defence  of  the  Coast  of 
Durham 
Question,  Sir  Ilonr/  Uavelock-Allsn  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell -Bannerman)  Feb  22,  880 

CoBB,  ]tfr.  H.  P.,  TFartoicky  S.  E,,Bughy 
Education    Department — Elementary  Schools 

—Free  Education,  1031 
Law  and  Justice — Murder  of  Police  Constable 
Iline  at  Fenny  Compton,  1889 

Cohen,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Padding  ton,  y. 

Committee  on  Indian  Administration^Guaran- 
teed  Capiul  of  Railways,  1027 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  890 

Coinage,  The 
Questions,  Mr.  S.   Montagu,  Mr.   Brodriok; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  WUliMn  Harooart)  Mar  1, 1010 
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CoLERiBOE,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield f  AtUrcUffe 
Lonaoy  Acts  AmendroeDt,  3ii.  1495 
SoDtb- Eastern  Europe — Greece  and  Turkoj, 
1033 

GoLLiNOS,  Mr.  J.,  Ipswich 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  441 
Parliament — Queen's  Spoeob,  Address  to  Her 

Majesty,  86 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,   Motion    for    Adjournment,    40S ; 
Amende.  443,  450,  454,  400,  497,  500,  502 

{Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board) 

Immigration  of  Foreign  Labour,  1914 

Loans  to  l^andowners,  1 465 

London  City  Companies,  1767 

Overhead    Telegraph  and    Telephone    Wires, 

1893 
Supply  —  Registration    of    Voters,    England, 

1261, 1366 

OoLOKiss — Seoretary  of  State  for  {eee 
Staitlet,  Bight  Hon.  F.  A.) 

OoLONiBs — Secretary  of  State  for  {eee 
G-BAnviLLE,  Earl) 

OoLONiBs — Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
{eee  Moboak,  Eight  Hon.  G.  Os- 
borne) 

Coloniee 
Colonial  EceUiiaitieal  Appointments,  Question, 
Mr.  Henry  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonic!  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  Feb  30,  137S 
Parliamentary  BepresentattoH^Cttlanial  Vo- 
ters, (Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  Feb  90, 
139*2 

Colonies — Imperial  and  Colonial  Defetices 
Address  for  "  Returns  of  the  number  of  naval 
and  military  oiBcers  now  employed  In  the 
sorfice  of  the  Colonies  by  the  permission  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  and  of  the  War 
Ofllee ;  of  ofBoers  who  bafe,  in  addition  to 
the  above,  applied  for  permission  so  to  serve  ; 
of  assistance  given  to  the  Colonial  Gorem- 
ments  in  ships,  guns,  or  other  military 
stores ''  ( The  Kucounl  Sidmoiith)  Feb  26, 
1345 ;  after  short  debate.  Return  amended, 
and  agreed  to 

OoMM£RXLL|  Admiral  Sir  J.  E.,  South- 

ampton 
Employers*  Liability  Act  (1880)  Anendment, 

2R.  1110 
War  OlBce-The  Powder  Magaiine  at  Ber^ 

moda,  426 

COMMITTES  OF  OoUNOIL  ON  EdUCATIOV — 

Vice  President  (m^  Platfair,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  Lyon) 


Common  Jnriei  Bemnnaration  Bill  (Mr. 

Crompten,  Mr.Loekwood,  Mr,  Su^eme  Wssom, 
Sir  John  Swinburne,  Mr,  Johns) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  19  [BUI  95] 

Commona  and  Inoloanre  Acta  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr,  Walter  James,  Mr,  Story-. 
Maskslyne,  Mr.Joieey,Mr.CM) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1*  •  Feb  19  [BUI  99] 

Compengation  for  Damages  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  ChiUers,  Mr,  Broadhmrei) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  jFV6  n  [BiU  120] 

Question,  Sir  Robert  Peel ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  ChUders)  Mar  4.  1896 
Moved,  .«<Tbai  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
Mar  4,  2000 ;  after  short  debate,  Queetion 
put ;  A.  106,  N.  79 ;  M.  27  (D.  L.  17) :  BiU 
read  2<* 

Contagions  Diseases  Acts  Bepeal  Bill 

(Mr,  James  Stuart,  Mr,  Stans/tld^  Sir  Sebert 

Fowler) 
e.  Ordered ;  rwd  !•  •  Jan  22  [BiU  83] 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Foot" 

and- Mouth  Disease  in  Fife 
(Question,  Viseonnt  Grimston  ;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Dnehy  of  Lancaster  (Mr« 
Ueneage)  Ifar  2.  1788 

Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act»  1874, 
Amendment  BiU 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Oraif-Ssllar^  Mr,  Demald 
Crawford,  Mr,  Zyeli) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  JUor  8  [BiU  127] 

OoKTBEABB,  Mr.    0.  A.  Y.,    Cornwall, 

Camhome 
Barmah^MiliUry   Executiont— The   ProrosI 

Ma  rsbal.  816 
Criminal  Law— Assaults  upon  Children,  424 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1087 
India  (Telegraph  Department)— rreoMiion— 

Grieranees  ofOOeers,  696 
Parliament— Queen's  Spceeh,  Addrcaa  in  An* 

swer  to,  820 
Parliamentary      Franehise     (Extension      to 

Women),  2R.  006 
Registration  of  Voters.  907 
Supply— Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  In  Scot- 
Und,  Ao.  784 
Post  OeSee,  1274.  1270 
Registration  of  Voters,  England,  1261 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  ( Ireland).  2R.  I  US 

CooK,  Mr.  E.  R.,  IFest  JIam,  N. 
MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works  (Water  Suppl/t 

Ae.),2K.  1106 
Pott  Offleo— Eitm  PoeUge,  1887 
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Cooke,  Mr.  0.  W.  R,,  Newington,  W, 

Irelnnd— Suppretiion  of  the  National  League, 

900 
Metropolis,  Disturbanoes  in  the— Action  of 

the  Home  Department,  Explanation,  604 
Palace  of  Westminster — The  National  Ensign, 

879 
Parliamentary      Franchise      (Extension      to 

Women),  2a.  696 

GooFE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesix^  Brentford 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Sapplj, 
Ao.)>  2K.  Amendt.  1165 

Copyliold  and  CiiBtomary  Tenare  Bill 

{Mr,  Banister  FUteher,  Mr,  C.  M,   TFarminffton, 

Mr.  S.  X.  V,  Lawion) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Ftb  19  [Bill  94] 

Copyliold  EnfrancliiBemeiit  Bill 

(Mr.  Charles  James,  Mr.  Gregory ,  Mr,  Siafford 

Howard,  Mr,  Ferguson,  Mr.  Mellor) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  *  Jan  22  [Bill  26] 

Read  2<>,  after  short  debate /V5  24,  1160 

Copyhold  Enfraneh%8$mmi  \_8lamp  Duty'] 
Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 

Feb  26,  1 488 
Res.  reported  Mar  1 

Copyright  (Works  of  Fine  Art)  Bill 

(Mr,  Hastings,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr,  Agnew) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  Mar  8  [Bill  125] 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow,  E, 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Irish  Militia,  1872 
Ireland— Questions 

Distress  in  Wioklow,  1025 

Law  and  Jastice— Case  of  Michael  Storey, 

884 
Lunacy  Commissioners — The  Report,  706 
Piers    and     Harbours — Arklow     Harbour 
Works,  884 
Lunacy  Commissioners  (England and  Scotland) 

—The  Reports,  1210 
Morocco  -State  of  the  Prisons,  1025 
Parliament— Interference  of  Peers  in  Election 
of  Members  of  this  House,  886 

Corrupt  Practices  (Mnuicipal  EleotioiiB) 

(Scotland)  Bill  (Mr.  Edmund 

Robertson,  Mr,  W,  A,  Hunter) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22  [Bill  106] 

Cobby,  Sir  J.  P.,  Armagh,  Hid 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1680 

CoBSHAif,  Mr.  n.,  Bristol,  E, 

Appointments  under  the  Crown,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1074,  1079 

Loans  to  Landowners,  1472 

Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 
1093 

Parliament— (^een*s  Speeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  237 


CoMHiif,  Mr.  H. — eoni. 

Supply — Dorer  Harbour,  745 

Registration  of  Voters,  England,  1264 

County  Oovsrnm&nt 

Local  Taxation — Legislation,  Questions,  Vis- 
count Ounon,  Mr.  Saunders  ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Gorernment  Board 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  Feb  22,  804 

Representative  Councils,  Question,  Mr.  Saun- 
ders ;  Answer,  The  Clhancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Sir  M.  Hicks-Bcach)  Jan  26,  424 

County  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  John  0*  Connor,  Mr,  Timothy  Healy,  Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr,  DiUon,  Mr,  Reynolds,  Mr,  Small) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1^  *  Jan  22  [Bill  2] 

OovRTKEY,  Mr.  L.   H.    (Chairman    of 
Committees),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  Previous  Question 

moTcd,  1692, 1719 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2 R.  2011,  2013 
Lambeth  Water,  2R.  1510,  1511 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimates,    1885-6)— 

Navy  Services,  1301,  1304 
Parliament— Standing  Orders,  1188,  1189 
Parliamentary  Franohi8e(  Extension  to  Women), 

2R.  680 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1365, 

1366 
Shop  Hours  Regulation,  2R.  687 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Revenue,  ^.  1246 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  814 
County  Court  OflBcers,  d^c.  Ireland,  794,804 
Dover  Harbour,  742 
Foreign  Office,  763 
Orange  River  Territory,  d^c.  1631 
Post  Office,  1283,  1284 
Registration  of  Voters  in  England,  1266 
Superannuation  and   Retired  Allowancee, 
1259 

CowEV,  Mr.  J.,  Neweaetk'On-Tyne 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  192,  198  ; 
— Chairman  of  Committees,  716 
Order  of  Business,  480 
Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  929 
South-Eastern  Europe— Greece  and  Turkey, 
585,  587 

CowPEBy  Earl 

Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  Res.  287,  294 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Claro,  E, 
Ireland — Tramways  and  Public  Companies  Act 

—West  Clare  Railway  Company,  1228 
Mauritius — Appointment  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
as  Lieutenant  Governor,  891 

Cranbobne,  Viscount,  Lancashire,  N,E,, 

Dartcen 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1095 


OBA 


OBO 


{  INDEX J 

303. 


CHO 


DEA 


Obaitbbook,  Yisoount  (Lord  Preaident 
of  the  Council) 
Parliament  —  Adjoarnment  —  Resignation  of 

the  Ministry,  531 
Parliament — Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  60,  81 

{After  Resignation) 

Ireland.  Condition  or(*'  Boycotting/'  &o.).  868 
Kingdom  of  Ava,  Res.  862 
I^cal  Government  Bill,  010 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in,  560 

Sunday  Meetings  in  the  Squares  and  Parks, 
1179 

Ckawfobd,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N,E. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  660 

Oremeb,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Skorediteh,  Hag- 

gerston 
London  Government,  883 
Metropolitan  Police  Force ~ Organisation,  Res. 

130fr,  1430,  1432 
Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to  Women), 

2R.702 
Supply— Colonial   ]«ocal  Revenue,  Ac.   1244. 

1240 

Crilly,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  N, 

Belfast  Msin  Drainage,  Res.  1726 

Ireland — Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — Works 
at  KHlerduff  and  Polnnmuck,  Co.  Mayo, 
1204 

law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Ap- 
pointment to  the  Recordership  of  Liverpool, 
1628 

Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2R.  1117, 
1159 

Crofteri  (Scotiand)  Bill 

(  The  MarqtieM  of  Sdifford^  Dr,  Farquharton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [Bill  17] 

Crofteri  (Scotland)  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Trevelyan,  Tht  Lord  Advocmte,    Mr, 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland) 

e.  Observation,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  Feb  22.  910 
Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Trevelyan)  Feb  25, 
1304  ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to;  Bill 
"  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenuro  of 
Land  by  Crofters  io  tho  Highlands  and 
islands  of  Scotland,  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto  "  ordered  ;  read  1*  * 

[Bill  U8] 

Crompton,  Mr.  0.,  Staffordehire,  Leek 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2R.  1143 
Unclaimed  Deposits,  2R.  1848 

Cross,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.    (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Lancashire t  S,  IF,,  Newton 
Criminal  Law— Assaults  upon  Children,  425 

conl. 


Caoss,  Right  Hon.  Sir  B«  A. 

{After  Rteignettion) 

Coal  Mines,  2R.  1871 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
mcnt,  2R  1861 

Employers'  Li.ibility  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.  1083,  1101,1102 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Action  of 
tlio  Home  Department,  Explanation,  602 
Police  Regulations  for  Dogs,  1633 

Metropolis — Sfctropolitan  Police  Korea— -  Or* 
ganization,  lies.  1440,  H48 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 
&c.).  2R.  1 160 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ~  Order  of 
Public  Business,  Res.  919 

Shop  Hours  Regulation,  2R.  687 

Town  Holdings,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1800 


CuRBiE,  Sir  D.,  Perthehire,  W. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 

1336 
France  and  Msdogascar — Tresty  of  Peace,  895 
Navy   (Supplementary    Estimates,   1886-6)  — 

Navy  Services,  1803 
Scotland— EsUblished   Church— DisesUblish- 
ment,  906 
Parliamentary   Elections  —  Election    Ex- 
penses, 1899 
Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Scotland),  2R.  1468 

Ou&zoN,  Viscount,  Bueke,  Wyeomhe 

County  Government— lx>cal  Taxation,  894 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  87 

Cyprus  {Finance,  4*0 
Question,  Colonel   Bridgeman ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniea 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  Mar  1, 1639 

Dawway,  Oolonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York,  y.B., 
Tkirsk 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  239 

Dawsok,  Mr.  B.,  Leeie,  B. 

Immigration  of  Foreign  l.aboor,  1913 
Labourers   (Ireland)    Acts  Ameodmeni,    2R, 

1839 
f^w  and  Justice— Convict  Labovr,  1898 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  488 

Dkast,  Mr.  J.,  Me^yo^  JF. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  1747 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2 R.  201 1 
Ireland— Distreu— Western  Islands,  1026 

Evictions— Co.  Mayo,  1026 
Labourers    (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,   2R. 

1839,  1840 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimates,   1886*6)— 

Navy  Senrices,  1303 
Supply  — Post  OAce,  127d.  1279,  1260 
Pobllc  Edneation,  IreUnd,  1242 
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De-Cobaik,  Mr.  E.  8.  W.,  Belfiui,  U. 
Maintenanoe  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 
1969 

Defeneet  of  th$  Empire 
Coast  Defeneei— Defence  of  the  Coatt  of  Dur* 
ham,  Qoestion,  Sir  Henrj  IlaTelock- Allan  ; 
Answer,   The   Seoretarj  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman)  Feb  32,  880 

Depreeeion  of  Trade  and  Industry 

The  Committum  of  Inquiry,  Question,  Mr. 
Asbmead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mondella)  Feb 
19,  714 ;  Question,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  Feb  19, 
716 

Db  Bos,  Lord 

Ireland  (Electoral  Statistics),  Motion   for  a 
Return,  803 

De  Wobms,  Baron  H.,   TAverpool^  East 
Toxteth 
Speeches  at  Political  Meetings — Speech  of  Mr. 
Chamberlain—'*  Ransom,"  870 
Speech  of  Mr.  John  Morlej  at  Chelmsford, 
901 

DiLKE,  Eight  Hod.  Sir  0.  W.,  Chelsea 
Madagascar — Treaty  with  France,  312 
Suez  Canal,  804 


DiUiON,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E, 

Egjpt— The  Sheikh  of  Gemai,  1908 
Gibraltar— Zebehr  Pasha— The  Ordinance,  434 
Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain), 
Kes.  1058 

Ireland  (Evictions)— The  Returns,  428,  424, 
1911 
Post     Office — The    Postmaster   of    Done- 
managh,  Co.  Tyrone,  1897 

Labourers    (Ireland)  Aots    Amendment,   2R. 

1880,  1838,  1884 
Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 

1973 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  482,  433 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  105,  610,  611 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1864 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  1766 
Supply— Constabulary   Foroe  in  Ireland,  805, 
812,814 
County  Court  Officers,  Ao.  Ireland,  794, 

798 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1594 
Registration  of  Voters,  Ireland,  1268 
Tenants  of  Glebe  Lands  (Ireland),  1481 

DiLLWTN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Toum 
Supply— Orange  River  Territory,  1631 

D1M8DALE,  Baron  E.,  Eerts,  Eitchin 
London  City  Companies,  1767 


Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 
Uxhridge 
Civil  Service  Writers,  706 
Theatres,  Ac.  Metropolis,  2R.  887,  838 

D0ROHB8TBB,  Lord 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in,  559 

Douglas,    Mr.   A.  Akbbs-,    Kent,   8i. 
Augustine's 
Lambeth  Water,  2K.  1508 

Dramas^   and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr,  Levfson  Oower,  Mr.  John  Morley) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  26  [Bill  119] 


Drill  Oronnds  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Sandhurst) 
I.  Presented;  read  l^*  Mar  I 


(No.  24) 


Browned  Persons  (Discovery  and  Inter- 
ment) Bill  (Colonel  Buyhet,  Mr.  Boord 
Mr.  Bagyallay,  Mr.  Norris,  Colonel  Dttnean) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  •  Mar  8  [Bill  128] 

DuoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,    Herefordshire,   LeO' 

minster 

Importation  of  Irish  Cattle — The  Monthly 
Returns,  1761 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  374 

Duff,   Mr.  R.  W.   (Civil  Lord   of  the 
Admiralty),  Banffshire 
Admiralty — Naval  Pensions,  1205 
Greenwich  Hospital  Pensions,  1896 
Navy — Haulbowline    Dock    (Cork    Harbour), 
1204 

DuNCAw,  Oolonel  F.,  Finshury,  Holhom 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1068 

Dyke,    Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.  (Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland),  Kent,  Dartford 
IreUnd — Questions 

"Boycotting"— Alleged  Outrage,  192,812, 

813 
Sea    and    Coast    Fisheries — Trawling    in 

Galway  Bay,  307 
Seed  Supply   Act— Fourth   Instalment  of 

Rate — Postponement  of  Payment,  818 

{After  Resignation) 

Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  032,  038 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  17,  906 

Eastern  Telegraph  Company 

Question,  Mr.  llutton ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  Feb  26,  1 383 
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JSast  Zondon  Wdt$r  Bill  (by  Order) 
e.  Read  3*,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  ahort  dehate  Mar  3, 1665 

Ebrinotoit,  Yiscount,  Devim,  Tavutock 

Land  Lawa,  1994 

Xoclefliastioal  Assessments  (Sooflaiid)  Bill 

{Mr,  Finlay,  Mr,  M'Lagan) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Jan  22  [Bill  70] 

JEeeletioitieal  Commmianen  —  Extraordi- 
n^ry  Tithe 
QoestioQ,    Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton ;    Answer,   Sir 
John  R.  Mowbray  Feb  18,  587 

Educational  Endowmente 
Select  Committee  nominated  Feb  25 ;  Liat  of 
the  Committee,  1344 

Education  Department 

Corporal  Punithtnent  in  Sehooli  —  HiUetden 
National  Sehooi,  Question,  Captain  Vemej  ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Conneil 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  Feb  10,  704 

Education  Aeie  Comrnietion,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Milvain ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scot* 
land  (Mr.  Trovelyan)  Mar  4. 1881 

Elementary  SehooU — Free  Education,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfnir) 
Feb  23,  1031 

Xon- Attendance  at  Sehooli,  Question,  Mr. 
Jennings  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  llome  DopArtment  (Mr.  Childers) 
Feb  10,  708 

School  Board  Summomes,  Question,  Mr. 
Jennings;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers) 
Feb  32,  000 

TeehniccU  Education,  Question,  Mr.  Jacoby ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  C^oonoil 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  Mar  2, 1755 

Education  (Scotland)  (School  Fees)  Bill 

{Mr,  Sutherland,  Sir  Herbert  MexweU,  Mr, 
Finiajfson,  Dr,  Farquhareon,  Mr.  Buehmitan, 
Mr.  Xoel) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  10  [Bill  08] 

EoBBTOir,  Lord 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1500 

EoMONT,  Earl  of 

Ireland— National  League — Local  Coarta,  1183 

EoYPT  (Queeiione) 

Jrripetion  Worke  and  Forced  Labour,  Qnes* 
tion.  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson  ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  J/ur  1,  1530 
/'of' o/iSimAtim,  Question,  Mr.  O* Kelly  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aftiirs(Mr.  Bryce)  Mar  A,  1601 

[conl. 


EoT»— cent. 

Sheikk  of  Oetnai,  Qoettloo,  Mr.  Dillon  :  Aa- 
iwer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aflkirs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Mar  4, 1008 

Slave  'firade^The  Convention  0/ 1877— Italy, 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley;  Answer,  Th« 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Allkiri 
(Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  22,  883 

The  Military  Expedition 

Armed  Steamers  on  the  Nile,  Qoestioo,  Mr. 
Gonrley  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stat*  for 
War  (Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman)  Feb  22,  880 

Hritiih  Force  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  Qom- 
tioni.  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  O'Kelly, 
Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-BaDnerman) 
Mar  1, 1333 

Medale  and  Oratuitiee-'HM.S.  **  Jumna," 
Question,  Mr.  Vanderbyl;  Answer,  Tb« 
SecreUry  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
Mar  1, 1040 

Soudan  Campaign --  The  Royal  Iriek  Regi- 
ment, Questions,  Sir  Herbert  Mai  well ;  An- 
swers, The  SecreUry  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr. 
CampbelUBannerman)  /V6  20,  1200 

Operatione  in  the  Soudan,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Kelly  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  Feb^a^ 
1301 

War  in  the  Soudan— English  and  American 
Pumps,  Question,  Mr.*  Uickman  ;  Answer, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Woodall)  Mar  1,  1044 

The  Garrison  at  Kassala,  Questions,  Mr. 
O* Kelly  ;  Answers,  The  Under  SecreUry  of 
Suto  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  (Mr.  Bryoe) 
Feb  10,  700 

Electric  Lightins:    Act  (1888)  Amend- 
ment Bill  l^'^'].        {The  Lord  EmgUigh) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  J#ar  2  (No.  26) 


Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882—. 
or  PrivaU  BilU 
Question,  Mr.  Nortbeote  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Preai* 
dent  of  tbe  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  MnndelU) 
Mar  2, 17t3 

EllenborouoHi  Lord 
AUotmenU,  Motion  for  a  Retani,  848 

Eluot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Raskmrgk 
Parliament— Qneen'a  Speeeh,  Addresc  ia  An* 
awer  to,  208 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Leiccetcrehire,  Boeworth 
Parliament — Qaeen'a  Speech,  Addreaa  in  An* 
awer  to,  364 

Smployorr  Uabili^  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Jfr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Dr.  Commims,  Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr,  Jesse  ColUngs) 

c.  Ordered  ;  r«ad  !•  •  Jan  22  IBill  601 

Moved,   '*That  the  Bill   be   now    rvad  r" 
Feb  23, 1070  ;  alUr  debate,  Moved,  **  That 
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Emphyert* LiahilUy  Acl  Amendment  (1880)  Bill 
— oont. 

the  Debnte  be  now  adjourned"  {Vucount 
Cranborne) ;  after  farther  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  after  short 
debate,  original  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  read  2° 

MoTcd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  that  it  bo  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  that  thejr  have  power  to  in- 
quire into  the  operation  of  *  The  Emplojers' 
Liability  Act,  1880,'"  1114;  after  short  de- 
bate. Motion  agreed  to 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment CNo.  2)  Bill 

(Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhursty  Mr,  Joieey,  Mr. 
HaldanCf  Mr,  Loekwood) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [Bill  70] 

Employers^  Liability  Act — Kindred  Legis- 
lation in  Foreign  Countries 
Question,  Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence  ;  Answer,  The 
Under    Secretary    of   State     for    Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  26,  1300 

Endowed  Schools  Acts 

Moved,  *'That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed Uo  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
*  The  Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,'  and  the 
amending  Acts,  and  to  consider  and  report 
how  far  it  may  be  expedient  to  amend  the 
powers  exercised  under  them  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners"  {Sir  Lyon  Flay/air) 
Feb  22,  1U06  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Enfield,  Viscount 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  575 
Metropolitan    Police    Force  —  Departmental 
Committee  of  1870,  1012 

EsHER,  Lord  (Master  of  tlie  Bolls) 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1500 

EsMONDE,  Sir  T.  G.,  Duhlin  Co,,  S. 
Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland and  Great  Britain), 
Res.  1040 

EssLEMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E, 
Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain), 

Kes.  1073 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  3G0 
Supply  ~~  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Soot- 
land,  Ac,  780 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  773 

Europe    {Eastern)    and  Egypt — Sir  H. 

Drummond  JFblff^s  Mission 
Questions,  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  Sir  Miohael 
Hicks-Beach  ;  Answers,  The  First  lA>rd  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Feb  22, 
908 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Ry- 
larids  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  26, 
1202 
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Europe,  South-Eastern 

Poliey  of  Her  Majesty* s  Oovemment,  Qnai- 
tion,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ASkirs 
(The  Earl  of  Rosebery)  Feb  18,  577 

Greece  and  Turkey,  Questions,  Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Feb  18, 
585  ;  Question,  Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  23,  1032 

EvBLTN,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Deptford 
Immigration  of  Foreign  Labour,  1913 

EvEBETT,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Suffolk,  Woodbridge 
Excise — Cottage  Brewing  Licences,  1194 
Parliamentary    Elections  —  Secrecy  of   the 

Ballot,  1903 
Parliamentary  FranchiBe( Extension  to  Women), 

2R.  692 
Supply^Publio  Education,  Ireland,  1238 

EwABT,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  N. 

Army  (Discipline)  —  Disorders  in  Belfast  Bar- 
racks, 305 

EzploslTe  Snbstances  Act  (1883)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Lord  Algernon  Percy,  Mr. 

Long,  Sir  Robert  Fowler) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [Bill  46] 

Fairs  and  Markets  (ToUs)  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Sexton,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr,  Harris,  Mr, 
P.  J.  O'Brien,  Mr.   Chance,    Mr.    Justin 
McCarthy) 
s.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Jan  22  [Bill  361 

Fabqvhabson,  Dr.lBi.f  Aberdeenshire,  W. 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  LeaTO, 
1336 

Fellowes,  Oaptain  W.  H.,  Huntingdon- 
shire, Ramsey 
Army  —  Testing  of  Side  Arms  —  DefeotiTO 

Bayonets,  418 
Metropolis  —  Sunday  Meetings  in  the  Parks, 
1543 

Fenwick,     Mr.     0.,     Northumberland, 
Wansbeek 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1865 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2  R.  1145 

Febousson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.,  Man- 
chester, N,E. 

Army— Richmond  Barracks,  Dublin,  811 

Education  Acts  Commission,  1882 

Indian  Citil  Administration  —  GoTcmment  of 
India  Act.  1858,  709 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Report  of  the 
Committee  of  Infestigation  —  Statement, 
910 
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FiReuMOir,  Right  lion,  ^ir  J.— «ioii/. 

Metropolis — Metropoliun  Police  Force  —  Or- 
ganiiation.  Res.  1443. 1444  | 

ParliAment  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  688 

Field,  Oaptain  E.,  Susiex,  JSasthourne 
Parliamentarj  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  987 
Snpply^Doter  Harbour,  744 
Trade  and  Commerce — Imports  of  Butter  and 

Butterine,  103 1 

Fikoh-Hattov,  Hon,  M.  E.  O.,  Lincoln' 
ihirSf  Spalding 
Parliament — Business  o(  the  House,  430 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  230,  472 

FnvLATSoir,  Mr.  J.,  Renfrew^  F. 

Glasgow  Bridges,  Ac.  2  R.  1359 

Fishery  Acts  (Soofland)  BiU 

{Mr.  Jackt,  Mr.  Dodds,  Mr.  Beith) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<>*  Jan  22  [Bill  73] 

Fishery  Piers  sad  Harbours  (Irelaad) 

Bill  (Mr.  Oar$w,  Coioml  J^o&m,  Mr. 

William  C&rbet,  Mr.  0*K$a^,:Mr.  Barry) 
4.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  /on  22        '     [BiU  29] 

FrrzOxsALD,  Lord 

Lord  Lientenanoj  of  Ireland,  Res.  291 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  ff62 

FrrzoERALD,  Mr.  B.  IT.  P.,  Camhridg$ 
Supply — Public  Education  in  Ireland,  1236 

Flthv,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Corh^  N. 
Supplj —  Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  811, 
814 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Oalway^  Connmnara 
Ireland— Piers  and  Harbours — Harbour  Works 
at  Costello  and  Kilkerrtn,  Co.  Gal  way, 
1538 
Seed  Rate,  1216 

FoLKSBToirx,  Sight  Hon.  Yiaoount,  Mid- 
dl&$4x,  EnJUld 
Parliament — Public    Businecs^Army,  Navy, 

and  CiWl  Service  Estimates.  1768, 1767 
Woolwich  Arsenal— Discharge  of   Workmen, 
1911 

FoBBiQV  Affaibs — Secretary  of  State 
{i$4  Sausbubt,  Marquess  of) 

FoBSiOK  ApFAiaa — Secretary  of  State 
(«##  BosxBBRT,  Earl  of) 

FoRXiOM  Afvaibs— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {9€0  BoxTEKE,  Right  Hon.  B.) 


FoBBiGV  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {$•€  Bbtcb,  Mr.  J.) 

Foreign    CmUmu    Bigulaiunu  —  BcporU 

from  R$pr$9iniaiiv9  Ahroad 
Question,  Mr.  llanbury ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkira  (Mr. 
Bryce)  /V6  26, 1386 

Foreign  Labour^  Immigration  of 

Questions,  Mr.  Erelyn,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Local  GoTemment 
Board  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  Mar  4, 1918 

For$9i  of  Boon — Unfencod  Quttrrioi 

Question,  Mr.  Thomas  Blake :  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  II. 
Fowler)  Mar  4, 1898 

F0B8TBB,  Sir  0.,  Wahall 
Lambeth  Water,  20.  Amendt.  1305 

F0BTE8OUX,  Earl 
Allotments,  Motion  for  a  Return,  848 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  Res.  291 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  368,  371 

FoRwooD,  Mr.  A.  B.,  ZaneoihirOf  Ormt- 

kirk 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

2R.  1104 
Law  and  Justice  ^  Appointment  to  the  Re« 

cordershlp  of  LiTerpool,  895 
Post  Office— Del  ivery  of  Telegrams,  886 
Spain— Diflferential  Duties,  1035 

FowLBE,  Sir  Br  N.,  London 

Africa  (South)— Aflkirs  of,  721 

Sale  of  Spirits  in  Beehuanaland.  1023 

Compensation  for  Damages,  3R  2004 

France  and  Madagascar— The  Treaty,  1203 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  —  Action  of  tho 
Home  Department  —  Eiplaaatioo,  593,  604, 
605 

Metropolitan  Police—  Sir  Edmund  Honderson, 
1377 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  717 

Parliaments— Committee  of  Selection,  Nomina* 
tion  of  Committee,  414 

Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motiou  for  a  Select 
Committee,  936 

Supply— Orange  Rirer  Territory,  4c.  1611 

FowiiEBy  Mr.  H.  H.  (Secretary  to  the 

Treasury),  WohorhampUn^  B. 
Forest  of  Dean— Unfenoed  Quarries,  1899 
Glebe  Loans  (IreUnd)  Acts  Contiauanoe,  2B. 

1652 
Hyde  Park  Comer  (New  StreeU),  2  R.  1649 
Imperial  Revenne  (Irelaad  and  Great  Britain), 

Res.  1060.  1062.  1063,  1073 
Inland  RcTenue— Qoestioas 

Collection  of  Taxes,  1886 

Income  Tax,  1214 

Lower  DiTiaion  Clerks,  1531 

Stamped  Newspaper  Wrappers,  1215 
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FowLEB,  Mr.  n.  U. — emU. 

Ireland — Questions 

Court  of    Bankruptcy — The  late   Official 

Auigneo  (Mr.  0.  H.  James),  1107 
Distress  in  A  chill  Island,  1029 
Irish   Fisheries,  Inspectors  of—  Sea  and 

Coast  Fishery  Fund,  1887 
Law  and  Justice  —  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 

Mr.  S.  H.  Dcering,  Official   Assignee, 

1375 
Phoonix  Park  (Dublin),  1007,  1008  ;— Bar- 

racks  for  Married  Constabulary — Public 

ParkP,  1766 
Tenants  of  Glebe  Lands,  1477 
Tramways  and  Public  Companies  —  The 

West  Clare  Railway  Company,  1223 

Ireland — Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours— Ques- 
tions 
Bundoran,  Co.  Donegal,  1372 
Bnnnatroohan  Pier,  Co.  Donegal|  1374 
Irish  Church  Fund,  1886 

Land  Registry,  2R.  006  ;  Comm.  1640 

New  Forest— Mutilation  of  Holly  Trees,  1811 

Parliamentary   Papers  for  Public    Libraries, 

1881 
Pensions,  1378,  1370,  1380  ;  —  Commutation 

of,  154 1 

Post  Office— Questions 

Addresses  of  Telegrams,  1525,  1801 

Delirery  of  Telegrams,  886 

Extra  Postage,  1538 

Parcel  Post — Australia  and  New  Zealand, 

1020 
Parcel  Post  between  France  and  England, 

1210 
Parcel    Post  —  Carriage  of  Parcels   in 

Suburban  and  Rural  Districts,  870  ; — 

Rural  Letter  Carriers,  1890 
Postal  Union  —  Extension  to  Australasia, 

880, 1224 
Post  Cards,  1524  ;— Colonial  Post  Cards, 

1900 
Telegraph  Clerks— Sunday  Work,  1870 
UniTersities,  1208,  1005 

Post  Office  (Ireland)— Questions 

Appointment  of  SurTeyors'  Clerks,  1368 
Erection  of  a  Telegraph  Pole  on  Private 

Property  at  Enniskillen,  1377 
Gal  way  Mails.  1535 
Late  Postmaster  of  Ballyheigne,  Co.  Kerry, 

1807 
Parcel  Post— Rural  I^etter  Carriers,  1889 
Postmaster  of  Donemanagh,  Co.    Tyrone, 

1808 
Post  Office  at  Clashaganny,  1546 
Post  Office  at  Tralee,  1029 

Post  Office  —  Submarine  Telegraph  Contract 
(St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa), 
Res.  1662,  2013,  2014 

Supply,  678 

Colonial  Local  RcTenue,  Ac.  1244,  1251 

County  Courts,  776,  778 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  Ao. 

780 
Dover  Harbour,  720.  730,  731 
Inland  Retenne,  1273 
London  University,  1230,  1231 
Metropolitan  Police  Court  Buildings,  727 
Post  Office,  1276,  1270 
Registration  of  Voters,  England,  1265 


FowLiR,  Mr.  H.  H.— eotU. 

Secretary  for  Scotland.  765 
Superannuation   and  Retired   Allowances, 
1257,  1260 
Theatres,  &o,  (Metropolis),  2R.  Motion   for 

Adjournment,  838 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  Motion 
for  Leave,  1653,  1662 

Fox,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Xing*i  Co.,  Tullamore 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2Ri  1146 

France  and  China — Th$  Recent  Treaty 
Question,  Mr.  Magniac ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bryce)  Feb  25, 1216 

France  and  Madagaeear — The  Treaty  of 
Peace 
Questions,  Mr.  Johnston,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AflTairs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
Jan  25,  312  ;  Question,  Sir  Donald  Currie ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  22,  805  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  M' Arthur,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce) 
Feb  25,  1203 

Freshwater  Fisheries  (Eels)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Thurhw) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Feb  23  (No.  15) 

Read  2*  Feb  25,  1169 

Committee  *  Feb  26  (No.  23) 

Report*  i/orl 

Read  3**  Mar  2 
e.  Read  1*  •  {Mr.  Broadkurtt)  Mar  4  [Bill  128] 

Oalloway,  Viscount 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  576 

Game  Laws  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Menzietf  Th$   Marguett  of  Stafford, 
J)r,  Farquharton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Jan  22  [Bill  58] 

General  Gordon — A  Public  Monument 
Question,  Colonel  Brookfleld  ;  Answer,   The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  fliAr.  Plunket) 
Jan  26,  425 

Gent-Dayis,   Mr.    E.,  Zamheth,    Ken- 

nington 
Industrial    Dwellings    Act,    1885  —  Disused 

Prisons,  Metropolis,  878 
Mr.  Broadhurst,  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Ilome  Department,  1875,  1877 

Oibraitar^Zebehr  Paeha—The  Ordinance 
Question,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Colonel  Stanley) 
Jan  26,  424 

Giles,  Mr.  A.,  Southampton 
Supply— Orange  Rifer  Territorj,  4(0. 1617 
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GOB 


Gii.HOOLTy  Mr.  J.,  Corhf  W, 

Ireland  —  Magtstraejr— Mr.  John  0.   Pajne, 
J.P.,  Cork,  1752 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  £.,  Edin- 
hurgh,  Mid  Lothian 
pArlUmeDt — Qaettioni 

Botineu  of  the  Iloate,  432,  441 
Election  of  a  Speaker,  15 
Order  of  Butinets,  429,  430 
Parliament— Committee  of  Selection,  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  414 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  In  An- 
swer to.  100,  117,  122,120,334,339,341, 
345,  461,  464,  466,  46B,  471,  530 

{Prims  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the 

Dreasury) 

Administration  and  Expenditure,  1547 
Chnreh  of  England — Sale  of  Advowsoos,  714 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Industrj  —  The  Un- 

emplojed — Harhonrs  of  Refuge,  713 
Eastern   Aflkirs  —  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wotfl'a 

Mission,  908 
East  India  —  Burmah  —  Expenses  of  Military 

Operations,  Res.  968 
GoTemment  of  India,  1915 
Uarbours  of  Refuge,  1037 
Imperial  Revenae  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain), 

Res.  1065     , 

Ireland  ^Questions 

Authority  of  the  Crown,  1227,  1228 
Gorreapondenee  on  the  Irish  Question,  1915 
Irish  Estates  of  the  London  Companies, 

1226 
Phosnix    Park    ( Dublin)  —  Barracks    for 

Married  Constabulary  —  Public  Parks, 

1757 
Suppression  of  the  National  League,  905 

Ireland — Maintenance  of  Social  Order,  Res. 

1932,  1937, 1943,  1972,  1981, 1982. 1997 
Land  Laws,  1394 

Leaseholds  Enfranchisement,  1916 
Local  GoTemment,910 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the— Action  of  the 

Home  Department — Explanation,  605 
Paris  Industrial  Exhibition,  1547 

Parliament— Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  906,  1304,  1394, 

1767,  1916 
Business  of  the  House— Cbaimiaii  of  Con- 

mittaea,  716, 717 
House  of  Commons  Anranganianta— Select 
Committee  of  1867-8  ^  OTcr-crowding, 
908 
Ordera  of  the  Day.  1228 
Procedure — Questions,  1393 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Order  of 

Public  Business,  Res.  912,  914 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreaa  in  An- 

awer  to,  616,  617,  618,  628,  638,  639 
Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  921,  937,  938 
Policy  of  Her  Majeaty's  QoTernment,  Miniate- 

rial  Sutement,  581,  584 
Poor  Law* Out-door  Relief  during  the  existing 

Distress,  591 
Public  Meetings  —  Speech  of  Lord  Randolph 

Churchill  at  Belfiut,  1393, 1548 
Registration  of  Voters,  907 


GLiMTon,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. — eont, 

Scotland— The  EaUbllshed  Church— Diaeatab- 

lishment,  906 
Small  Holdinga  and  AllotUMOts,  1226 
South- Eastern  Europe  —  Greece  and  Tarkej, 

586,  587 
Supply,  726 

Colonial  Local  ReTcnue,  Ac.  1256 

Dorer  Harbour,  732 

Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1567, 1579 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses,  Ireland,  2R.  1151 

Gladstone,  Mr.  H.  J.  (Financial  Secre- 
tarj   to    the    War   Department'', 
Leeds,  W. 
Army— Payment  of  Pensions,  1917 

Glasgow  Bridges,  ice.  Bill  {hg  Ordsr) 
e.  Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Fek  26, 1352 

Glebe  Lands  BiU  (Sir  HUkmrd  CreM$, 

Sir  Riehmrd  JTihtt^r,  Mr,  Ortgorg) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  19  [Bill  93] 

Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acta  Continnanoe 

Bill      {Mr.  J9hm  MorUg,  Mr,  Hmrg  H. 

Fowi0r) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  ^06  22  [Bill  107] 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Mer  1, 1650 

OoLDBMiD,  Sir  J.,  8t.  Panerast  8. 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  2007,  2010 
Eastern  Aflkirs  —  Sir  11.  Dmmmond  WoUTa 

Mission,  908 
Supply— Embaaaiea  and  Missions  Abroad,  1553 
London  University,  1228,  1231,  1233 

Q0LD8WOBTHY,   Major-Oeneral  W.  T., 

Hammersmith 
Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Rea. 

1955 
Metropolia— Metropolitan  Police  Force  —  Or^ 

ganisation,  Rea.  1436 

OoBST,  Sir  J.  E.,  Chatham 

Employera'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Aroeadmeot, 

2R.  1111 
Navy- H.M.S.  "  BeUerophon,**  1767 
New    Zealand  —  The    Treaty    of    WaiUngl. 

1884, 1885 
Parliament— Bttsineaa  of  the  Hooaa    Order  of 

Public  Busiueaa,  Ree.  920 
Parliamentary      Fraochtae     (ExttnsiMi     Co 

Wonnen),  2R.  699 
Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  ibr  a  Select 

Committee,  935 
Supply— Orange  River  Territory,  A«.  1608 
Registration  of  Votora,  Knglaad,  1261 

GoBOHXir,  Bt.  Hon.  O.  J.,  Edinhurgh,  E, 
Imperial  Revenue  (IraUad  and  Great  Britaia). 

Rea.  1054 
Parliament— Queen'a  Speech,  Addraaa  ia  An* 

swer  to.  492,  496,  497 
Teavra  of  Tewn  Uooaw  (Ireland),  2R.  1137 
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GEE 
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GouBLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

DepresBion  of  Trade  and  iDdastry^Distrets  at 

Shipbuilding  Ports,  710 
Egypt  ~  Armed  Steamers  on  the  Nile,  880 

Slave  Trade—ConTention  of  1877,  883 
Na?j— Royal  Yacht  "  Osborne/'  878 

GowEB,  Mr.  G.  G.  L.,  (Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury), Stafford,  N.  IF. 
High  Court  of  Justice — The  Bar  Library  in  the 

Law  Oourts,  1392 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2R.  1641 
Palace  of  Westminster — The  National  Ensign, 
879 
Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  894 

Grantille,  Earl 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  49,  67 

{Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies) 

Colonies — Imperial  and  Colonial  Defences — 
Address  for  Returns,  1347 

Ireland^Tho  National  League — Local  Courts, 
1180, 1187 

Malta,  University  of,  703 

Metropolis—Disturbances  in  the,  569, 570, 572 

Parliament — Adjournment,  538 

Policy  of  n.M.  Government,  Ministerial  State- 
ment, 543,  554    - 

Gray,    Mr.    E.    Dwyer,    Dublin,     St, 
Stephen^e  Green 
Inland  Revenue — Stamped  Newspaper  Wrap- 
pers, 1214 
Income  Tax,  1214 
Ireland  ~  Poor  La w—Out-door  Relief,  1213 


Qreeee — Collective  Note  of  the  European 

Fowere 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Limerick  ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  Jan  25,  303  ;  Ques- 
tioni«,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflfairs  (Mr.  Bourke),  318  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Ueaton ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Speaker,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bonrke)  Jan  26, 
422 

Greenwich  Hospital  Pensions 
Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  The  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.   R.   W.   Duff) 
Mar  4,  1896 

Greoobt,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex,  Ead  Grin- 
stead 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  1162 
Law  and  Justice — Executions,  1895 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  200 
Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  930 
Supply^Dover  Harbour,  745,  747 
UiNUimed  Deposits,  2R.  1846 


Gbby,  Mr.  A.  n.  G.,  Northumherlandi 

Tyneside 
Army  Clothing  Factory,  Pimlioo,  1222 
Ireland — Raffles  for  Lands  of  Protestant  Land- 
lords, 1518 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to,  142 

Gbimston,  Viscount,  Hertfordshire,  St. 

Alhan^s 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Foot-nnd- 
Mouth  Disease  in  Fife,  1758 

Pari iament' Queen* s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  363 

Political  Meetings,  Speeches  at — Speech  of 
Mr.  Chamberlain  at  Birmingham — **  Ran- 
som," 1018 

Oronnd  Game  Act  (1880)  Amendment 

Bill        {Mr,  Crompton,  Mr,  A.  B,  Winter- 
botham,  Mr.  Eugene  JFason,  Mr.  Channing) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  19  [Bill  96] 

Haldane,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Haddington 

Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scot- 
land, <fec.  791 
Tenure  of  Town  Uouscs  (Ireland),  2R.  1157 

Hall,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Oxford 
Africa  (South)— Affairs  of,  721 

Halsbuby,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Land  Registry,  2R.  406 
Parliament— Opening  of,  1,  3 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  20,  21 
Roll  of  the  Lords,  531 

Scotland—Election  of  Representatlre  Peers — 
Minutes  of  Meeting,  84 

(After  Resignation) 
Marriages  Validity,  2R.  868 

HAMHiTON,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool,   West 

Derby 
Law  and  Justice— The  Recordership  of  Liver- 
pool, 715,  894,  895 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  819 

Hamilton,  Lord  E.,  Tyrone,  N. 

Ireland— City  of  Cork  Steam  Packet  Company 
— "  Boycotting,"  1036 
Tenants  of  Globe  Unds,  1482,  1484 
Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 
1949 

Hamilton,   Right  Hon.  Lord  G.   F. 
(First    Lord    of    tlie    Admiralty), 
Middlesex,  Ealing 
NaTy— Shipbuilding  on  the  Tyne,  813 

{After  Resignation) 

Navy  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1885  6) — 
Navy  SerTiccs,  1293 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  615,  6ie,  617 
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HAS 


Hanbuby,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Preston 

Foreign  Oastoms  Regulations,  1386 
Irelftnd^Deposits  in  Irish  Banks,  1914 
Slare  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  1766 
Supply  —  Embassies   and   Missions    Abroad, 

1562 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Discharge   of  Workmen, 

1911 
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HiBBiNOTOir,  Mr.  T. — eonL 

Parliament  ~  Order  —  ArgameBtaliic  Qn- 
tions,  1191 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeeh,  kUnm  ii  An- 
swer to,  134.  136,  219, 231 

Supply^Fost  OflSce,  1284 

Public  Education,  Ireland,  1237 


JSarhours  ofJSe/uge 

Questions,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Colonel  Nolan ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  The  Comptroller  of 
the  Household  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  Feb  33, 
1037 

Barhaurs  on  East  and  North  East  Coast 
— Relief  of  the  Unemployed 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  Feb  19,  713 

Haboofbt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V., 
Derhy 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  438 

{Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

Appointments  under  the  Crown,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1077 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1711 
Civil  Serrice  Writers,  707 
Coinage,  1517 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

3R.  1089.  1099,  1102 
Excise — Cottage  Brewing  Licences,  1194 
Inland  Revenue— Questions 

Cases  of  Smuggling  in  Scotch  Deer  Forests 

since  1879,  1024,  1025 
Officials,  1209,1210 
Pay  of  Customs  Officers,  885 
Loans  to  Landowners,  1458,  1466, 1467, 1468 
Metropolis  —  Metropolitan     Police    Force  — 

Organisation,  Res.  1439,  1444 
Parliament  -^  Address    in    Answer   to  H.M. 

Speech,  613,614,615 
Parliamentary      Franchise      (Extension      to 

Women),  698,  699 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1367 
Supply— Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  884, 
828 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  Ac. 

783,  783,  790 
Dover  Harbour.  733,  735,  737,  738,  743, 
746,  747,  749 
Tariff  and  Customs  Act,  1876,  709 
Town  Holdings,   Motion  for  a   Select  Com- 
mittee, 1807 

HARBnroToir,  Mr.  E.,  Eerry,  W, 

IreUnd— Post  Office,  Tralee,  1039 
Irish  Land   Commission  (Sub-Commissioners) 
—Sittings  in  Kerry,  1903 

Haerinoton,  Mr.  T.,  Dublin,  Barbour 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1735 

Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts  Continuance,  2R. 

1651 
Nftvy — Use   of  ft    Gunboat  by   the  Resident 

Magistrate  at  Bantry,  1538 

[eonL 


Harris,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  8u3i 

for  India) 
Burmah  (Military  Execntiont)— The  ?wm 
Marshal,  183,  184,  374 

(After  Resignation) 
Kingdom  of  Ava,  Res.  858 

Habris,  Mr.  M.,  Oalway,  E. 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  1746 

Harbowbt,  Earl  of 
Allotments,  Motion  for  a  Retors,  818 

Habtington,  Bight  Hon.  Mtrqneai;* 

Laneashirey  Rossendale 
Parliament~Queen*8  Speech,  Addres  h  '^ 

swer  to,  530 
Parliamenury  Procedure,  Uotioa  for  »  St:^ 

Committee,  934 

Haslett,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Belfast,  W. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1879.  IIH,  1* 
1703.  1708 

Hastinos,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Woreestenknl 

Rivers  Pollution  (Rirer  Lea).  Motm  ^  * 
Select  Committee,  1344 

Havelock-Allak,  Lt.-Genenl  Sr  S 

M.,  Durham,  S.E 
Coast  Defences— Defence  of  the  Cos*  •ft*' 

ham,  880 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  A»ii*»* 

3R.  1103 

Hatdbn,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Zeitrm,  S. 
Army  (Auxiliary  FoTWB}-Utjot  K«r,  U« 
Militia,  1313 


Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  ITW 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Election  of  G^'*!^ 
Mr.  Joseph  D.  Grier,  Clerk  of  tk  C»« 
Union,  1543, 1543, 1893,  l^W  ., 

Supply— Registration  of  Votcn.  lm»^  " 
Report,  Res.  13,989 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M..  ZenienderrjhJ,,^ 
Belfast    Main    Drainsge,   Rti.  17H  '   ' 

1708,1711  ,^5-, 

Compensation  for  DsmagfS,  JB.  nH^^ 

Ireland — Questions  .^ 

"  BoycotUng  '•-AlkfedOttf*!*^  , 

Crime  and  Outrage— Ri«t  »»  **^  * 

Monaghan,  1033.  1539 
Distress  in  Aohill  Islaod.  I«l9 
EvicUons— Cast  of  tbs  Wi4e«. 
Co.  Monaghan,  1759»  It^ 
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UiALT,  Hr.  T.  U.^eonL 

Fisheries  —  Bequest    of  the    Late    Mr. 
M'Comas,  Dalkey,    Co.    Dublin,    1894» 
1895 
Irish  Estates  of  the  London   Companies, 

1225,  1226 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Mr.  Miobael  Ljnob, 

Barna,  Co.  Galwaj,  1 1 96 
Parliamentarj  Eleotions — Illiterate  Voters, 

1766 
Phosnix    Park    (Dublin)  —  Barraoks    for 
Married    Constabulary — Public    Parks, 
1756,  1757,1907,  1908 
Post  Office  —  Appointment  of  Surveyors' 

Clerks,  1868 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Extra  Police  at 
Clones  Fair,  Co.  Monaghan,  1033 
Ireland — Evictions — Case  of  the  Widow,  Anne 

Shaw,  Co.  Monaghan,  Res.  717,  721 
Parliament  —Business  of  the  House,  438 
PriTilege — Interference    of   Peers    in  the 
Election  of  Members  of  this  House,  888 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Order  of 

Public  Business,  Res.  918 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  166,  163,  173,  530 
Parliamentary  Elections— Election  Expenses 

(Scotland),  1899 
Parliamentary      Franchise      (Extension      to 

Women),  2R.  700 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1363 
Registration  of  Voters,  907 
Supply,  678 

Colonial   Local  Revenue,  Ac.  1244,  1245, 

1246,1247;  Amendt.  1253 
County  Courts.  775 
County  Court  Officers,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  795, 

797,708.801,802 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  Ac. 

788 
Registration  of  Voters,  England,  1264 
Registration  of  Voters,  Ireland,  1266 
Report,  Kes.  17,095 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  Motion 
for  Leave,  1658 

HsATON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Greece — Collective    Note    of  the    European 

Powers,  422 
Mauritius — Mr.  Cockborn  Stewart,  421 
Post  Office — Questions 

Colonial  Post  Cards,  1900 

Parcel  Post,  305 

Parcel  Post  between  France  and  England 

1219 
Postal   Union—Extension  to   Australasia, 
879,  1223 
Post    Office  —  Submarine    Telegraph     Con- 
tract (St.    Vincent   to  tho   West  Coast  of 
Africa),  Res.  1002 

Heneage,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Great  Orimshy 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  479,  480 

(Chanoelior  of  the  Ducky  of  Lancaster) 

Allotments  and  Small  Holdings — Agricultural 
Labourers,  1809  ;— The  Return,  1219 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Foot- 
and-Moath  Diaeaio  in  Fife,  1759 


Hbnbt,  Mr.  M.,  Olaegow^  JBlaekfrian 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 

dM).),2R.  1167 
Parliament — House    of  Commons'    Arrange- 
ments—Select Committee  of   1867-8— 
Over-crowding  in  the  House,  907 
Members'  Places— Protection  of  Seats,  427 
Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  936 
Savings  in  Ireland^Reports,  1531 
Supply— Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  812, 
813,814,815,816,831 
County  Court  Officers,  Ac.  Ireland,  803 
804 

Hebschell,  Lord  (Lord  Ohancellor) 

Lunacy,  2R.  1504 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1489,  1502 
Marriages  Validity,  Comm.  1873 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  575 
Parliament — Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  Office 
of,  and  Office  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of 
the  Black  Rod,  Appointment  and  Nomi- 
nation of  Select  Committee,  1351 
Representative  Peer  for  Scotland,  703 

Heryet,  Lord  F.,  Bury  St.  Edmunds 
Burmah— The  Annexed  Territory,  898 


HiBBEBT,  Bight  Hon.  J.  T.  (Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty),  Oldham 
Sgyp^  —  Medals  and    Gratuities  —  H.M.S. 

"  Jumna,"  1540 
Merchant  Service— Tho  Smack  **  Columbine," 

708 
Navy — Questions 

U.M.S. "  Bellerophon."  1767 
Navy  Expenditure,  1909 
Queen's  Regulations— Promotion  of  Sea- 
men, 1915 
Royal  Tacht  *'  Osborne,"  878 
Special  Promotion,  1765 
Use  of  a  Gunboat  by  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate at  Ban  try,  1538 
Navy    (Supplementary    Estimates,  1885-6)— 

Navy  Services,  1287, 1302,  1303 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  1766 
Supply — Dover  Ilarbour,  735,  754 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Discharge  of  Workmen 
1913 

Hickman,  Mr.  A.,   Wolverhampton,  W. 
Army  — Testing    of  Side    Arms  —  Defeotivo 

B.iyonets,  417 
Egypt   ^War    in    the  Soudan)— English  and 

American  Pumps,  1544 
Midland  Railway,  2R.  1668 
Trade  and  Commerce— Falsely  Marked  Goods, 

15i3 

Hill,   Mr.  A.  S.,   Staffordshire,  King' 
swinford 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

2R.  1092 
Labour  Statistics,  Res.  1770 
Midland  Railway,  2R.  Motion  for  Adyoarn- 
ment,  1677 
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Holland,    Right    Hon.    Sir   H.    T., 
Sampiiead 
Und  Registrj,  9R.  098 
Metropolis— Metropolitan  Police  Force— Or- 
ganization, Ref.  1433 
Sapply— Dover  Uarbonr,  780,  780 
Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  898 

Holmes,    Right    Hon.    H.    (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  DubUn    Vhi- 
versify 
Ireland  (Evictions)— The  Retams,  434 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to,  214 

(After  Reaignaiian) 

Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  1751  ; 
Res.  1917,  1921,  1923,  1925,  1926,  1932, 
1943 

Supply— ConsUbularj  Force  in  Ireland,  818, 
828 
Gonnty  Court  OflBeers,  ke,  Ireland,  796, 
800,  801 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (CreUnd),  2R,  1135 

Home  DEPAETifENT—Secretary  of  State 
{%e$  Cross,    Right   Hon.    Sir   R. 

ASSHBTON) 

HoMB  Departmbnt — Secretary  of  State 
{9&e  Ohildbbs,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  E.) 

HoHB  DBPABTMENT^-Under  Secretary  of 
State  (w#  Bboadhubst,  Mr.  H.) 

HooPEB,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  8,E. 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1743 
Ireland— Crime    and    Outrage— Alleffed  Out- 
rages   at    Riohfordstown,    Clonakitty,    Co. 
Cork,  885 
Supply— Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ac.  1246 

Hope,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 

Cambridge  University 

Parliamenury  Franchise ( Extension  to  Women), 
693 

Shop  Hours  Regulation,  2R.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 688 

Sites  for  the  New  Public  OfBccs- War  Office 
and  Admiralty,  Motion  for  Adjournment. 
1999,  2000 

HouLDswoBTH,   Mp.   W.  H.,   Manches- 
ter, N.  W. 

Parliament— Queen'f  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
awer  to,  95 

HoiuiBg  of  Working  CUiies  in  Townf 

(Ireland)  Bill  {Ur.  O'KtUy,  Mr,  Bdmimd 
Dtcytr  Oray,  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  Hoopfr,  Mr- 
John  Medmend) 
«.  Ordered ;  read  fJamn  [BUI  19] 


Howell,  Mr.  O.,  Bethmdl  Green,  JT.  E\ 

Metropolis — London  Livery  ComiMinies,  877 
Metropolis— Metropolitan  Police  Force — Or- 
ganisation, Res.  1403,  1410 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Discharge   of  Workmen, 
1911 

HowTH,  Earl  of 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  Res.  290 

Hughes  -  Hallett,    Colonel    F.     0., 
Eoehester 
Army  (Royal  Artillery)— Vacancies  tor  Sub* 

altern  Officers,  893 
India  (Finance,    dra.)  —  Depreciation    ef   the 

Rupee,  1388 
Metropolis,  Dittorhances    in  the — Power   of 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  in  ETcnt 
of  Recurrence,  903 

HxTNTEB,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen^  N. 
East  India,  Burmah^Licensed  Opium  Shops, 

904 
East    India,   Burmah   (Eipenses  of  Military 

Operations),  Res.  Amendt.  944 

India  (Beng.il)— Legal  Appointments,  712 
Indian  Citil  Administmtion — Govemment 
of  India  Act,  1858,  709 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrtse  to  Her 
Majesty,  87 ;  Motion  for  Adjonmnnent,  261, 
321 ;  Amendt.  328,  348 

HuNTLT,  Marquess  of 
Allotments,  Motion  for  a  Return,  848 

HtTTToir,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Manchester ,  N. 
Eastern  Telegraph  Company,  1383 

Hyde  Park  Comer  (Vew  Streeto)  Bill 

{Mr.  lAV49on  Oewer,  Mr.  Benry  M.  Fetcter, 
Mr.  Bromdhurtt) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22  [BUI  103] 

Mored,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*** 
Mar  1,  164 1  ;  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now,** 
add  "upon  this  day  six  months"  {Lord 
Algernon  Percy) ;  Question  proposed, "  That 
'  now/  Ac. :  "  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*, 
and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

Illikgwobth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2  R.  2010 
Loans  to  Landowners,  1460 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  la  An* 

swer  to,  241,  243 
Parliamentary      Franchise      (Extensioo     le 

Women),  2R.  701 
Supply— Dublin  Harbour,  762 

Ikce,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Islington^  E. 

Land  Registry,  2R.  Motion  for  AdjeoraaMnl, 

998;  Cemm.  1639 
Supply— Colonial  Loeal  Refeaae.  4«,  1151 
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Income  Tax  Administration  Amend- 
ment Bill  {^r.  Hubbard,  Sir  Charles 
Forster,  Mr,  Zeatham,  Mr,  Whitley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  road  !•  •  Ftb  24  [Bill  1 15] 

India — 8ecretaTyofState(wtf  Churchill, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  S.) 

India — Secretary  of  State  (see  Kimbee- 
LEY,  Bight  Hon.  Earl  of) 

India — Under  Secretary  of  State  (see 
Habbis,  Eight  Hon.  Lord) 

India — Under  Secretary  of  State   (see 
Kay-Shuttlewoeth,  Sir  U.) 

India  ( Questions) 

Bengal — Legal  Appointmentt,  Question,  Mr. 
Hunter;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kajr-Shuttle- 
worth)  Feb  19,  712 

Religious  IWovisiont  —  Protestant  Chaplains 
and  Catholic  Priests^  Question,  Mr.  Donnl 
Sulllfan  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  Feb  22,  881 

Telegraph  Department  —  Promotion  —  Oriev* 
ances  of  Oficers^  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay  -  Shuttleworth) 
Feb  22,  896 

India,  Oovernment  of 

Indian  Civil  Administration — The  Oovern' 
ment  of  India  Act,  1858,  Questions,  Sir 
James  Fcrgusson,  Mr.  Hunter  ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Sbuttleworth)  Feb  19,  709 

The  Uneovenanted  Civil  Service,  Question, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  Jan  25,  817 
The  Covenanted  and  Uncovenanted  Civil  Ser- 
vice, Question,  Mr.  James  Maclean  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  Feb  23,  1032 

Pay  of  Native  Officials,  Question,  Sir  Roper 
Lethbridgo ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth) F«6  23,  1030 

The  Committee  on  Indian  Administration-^ 
Otiaranteed  Capital  of  Railways,  Question, 
Mr.  Lionel  Cohen  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth)  Feb  23,  1027 
Oovernment  of  India — The  Joint  Commitlee, 
Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  K.  Gladstone)  Mar  4,  1915 

Finance^  ^e. 

Depreciation  of  Silver,  Question,  Mr.  James 
Maclean  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shottla- 
worth)  Feb  23, 1082 

[tfpnl. 


Ikdia — Finance,  ^c. — cont. 

Depreciation  of  the  Rupee,  Question,  Colonel 
Ilughes-IIaUett ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth)  Feb  26,  1383 

Income  Tax,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  Jan  22,  190 

[See  title  Burmah] 

Industrial  Dwellings  Act,  1885 — JHsused 

Prisons,  Metropolis 
Question,  Mr.  Gent-DaYis ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Homo  Department 
(Mr.  Childers)  Feb  22,  878 

Ireland  ( Questiom) 

Arms  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis  :  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Feb  22,  877 

Authority  of  the  Crown,  Questions,  Mr.  Baden- 
Towell,  Mr.  Lalor  ;  Answers, The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
Feb  25,  1227 

City  of  Cork  Steam  Packet  Company — **  Boy^ 
cotting,*  Questions,  Lord  Ernest  Hamilton, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  23,  1036 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Macartney, 
Mr.  O'llea  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  4,  1906 

Commissioners  of^  Charitable  Donations  and 
Bequests  — "Belfast  White  lAnen  Hall," 
Question,  Mr.  Uiggar  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  26,  1193 

Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  —  Lighthouse 
Keepers,  Question,  Mr.  Donal  Sullivan ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Mundelln)  Feb  23,  1019 
Attendance  of  Keepers  at  Divine  Service  on 
Swtdays,  and  Education  of  Children,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundc  11a)  Mari, 
1885 
Pensions  of  Servants,  Question,  Mr.  B.  Kelly  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Mundella)  Feb  20,  1371 
.  Correspondence  on  the  Irish  Question,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
3£ar  4,  1915 

Department  of  the  Registrar  Oeneral — Scheme 
of  Re-organisation,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
M' Donald :  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  22,  899  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  4,  1894 

Deposits  in  Jrish  Banks,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  if  ir  4,  1914 

Olcbe  Lands — Purchasers  under  the  Land  Act 
o/'l869.  Question,  Mr.  W. O'Brien  :  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) Jan  25,  309 

Tenants  of.  Observations,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ; 
Reply,  The  Secietary  to  tho  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  II.  Fowler);  short  debate  thereon 
Fe6  26,  1478 
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Ihbland— «Oft<. 

llUijal  Use  of  Firearms  —  Cote  0/  Joseph 
Delaney,  Borris,  Co.  Carlow,  Quottions, 
Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Mocartney ;  Answeri, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Mor\ej)  Mar  4,  1883 

Industries  and  Salmon  Fisheries--  The  Select 
CommiUees^Re-appoinimeni,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Aniwer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exoheqaer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  -  Beach) 
Jan  25,  318 

Importaiion  of  Irish  Cattle  --  The  Monthly 
Ketumij  Question,  Mr.  Dackham  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella)^ar2. 1761 

Improvement  of  Landed  Property  ^Legislation, 
Question,  Mr.  Marom  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Jan  93, 
308 

Irish  Estates  of  the  Lowl  n  Companies,  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  T.  M.  flealy  ;  Answers.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (.Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone}  Feb  25. 1225 

Irish  Land  Purchase  Settlement  Company, 
Question,  Major  Saunderson;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  2,  1757 

Labourers  {Ireland)  Act^Tipperary  Board  of 
Guardians,  Question,  Major  Saunderson  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  1,  1527 

Land  Commiuian  Court  —  Appeals,  Question, 
Mr.  Marnm  :  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) Fed  25, 1109  ; 
—in  Westmeath,  Question,  Mr.  Tuite  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  1.  1536 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Act,  Question,  Mr. 
MolhoUand  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  2,  1761 

Local  Government  Boards Roserea  and  Abbey 
leiM  Uniom^Amalgamation,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  fMr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  18, 580 

Orange  Emergency  Committee  (Co,  Cavan), 
Queation,  Mr.  Johnston ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  2,  1763 

ParHamentary  Elections  —  JHiterate  Voters, 
Question,  Captain  M'Calmont;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  jyar  2,  1766 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland)  Act, 
1884  —  Defective  Returns,  Question,  Mr. 
Clancy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  25,  1201 

Photnix  Park  (Dublin) — Barracks  for  Married 
Constabulaiy-^  The  Public  Parks,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ilcnry  H.  Fowler).  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Mar  2,  1756;  Questions.  Mr. 
T.  M.  Uealy,  Captain  M'Calmont ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  Mar  4,  1907 

Public  Meetings— Speech  of  Mr.  G,  H.  Smith 
at  Xewry,  Question,  Mr.  Alexander  Blase  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  26, 1369 


IaXULVD— OMI/. 

RaMes  for  Lands  of  Protestant  Landlords, 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Albert  Grey; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelsnd 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  1, 1518 

Railways — Accident  at  Athy  Railway  Station, 
Question,  Mr.  Carew ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mondella) 
Mar  4,  1888 

Savings  in  Ireland — Reports,  Question,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seere* 
tary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  I , 
1531 

Seed  Supply  (Ireland)  Act — Fourth  InstalmetU 
of  Rate-^  Postponement  of  Payment,  Qoea- 
tion.  Colonel  Nolan;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke  Jan  25,  318 ;  Question.  Colonel 
Nolan;  Answer,  Tho  Chief  Seeretar/ 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  22, 
903 :  Question,  Mr.  Foley ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Feb  25,  1216;  Questions,  Colonel 
Nolan ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Jfar  1,1534; 
3iar  4, 1894 

Tiximways  and  Public  Companies  (Ireland) 
Act"  The  West  Clare  Railway  Company, 
Question,  Mr.  Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Heni7  H.  Fowler) 
Feb  25,  1223 

Distress  (Ireland) 

Achill  Island,  Question.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr, 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Feb  23,  1028 

The  Western  Islands,  Question,  Mr.  Deasy; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Feb  23,  1026  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seeretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Ifdr  I,  1519 

Wicklow,  Question,  Mr.  n.  J.  Corbet;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Feb  23,  1025 

Xational  Education  (Ireland) 

Commissioners  of  ^Appointment  of  Head  In* 
specters.  Question,  Mr.  Lewis;  Answer, 
Ihe  Chief  Secretary  for  IreUad  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  4, 1909 

Fisheries  (Ireland) 

Beauest  of  the  laU  Mr,  M*Comas,  Dalkey,  Co, 
Dublin,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  JTor  4,  1894 

Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  (Ireland) 

Grievances  of  the  Foyle  Fishermen,  Question, 
Mr.  James  0*Doherly;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  29,  MM 

Inspectors  of  Fisherieo^Sea  and  Coast  Fisk^ 
tries  Fund,  Question.  Mr.  BJake :  Answer. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasnry  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  Mar  4, 1867 

Report  of  the  Commission  on  Tramlimg,  Ques- 
tion. Colonel  Nolan ;  Answer.  Tbe  Chisf 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  22,  902 

Trawling  in  Gaimay  Bay,  Qnestion,  Colonel 
Nolan;  Answer,  Sir  Willinm  Hart  Vfkm 
Jan  25,  307 
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Ibiland— con/. 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  (Ireland) 
The  Barrow  Drainage  Commission,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  18,  689  :  Question,  Mr.  Lalor  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretarj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  4,  1888 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) 

Lunaeg  Commissioners  —  The  Report,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  19,  706 

The  Resident  Medical  Superintendent,  Letter' 
kenny  Asylum,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor: Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  ire- 
land  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  25,  1215 

Lunacy  —  The  Queen*s  Letter,  Question,  Mr. 
Puleston  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  2,  1703 

Piers  and  Harbours  (^Ireland) 

Arklow  Barbour  Works,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  22,  88i 

Barbour  Works  at  Costello  and  Kilkerrin,  Co. 
Oalway,  Question,  Mr.  Foley  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley) Mar  1 ,  1538;— <ft  Donegal,  Question,  Mr. 
B.  Kelly ;  Answer,  The  Ciiicf  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  26, 1370 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) 

Bundoran,  Co.  Donegal,  Question,  Mr.  B. 
Kelly  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  tho  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler)  fV6  26,  1371 

Bunnatroohan  Pier,  Co,  Donegal,  Question, 
Mr.  B.  Kelly  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler)  Feb  2^, 
1374 

Knorklow  Head,  Orange,  Co.  Sligo,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  McDonald  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb2Z,  1027 

Works  at  Killerduff  and  Polnamuck,  Co. 
Mayo,  Question,  Mr.  Crilly ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Mor\ej)  Feb  25,  1204 

The  Irish  Church  Fund,  Question,  Mr.  Blake  ; 
Answer,  Tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  4, 1880 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

Abbeylcix  Union  —  Relief  of  the  Labourers, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Cionnor  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  /an  26,  428 

Armagh  Union  —  Removal  of  a  Pauper  by  tlie 
Relieving  Ojjicer,  Question,  Mr.  Alexander 
Blane;  Answer,  Tlio  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  2,  1753 

Arran  Islands,  Relief  of  Distress  in  the.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Uicks- 
Beach)  Jan  26,  428 

Election  of  Guardians  —  Mr.  Joseph  D.  Orier, 
Clerk  to  the  Cavan  Poor  Law  Board,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Maurice  Healy ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  1,  1542  ;  Mari,  1892 


Ibiland — Poor  Law— eonU 

Out' Door  Relief,  Question,  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  25,  1213 

Post  Office  (Ireland) 

Appointment  of  Surveyors*  Clerks,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healv  ;  Answer,  The  Secrotnry  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Feh  26, 
1368 

Erection  of  a  Telegraph  Pole  on  Private  PrO'- 
perty  at  Enniskillen,  Question,  Mr.  Ilenry 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Feb  26, 
1376 

Oalway  Mails,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  1,  1535 

Parcel  Post^Rural  Letter  Carriers,  Question, 
Mr.  0'll.inlon  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler)  Mar  4, 
1889 

Postmaster  of  Bala,  Question,  Mr.  Henry 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  llenr^  H.  Fowler  Feb  26, 
1375  ;  Question,  Mr.  Ilenry  Campbell  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Arnold  Morley)  Mar  2, 1754 

Postmaster  of  Ballyheigne,  Co,  Kerry,  the  late, 
Question,  Mr.  Henry  Campbell ;  Answer, 
Tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
II.  Fowler)  Mar  4,  1897 

Postmaster  of  Donemanagh,  Co,  Tyrone,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  11.  Fowler) 
Mar  4,  1807 

Post  Ofiee  at  Clashaganny,  Question,  Mr. 
0* Kelly  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  tho 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler)  Mar  1, 
1546 

Post  Office  at  Tralee,  Question,  Mr.  Edward 
Harrington  ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Feb  23, 
1039 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) 

Case  of  Morgan  Brien,  Cork  Winter  Assines, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  F«6  26.  1380 

Case  of  Michael  Storey,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  22,  884 

Court  of  Bankruptcy  —  Mr.  L.  H.  Deering, 
Official  Assignee,  Question,  Mr.  Peter 
M'Donald;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Ilenry  H.  Fowler)  Feb  26, 
1374 
The  late  Official  Assignee,  Mr.  C.  H.  James, 
Questions,  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
II.  Fowler) />*  25,  1197 

Firing  at  the  Person— Case  of  Robert  Cooper 
and  J.  O.  Bleakley,  Question,  Mr.  Alexan- 
der Blane  ;  Answer.  The  Chiet  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (^tr.  John  Morley)  Feb  26,  1370 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland) 

Kilkenny  Co.,  Question,  Mr.  Chance ;  An- 
swer, Tho  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  i,  1882 
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Ihilano—  The  MagiHraey^eonX, 

Mr.J^hn  0,  Payne,  J.P.^  Cork,  Question ,  Mr. 
GilhooljT :  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  tor 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  2,  1752 

Royal  Irish  Comtabulary 

Qaestion,  Lord  Charles  Beresford  ;  Answer, 
The  Chanoollor  of  the  Exchequer  Jan  25, 
320 

Alleged  Disorder  —  Conduct  of  Police  at 
Benneisbridge,  Co,  Kilkenny,  Question,  Mr. 
Maram  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  25,  1101 

Clothing  Contracts,  Qoestions,  Mr.  Murphy, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman)  Feb  20,  1384 

Estra  Police  at  Clones  Fair,  Co.  Monaghan, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The 
\  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Feb  23, 1033 

Force  at  Mullingar,  Question,  Mr.  Tuite; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  23,  1020 

Police  Barrack  at  Aieenadaddy,  Co.  Donegal, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthar  O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  i,  1887 

The  Ndiional  League 

Legislation  for  the  Suppression  of-^  The  Protec- 
tion of  Life,  Property,  Order,  jre..  Notice,  Tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jan  26,  416; 
Question,  Mr.  Radcliffe  Cooke;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  he  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Fed  22,  005 

Local  Courts,  Question,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Limerick,  Lord  Ashbourne  ;  Replies, 
The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Carl 
Spenoer),  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Earl  GrauTillo)  Feb  25,  1181 

Murder  of  Mr.  Curtiu,  Questions,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  1,  1529 

Prisons  (Ireland) 

Mountjoy  Convict  Prison,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  18,  588 

Smcides  in  Gaiway  Cfaol,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  18,  580 

Slate  of  Ireland 

*:  Boycotting,"  jrc  Question,  Observationsi 
Viscount  Cranbrook  ;  Reply,  The  Lord  l*re- 
sident  of  the  Council  (Earl  Spencer) ; 
Obserralions,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
Feb  22,  8G8;  Questions,  Captain  M'Cal- 
moct,  BIr.  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Johnston;  An- 
swers.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  1,  1525;—"  Boycotting*' 
at  Clonmel,  Question,  Colonel  Waring  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  i,  1880 

Charge  €Ufainst  Emergency  Men  at  Cormmftne, 
Co.  Caran,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  Feb  23,  1031 

|#Sftf« 


InSLAKD  — COft^ 

Crime  and  Outrage  {Ireland) 

Alleged  Cruelty  to  a  '*  BoycoUed  "  Ifomaii, 
Notice  of  Question.  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton ; 
Observations,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  William  Uart  Dyke)  Jan  22,  192  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr.  Ilealy ; 
Answers,  Sir  William  Ilart  Dyke  Jan  25, 
312 

Alleged  Outrages  near  Dundalk,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Joseph  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  1, 
1519 

Alleged  Outrages  at  Bieh/ordstown,  Odna- 
kilty,  Co,  Cork,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Hooper; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  22.  885 

Fictitious  Outrages,  Moville,  Co.  Donegal^ 
Question,  Mr.  James  O'Doberty  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Ftb  25,  1200 

Outrage  upon  Randal  M*Sweeny,  Question, 
Captain  M'Calmont ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  2,  1765 

Malicious  Burning  at  Xeweastle  West,  Co* 
Limerick  —  Competisation,  Question,  Mr. 
William  Abraham  (Limerick,  W.);  Answer, 
The  Chief  SeoroUry  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Ftb  23, 1021 

Riot  at  Armagh,  Question,  Mr.  Alexander 
Blane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  23,  1021 

Riot  at  Clones,  Co.  Monaghan^  Qnestions,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seere* 
Ury  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Fob  23, 
1033:  Jtfor  1.1529 

Evictions  {Ireland) 

Co.  Mayo,  Question,  Mr.  Deasy ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Feb  23,  1026 

Co.  Tyrone,  Question,  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Iroland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  23,  1029 

Employment  of  the  MUiUry  Forces  of  -the 
Crown,  Notice  of  Resolution,  Mr.  Lewis 
Mar  1,  1512;-Ar/Mr}i /or  1884-5.  Qnes- 
tions, Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  4,  1910 

Evictions  and  Civil  Bill  Processes -The  Re» 
turns.  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Brodrick  ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  nolmcs)  Jan  26,  423 

Landlord  and  Tenant  {Ireland) 

Estate  of  Colonel  Olive,  Question,  Mr.  Nolan  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  22, 676 
J  he  Kinesten  Estates,  Questions,  Mr.  Lewis, 
Mr.  O' Kelly,  Mr.  Ulor;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley] 
Mar  4,  1879 

Mr.  Mkhaet  Lynch,  Bama,  Co.  Galway, 
Question,  Mr.*T.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  Tbo 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Feb  26,  U96 
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luEiinj>^-Landlord  and  Tenant — cont. 

3fr,  H,  M*Dongalli  Agent  to  the  Oarmamiown 

Estate,  Co.  Menth,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Glanoj  ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  2/>,  1201 

[See  title  Land  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881] 

Ireland  {Electoral  Statutics) 

MoYed  for  Return,  1.  "  Of  the  namber  of  regis- 
tered electors  in  each  county,  city,  and 
borough,  or  division  of  a  county,  city,  or 
borough,  in  Ireland  returning  members  to 
Parliament;  2.  Of  the  number  of  electors 
who  TOted  in  each  of  the  above  at  the  late 
general  election  ;  3.  Of  the  number  of  elec- 
tors, voting  in  each  of  the  above  at  the  late 
general  election,  who  declared  themselves 
illiterate"  (The  Earl  of  Limerick)  Jan  25, 
302  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Ireland  {Evictions) — Case  of  the  TTidoto 

Anne  Shaw,  Co,  Monaghan 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  19,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  add  "  the  falsifica- 
tion of  the  records  of  the  Monaghan  County 
Court  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  observed  on 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  rails  for  the  imme- 
diate removal  of  the  officials  implicated " 
(Mr.  Timothy  Healy)  v.,  717;  Question 
proposed,  *<  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Questions,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley )  i/ar  2,  1759 

Ireland,      Government    of  —  Ministerial 
Policy 

Moved,  "  That  the  Ministerial  plan  for  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  bo  introduced  forthwith,  and 
tako  precedence  of  all  public  business  up  to 
report "  ( The  T^ord  Wavetiey)  Jan  25,  297  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Ireland — Industries 

Ordered,  '^hat  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  tho  Natural  Re- 
sources and  the  Present  Condition  of  Manu- 
facturing and  Productive  Industries  in 
Ireland  ;  and  to  consider  and  report  by 
what  means  those  Natural  Resources  may 
be  more  fully  developed,  and  how  those 
Industries  may  be  encouraged  and  extended 
{Mr.  Sexton) 

Ireland,  Lord  Lieutenancy  of 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
tho  time  haa  now  come  when  the  post  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  may  be  abolished 
with  advantage"  (The  Earl  of  KHmorey) 
Jan  25,  276;  after  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Ireland — Maintenance  of  Social  Order 
Notice  of   Resolution,    Mr.   Holmes  Mar  2, 

1571 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  4,  To 

leave  out  from  «  That/'  add  "  tbii  lloas«  ia 


Ireland — Maintenance  of  Social  Order^cont, 

unwilling  to  entertain  Estimates  for  tho 
Civil  Establishments  in  Ireland  before  being 
placed  in  possession  of  the  policy  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  pursue  for 
the  restoration  and  maintenance  of  social 
order  in  that  country  "  (Mr.  Holmes)  v., 
1017  ;  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
Ac. : "  after  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That  tho 
Debate  be  now  adjourned*'  (Major  Sawi' 
derson)  ;  Question  put;  A.  204,  N.  364; 
M.  160  (D.  L.  16);  Question  again  pro- 
)>osed,  **  That  the  words,  &o, ;  "  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 


Ireland  and  Great  Britain  —  Imperial 
Revenue  and  Population 
Moved,  "  That  there  bo  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Ileturn  of  the  Gross  Imperial  Revenue  of 
Ireland  derived  from  taxation,  and  of  tho 
Population  of  Ireland  for  the  years  1851, 
1861,  1871,  nnd  1881,  and  a  like  Return  for 
Great  Britain  for  the  same  years,  being  in 
both  cases  a  continuation,  in  like  form,  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  407,  of  Session 
1874  "  {Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  Feb  23, 1039  ; 
after  debate,  Amendt.  made,  in  lines  3  and 
4,  by  leaving  out  "  Great  Britain,"  and  in- 
serting *'  England  and  Scotland  "  v, ;  main 
Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Newington,  Walworth 
Poor  Law — Out-door  Relief  during  Existing 
Distress,  591,  502 

Italy — Arrest  of  Professor  Nichol 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Roacoe ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkira 
(Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  18,  606 

Jacks,  Mr.  W.,  Leith,  Sfc. 
Merchant  Servioe — The  Smack  **  Columbine,' ' 

707 
Navy   (Supplementary  Estimates,  1885-6)  — 

Navy  Servioes,  1302 
Supply — Courts  of  Ijiw  and  Justice  in  Scot* 

land,  etc.  779  ;  Amendt.  781 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  N. 
Ireland— Glebe  Lands — Purchasers  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1869,  309 
Improvement  of  Ijinded  Property,  308 
Scotland — Foreshores  and  Fishings,  417 
Inland  Revenue— Illicit  Stills,  417 

{After  Resignation) 

Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Soot- 
land,  &Q,  779,  793 
Dover  Ilarbour,  747,  749 
Inland  Revanue.  1271 


Jacob Yy  Mr.  J.  A.,  Derbyshire,  Mid 
Education  Department — Technical  Education, 
1755 


JAM 


JUS 


James,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury,  Lan- 
cashire 
ParlinmantAry      Franchise     (Extension     to 
Women),  Motion  for  Ad[joarnment,  697,  701 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateih$ad 

Charity    Commissioners  —  Christ's    Hospital 

Schemes,  1875 
New  Forest— Mutilation  of  Hollj  Trees,  1211 

James,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Merihyr  ISfdoil 

Copjhold  Enfranchisement,  3R.  1159 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Sioekpori 

Education — Non-Attendanoe  at  Schools,  708, 
900 


Johns,  Mr.  J.  W.,   Warwick,  NuneaUm 
Arm  J    (Small     Arms)  —  Steel    for    Sword 

Bayonets,  890 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to,  144 
Political  Meetings,  Speeches  at~Mr.  Thomas 
Hughes,  1018 

Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scot- 
Und,  Ac.  782,  783,  792 
Dover  Harbour,  753 
Post  Office,  1284 

Johnson-Febouson,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Lcie$9t^, 
ZouffhbaroMyh 
Public  Health  Act,  1876  »  RemoTal  of  Dead 
Bodies,  1034 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  8. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Ret.  1721 

Ireland— Questions 

Alleged  Boycotting,  1527 

Correspondence  on  the  Irish  Qnestion,  1915 

Lighthouses  —  Attendance  of  Keepers  at 

DiYine  SerTice  on  Sundays,  and  Kdnca* 

tton  of  Children,  1885 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill  at  Bel&st^Kztra 

Police.  1535 
Orange  Emergency  Committee  (Co.  CaTan), 

1703 

Ireland— Maintenance  of  Social  Order,  Res. 

1957 
Madagascar — Treaty  with  France,  312 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to, 136, 203 
Supply— Colonial  Local  Revenue,  dra.  1247 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  Motion 

for  Leave,  1654 

Jones-Pa&bt,  Mr.  T.  D.  L.,  Carnarvon, 

Wales — Inspector  of  Slate  and  Sett  Qoarriet, 
1191 

JnstiGes'  Jnrisdiction  Bill  [h.l.] 

(7%t  Lord Br0mwU) 
I.  Presented  :  read  !•  •  Feb  25  (No.  18) 


(INDEX)  KAY  KOI 

303. 

"Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir  U.  J.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India),  Zan- 
cashire,  Cliihsros 
Committee  on  Indian  Administration  —  Quet* 
tions 
Covenanted  and  Cncovenanted  Civil  Ser- 
vice, 1032 
Government  of  India  Act,  1858,  709 
Guaranteed  CapiUl  of  Railways,  1027 
Pay  of  NaUve  Oflleials.  1031 
East  India,  Burmab — (^estiont 
Annexed  Territory,  898,  899, 1219 
Licensed  Opium  Shope,  904 
Military  Executions— British  Authorities— 
The  Provost  Marshal,  897,  1038 
East  India,    Burmah  (Expenses  of  Military 

Operations),  607 ;  Res.  939 
India— Questions 

Army— Indian  MiliUry  Leav^  1389 
Bengal — Legal  Appointments,  712 
Finance,  Ac. — Depreciation  of  Silver,  1032; 

— Depreciation  of  the  Rupee,  1383 
Ueligious    Provisions  —  Protestant  Chap- 

Inins  and  Catholic  Priests,  882 
Telegraph    Department  —  Promotion  — 
Grievancea  of  OAcers,  896 


Kelly,  Mr.  B.,  Donegal,  S. 

Ireland — Qneetions 

Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights — Pens  lone 

of  Servants,  1371 
Fishery   Piers  and   Harbours — Bnndoran, 

Co.  Donegal,  1371 ;— >Bunnatroohan  Pier, 

Co.  Donegal,  1374 
Piers   and  Harbours — Harbour  Works  at 

Donegal,  1370 

Kbknaitay,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honiion 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  130 


Ebitnt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  T^ono, 

Compensation  for  Damages,  2 R.  2013 
Ireland  (Evictions)— Co.  Tyrone,  1029 
Tenants  of  Glebe  Lands  (Ireland),  1485 

Kbnbick,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham,  N, 
Parliamentary  Papers  for   Public   Libraries, 
1881 

KiLMo&BT,  Earl  of 

Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  Res.  276,  297 

KncBBB,  Mr.  H.,  Wdnitwortk 
Africa  (South)— Transvaal,  1900 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeeb,  Address  io  Ad- 

swer  to.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  398 
Trade  and  Commeree — Subsidies  1^  Foreign 

Nations,  1904 

KlKBBBLBT,  Earl  of 

Bumsah^Military  Exeentions— The  Provost- 
Marshal,  184,  276 

Government  of  Ireland— Ministerial  Potioy, 
Res.  301 

Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  Res.  296 

Parliament— Queen's  Speeeb,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  78,  81 
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LAM       LAN 


Parliament — Sir  William   Rose,  K.C.B.,  late 
Clerk  of.  the  Parliament!,  185 

{Sscreiary  of  Siaiefor  India) 

Kingdom  of  Ava,  Res.  849,  862,  864 
Metropolis,  Distarbances  in  the,  574 

Kino,  Mr.  H.  S.,  JIuU,  Central 

Law  and  Justioe^Compensation  to  Seamen 

Witnesses,  1384 
Tariff   and  Customs  Act.  1876— Forfeitures, 
310 

Labouohbbe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Army  —  Prince  Henrj  of  Battenberg,  1391, 

1545 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  2009 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)  —  New 

Magistrates,  1391 
Metropolis  —  Re-organiiation  of  the   Police, 

1221 
Parlianoent— Order  of  Business,  429 
Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  225,  230 
Parliamentarj  Oath^Mr.  Bradlaugh,  419 
Pensions,  1380 

Post  Office — Submarine  Telegraph   Contract 
(St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa), 
Res.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  2014 
Supply— Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ac.  1250 
DoTCr  Harbour,  748,  749 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1565 
Foreign  Office,  759 
Orange  River  Territory,  Ac.  Amendt.  1614 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts    Amendment 

Bill  (Jfr.   jr«yii#,  Jfr.  T. 

p.   0*  Connor,  Mr,    WiUiam  (XBriin,   Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr,  Sh$ehy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [Bill  10] 

Read  2«,  after  debate  Mar  3, 1810 

Labour  Statistioi 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
immediate  steps  should  be  taken  to  ensure 
in  this  Country  the  full  and  accurate  col- 
lection and  publication  of  Labour  Statistics  " 
(Mr,  Bradlaugh)  Mar  2,  1768 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  insert  <'  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  best  means  of  collecting  and  publishing 
statistics  as  to  I#abour  in  the  United  King, 
dom "  (Mr,  E,  Stanhope)  v,  ;  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Lalob,  Mr.  H.,  Queen* $  Co,,  Leix 

Ireland— Authority  of  the  Crown,  1227 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  ^  Barrow 

Drainage  Commission,  18S8 
Landlord    and    Tenant  —  The   Kingston 

Estates,  1880 

Lamheth  Water  Bill 
e.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Mar  1,  1505 
Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  committed"  (Sir 
Charlee  Foreter) ;  Amendt.  at  end,  add  **  (o 

leeni. 


a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine 
Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House,  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  "  {Mr,  Thorold  Rogers) ;  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there 
added ; "  after  short  debate.  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put  and  agreed  to 

Laminoton,  Lord 
Metropolis  —  Sunday  Meetings  in  the  Squares 

and  Parks,  1174,  1181 
Public  Offices,  the  New,  Res.  1173 


Lakoaster — Chancellor   of  the  Duchy 
(eee  Ohaflin,  Eight  Hon.  H.) 

Langastsb— Chancellor  of   the  Duchy 
(see  Heneaos,  Eight  Hon.  E.) 

Land  CnltiTation  Bill         (Mr.  Bradlaugh, 

Mr,  Labouchere,  Mr,  Arch,  Mr,  Burt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [Bill  71] 

Land  (Highlands  and  Islands)  Bill 

{Mr,  Gavin  Clark,  Mr,  Maefarlane,  Mr,  Mac- 
donald,  Mr,  Mackintosh,  Mr,  Jesse  Colling*, 
Mr,  Burt) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Jan  22  [Bill  48] 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (if^*  Connolly,  Mr, 
Pamell,  Mr,  Timothy  Mealy,  Mr,  Sexton, 
Mr.  William  O'Brien) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  23  [Bill  1] 

Zand    Law  (Ireland)  Act,    1881 — Irish 

Zand  Commission  (Suh-Commission' 

ers) — Sittings  in  Kerry 

Question,  Mr.  Edward   Harrington ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 

Morley)  Mar  4,  1903 

Zand  Zatcs — legislation 

Question,  Viscount  Ebrington ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Feb  26,  1394 

Landlord's  Eight  of  Distress  Abolition 

Bill       {Mr,  Crompton,  Mr.  Winterhotham, 
Mr,  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr,  Brunner) 
4,  Ordered ;  read  1®  *  Jan  22  [Bill  43] 

Land  Purchase  Facilities  Bill 

{Mr,  M*Laren,  Mr,  Joseph  Bolton,  Mr,  Moulds- 

worth,  Mr,  Jesse  CoUings) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  r*  Jan  22  [Bill  41] 
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Land  Begistry  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1'*  Jcui  25  (No.  7) 

Read  2* ;  Committee  negatived;  read  3*  Jan  26, 

406 
e.  Read  !<>•  (Ifr.  Benry  H,  Fowler)  Feb  10 
Mored,    ''That    the  Bill   be  now  read    2o" 

Feb  22,  996  [BUI  91] 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

(J/r.   Inee)  ;  after  short   debate,    Question 

put,  and  negatived 
Original  Question  again  proposed,  1002  ;  after 

short  debate,    original   Question   put,  and 

agreed  to ;  Bit!  read  2® 
Committee  ;   Report;    read    Z^,    after    short 

debate  Mar  1,  1639 

Land  Regutry  Office — The  Registrar 
Questions,  Mr.  Ry lands,  Mr.  Edmund  Robert- 
son ;  Answers,  The  Chflnoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Sir  Michael  Ilicks- Beach)  Ja%\  26, 
420 

Land  Tax  Commissioners*  Hames  Bill 

(Mr.  Zeveson  GoweTf  Mr.  Henry  R,  Fowler) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  •  Feb  24  [Bill  113] 

Read  2«  •  Mar  1 

Land  Tenure  and  Transfer  Bill 

{Mr,  IneCy  Mr,  Courtneyy  Mr,  Stanhope 
Kenny) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Jan  22  [Bill  83] 

Lane,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co,,  E, 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1729,  1733. 1734 

Labour  Statistics,  Res.  1801 

Navy  —  ilaulbowlino  Dock  (Cork   Harbour), 

1203 
Navy   (Supplementary   Bstimates,    1885-6)  — 

Navy  Services,  1300,  1304 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Revenue,  1249 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  835 

Law  and  Jubtiob  (England  and  Wales) 

Appointment  to  the  Recorderehip  of  Liverpool, 
Questions,  Lord    Claud   Hamilton,  Sir    R. 

,  Assheton  Cross;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders)  Feb  19,  715 ;  Questions,  Lord  Claud 
Xlamillon,  Mr.  Forwood ;  Answers,  The  Se> 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childers)  Feb  22,894  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Crilly,  Mr.  Addison  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  Mar  1, 1528 

Compensation  to  Seamen  Witnesses,  Question, 
Mr.  King ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  Feb  26, 
1384 

Convict  Labour,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Childers)  Mar  4,  1898 

High  Court  of  Justice  —  The  Bar  Library  in 
the  Law  Courts,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  0'  Con- 
nor; Answer,  A  I^ord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Leveson  Gower)  Feb  26,  1392 
The  Long  Vacation,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Mr.  Charles  Russell)  Feb  18,  590 

[eoni. 


Law  and  Justioi  {England  and  VTo^tft)— eoit 

Murder  of  PoHee  Constable  Sine  §t  Fanf 
Compton,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Aoivtr,Tbi 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  OeptrtiKot 
(Mr.  Childers)  Feb  26,  13S9 

Hew  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  LAboeekeit ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  tk 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Cbiiaert) fci  !«. 
1391 

Public  Executions,  Question,  Sir  Jossph  Veu: 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  iW 
Home  Department  (Mr.  GbUd«ri);  Qses* 
tion,  Mr.  O'Kelly  [no  reply]  F^  M.  !»; 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Deptrtaat 
(Mr.  Childers)  Mar  4,  1895 

Criminal  Law 

Assaults  upon  Children^  Qoestioii,  Mr.  Cisf. 
beare  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Statt  k 
the  Home  Department  (Sir  R.  AahKn 
Cross)  JaK  26,  424 

law  and  Police — Employment  of  e  BM- 
hound  in  Pursuit  of  Pouhert 
Question,  Mr.    Saunders;    Answer,  T^  S^ 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Deprtaitf 
(Mr.  Childers)  Feb  26,  1392 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendmeat  W  l^l 

{The  Lord  BramweU) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  25  (S9.  It) 

Lawbence,    Sir  J.  J.  Treror,  Smti, 

Reigate 
A  rmy  Medical  Offloen—Servisn  aod  Bilfviu 
Campaign,  1208 

Lawbencb,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liferpeel,  Utr- 
eromhy 
Employers*  Liability  Act  (1830) 

2R.  1114 
Employers'  Liability  Act— Kiodred  LifiAt* 

in  Foreign  Conntries,  1390 
Merchant  Shipping— The  "  Miry  Mirk.'  II» 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St,  PMtrm,  ^ 

Leaseholds  Enfranehiseaieiit,  1916 
Leaseholdi  EnfrancMemneni  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Lawson;  Answer,  '^J^ 
Lord  of  the  Treaiory  (Mr.  W.  B.GisWw*) 
Jfar4.  1910 

Leasehoidfl  (Facilities  of  ParchMe  d^ 
Simple)  BiU       {Mr,  U^'h  Mr-^^ 

Mr,  Puleston,  Colonel  Su^hsty  Mr.  Bii^ 

Mr.  Arthur  Cohen) 
e.  Orderad ;nsAV  Mn         l^^^^ 

LwoHTOK,  Mr.  8.,  SkrophinJ^'^ 

Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  ^^v— *■. 
Ireland  -  "  BoyootUng"  -  AikH  Os»^ 

193,312  ._.L-Jik 

Metropolis,  DUtorbances  in  tht-AeW«  ■ 

Home  Department- Eipl*«**»^  ^ 
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Lbitrdc,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Queen't  Speech,  Addren  in  An 
8wer  to,  82 
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Local  Goybbnicbitt  Boabd  —  Prendent 
(tee  Balfour,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.) 


Lethbridge,  Sir  B.,  Kemin^ion,  N, 
Admiral ty— Sale  of  Surplus  and  Unterviceable 

Stores,  1030 
Committee  on  Indian  Administration  —  Pay  of 

Native  Officials,  1030 
East  India — Bnrmah  —  Expenses  of  Military 

Operations,  Res.  080 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 
Ireland — Questions 
Arms  Act,  877 
Commissioners  of  National    Education  — 

Appointment  of  Head  Inspectors,  1909 
Evictions  —  Employment  of  the  Military 

Forces  of  the  Crown,  1012  ; — Return  for 

1884-5,  1910 
Landlord    and    Tenant  —  The    Kingston 

EsUtes,  1870 

Licensing   Laws    (Amendment)    (Local 

Control)  Bill  (3/r.  Stafford  Soward, 

Mr,  Honldaworthf  Mr.  C.  T.  Dyke  Aeland) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1®  * 
Jan  22  [Bill  35] 

Limerick,  Earl  of 

Greece  —  Collective    Note  of  the  European 

Powers,  303 
Ireland— National  League— Local  Courts,  1181 
31etropoIis,  Disturbances  in  the,  555,  577,  843 
Parliament— Sir  William  Rose,  K.C.B.,  late 

Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  185 
Parliament  —  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  Office 

of,  and   Office  of  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 

Black  Rod— Appointment  and  Nomination 

of  Select  Committee,  1357 
Parliament  —  Ventilation  of  the  House,  Res. 

1664 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  M^Lagan^  Dr.  Cameron^  Mr,  Maekintoih^ 

Mr,  Noelf  Mr,  Cawurtm  CorUt,  Mr.  Jaekiy 

Mr.  Mark  Stetonrt,  Mr,  Laeaitay  Dr,  Clark) 

c.  Considered  In  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1^  * 
Jan  22  [Bill  72] 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somorsei,  N. 

Parliament— Debate  on  the  Address— Personal 
Explanation,  606 

Loans  to  Landowners 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  26j 
To  leave  out  from  ."That,"  add  *<it  is  de- 
sirable that  more  extended  facilities  should 
be  given  by  legislation  to  owners  of  land  to 
improve  their  estates  by  means  of  moneys 
borrowed  on  Terminable  Annuities  from  the 
Sute'*  {Sir  John  Swinburtu)  v.,  1450; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ae, ;  " 
after  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

VOL.  OOOII.       [third    8SRIB8.] 
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Local  Ooyernmeitt  Board  —  President 
(see  CHAMBBRLAiNy  Bight  Hon.  J.) 

Local  Ooybrnment  Board — Secretary 
to  {see  CoLLDTOS,  Mr.  J.) 

JA>eal  Government  Bill 

Question,  Viscount  Cranbome  ;  Answer,  TIm 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Feb  22,  910 

LocKWOOD,  Mr.  P.,  York 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.  1084 

Metropolis — Metropolitan  Police  Force  <—  Or- 
ganization, Res.  1444 

London^  Government  of-^LegUlation 
Question,  Mr.  Cremer ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Uome  Department  (Mr. 
Childers)  Feb  22, 883 

London  Livery  Companies 
Question,  Baron  Dimsdale  ;    Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Local  GoTemment  Board  (Mr. 
Jesse  CoUings)  Mar  2,  1767 

London  School  Board  Election  Expenses 
Question,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick ;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)  Mar  4,  1883 

London  Water  Companies 
Question,  Mr.  Robson ;  Answer,  The  Seere- 
tary  of  State  for   the   Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childers)  Feb  25,  1222 

LoNO,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Wilts,  Divius 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addrtsf  in  An- 
swer to,  876, 506 

Lord  Adyooatb,  The  (see  Maodovald, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Lord  Advocate,  The  {see  Balfottr, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  B.) 

Lord  LisuTSNAirr  of  Ireland  —  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  {see  Dtxe,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  {see  Morlet,  Bight 
Hon.  J.) 

Lord  President  of  the  Oounoil  {see 
Oranbrook,  Yisoount) 

Lord  President  of  the  Council  {see 
SPENOSRy  Earl) 
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Lttbboox.  Sir  J.,  London  Univtnity 
Allotments  and  Small  Holdings— AfrioDltur*! 

Laboorers,  1809 
Imperial  ReTenoe  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain), 

Res.  1057 
Mr.  Oetarius  Vangban  Morgan,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  839 
Shop  Hours  Regulation,  3R.  079.  088 
Supplj — London  UniTersity,  1332 
Unclaimed  DeposiU,  8R.  18i7 


Lunacy  J^  [h.l.]  {The  Lord  Chane$Uor) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  U*  Feb  19  (No.  13) 

Read  2*  Mar  1, 1504 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chuneelhr) 

I.  PreMnted  ;  read  !>•  Feb  19  (No.  12) 

Read  3%  after  debate  JTor  1, 1489 

Lunacy  Commusumen  {Unyland  and  Scot- 
land)—Ths  Reports 
Qaestion,  Mr.   W.  J.  Corbet:    Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Childers)  Feb  25,  1310 

Lnnacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  Bill 

(Dr.    Cameron,  Mr,    Charlee  Rtteedl,    Mr. 

Fnieetim,  Mr,  JTittiam  Corbet) 

e.  Ordered :  read  1«  •  Jan  35  [BUI  85] 

Read  V  •  Feb  24 
Committee — b.p.  Feb  35, 1343 

Ltell,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Law  and  Justice  (Scotland)— Procurator  Fiscal 
of  Orknej,  1513 

LTMiNaToyy     Viscount,    Dcvanj     South 

Molten 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1573 

MoAbthitb,  Mr.  A.»  LeiecHcr 

Franoe  and  Madajpuear*— The  Treaty,  1303 
Supply-- Orange  RiTer  Territory,  Ac.  1013 


MAOABTimT,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Aivtrim^  S. 

Ireland — Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage  —  '*  Boycotted  "  Cattle 

—Cork  Steam  Packet  Company,  1900 
ETictions — Case  of  the  Widow  Anne  Shaw, 

Co.  Monaghan,  1700 
Illegal  Use  of  Firearms —  Case  of  Joseph 

Delaney,  Borris,  Co.  Carlow,  1683 
Irish  National  League  —  Murder  of  Mr. 
Curtin.  1539 
Labourers  ( Ireland)  Act  Amendment,  3R.  1810, 

1838,  1837 
Parliamentary  Elections  —  List  of  Claims  to 
Vote  of  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board, 
1198 
Supply— Registmiios  of  Voters,  Ireland.  1307, 

1308 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  3R.  1140 


McOalxont,  Captain  J.,  Anirimf  S. 

Ireland— Questions 

Alleged  "  BoycotUng,*'  1535 

Crime  and  Outrage— Outrage  upon  Randal 

M 'Sweeny,  1705 
Parliamentaiy  Elections— Illiterate  Voters, 

1700 
Phcsnix  Park.  Dublin,  1907 

M'Oabthy,  Mr.  J.,  Longford,  N. 

Parliament — Election  of  a  Speaker,  10 
Parliament — (Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  000 

M'Oabtht,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Newry 
Burmah— Military  Executions  —  The  Profoai 
Marshal,  188 

McOiTLLOOHy  Mr.  J.,  Olaeyow,  St,  RoUox 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  3),  Motion  for  Leare, 

1340 
Loans  to  L.indowners,  1457, 1459 
Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scot* 

land,  Ac.  781 

Macdoxald,    Right    Hon.    J.    H.   A. 
(Lord    Advocate),    Sdinhurgh    and 
St.  Andrew^s  Univ^reitiec 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  305 
Scotland  —  Fisheries  —  Prirate  Piers— Pier 
Dues,  300 
I^w  and  Justice — Mr.  R.  W.  Renton,  Pro- 
curator Fiscal  for  East  Fife,  309 

{After  Rcciynati&n) 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  3),  Motion  for  Leave, 
1341 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  058 

Supply— Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scot- 
land, Ac.  787,  793 
SecreUry  for  Scotland,  770.  770,  771 

Tenure  of  Town  Uouses  (Ireland),  3R.  1154 

MoDoKALD,  Mr.  P.,  Sliyo,  N. 

Ireland — Questions 

Court   of   Bankruptcy — The   late   OOeial 

Assignee  (Mr.  0.  II.  Jamee),  1107:— 

Mr.    S.  U.  Deering,  OAcial  Assigiiee, 

1374 

Fishery    Piers  and  Harbottr»— Knoeklow 

Head,  Grange,  Co.  Sligo,  1037 
Registrar  Geoerars  Department,  890.  900 
Parliamentafj  Elections- List  of  Claisss   to 
Vote  of  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board, 
1197 
Supply— Public  Education,  Ireland,  1334 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland).  3 R.  1131 

McDovALO,  Dr.  B.»  Eaeo  and  Oromariy 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  3).  Motion  for  Leave, 

1334 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  848 
Seotland^Qoestions 

Administration  of  Jnstieo  in  tho  Highlands 
and  Islands.  1307 

tOMt. 
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M'DoNALD,  Dr.  R. — eont.. 

Ilnrboor  Acoommodalion  (North  of  Scot- 
land), 1200 
Ilai-bours— InTcrgordon  Ilarboar,  1752 
MagistrAoy — Mr.  William  Ivory,  Sheriff  of 
Inverness  shire,  1207 
Supply— Courts  of  Law  and  Jattico  in  Scot- 
land, Ac,  78b 

Macfarlane,  Mp.  D.  H.,  Argyll 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 

1322 
Metropolis— Police  Regulations  for  Dogs,  1582, 

1533 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  496  ;  Amendt.  642 
Scotland — Questions 

Fisheries — Private  Piers — Pier  Dues,  805, 

306 
Foreshores  and  Fishings,  416 
Representation  of  the  People  Act — Polling 
Places  in  Argjllshire,  881 
Supply  —  Registration    of  Voters,    England, 
1260 

MoGarel-Hoqo,  Sir  J.  M.,  JUiddlessx, 
Hormey 
Metropolis— Distress  in  South  London,  1085 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 

dto.),  2R.  1104 
Public  Parks  and  Recreation  Grounds — Pro- 
posed Park  at  Dulwich,  1005 

Mac  Innes,   Mr.  M.,    Northumh&rlandf 

Hexham 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.  1108 

M*IvER,  Mr.  L.,  Bet  on,  Torquay 

East  India,   Burmah  (Expenses  of  Military 

Operations),  Hes.  956 
Overhead  Telegraph    and  Telephone    Wires, 

1803 

MoKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Monaghan,  8. 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1713 
Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain), 

Res.  1089 
Supply— Post  Office,  1281,  1282 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fbaseb-,  Invernea- 

shire 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 

1330 
Scotland — Arrears  of  Rates  in  Skye,  1518 

The  Sheriff  Clerk  Depute  of  Skye,  1517 

McLaren,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 

Burmah—The  Chinese  Government,  192 
China—The  Reported  Loan,  191 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  650 

Maclean,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Oxford,  Woodetoek 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 
Ac),  2R.  1165 


Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 

East  India,   Burmah    (Expenses  of  Military 

Operations),  Res.  953 
India^Committee  on  Indian  Administration— 
—  The  Covenanted   and   Unoovenanted 
Civil  Service,  1032 
Finance,  ^.-^Depreciation  of  Silver,  1082 

Madagascar — Treaty  with  France 

Questions,  Mr.  Johnston,  Sir  Charlea  W. 
Dilke  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke) 
Jan  25,  312  ;  Question,  Sir  Donald  Carrie; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  22,  895  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  M'Arthur,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce) 
Feb  25,  1203 

Maonlac,  Mr.  0.,  Bedford,  N.,  Biggies- 
wade 
America  (Central)— The  Panama  Canal,  711 
Army  Clothing  Factory,  Pimlioo,  1222 
France  and  China— The  Treaty,  1216 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Compensa- 
tion, 1206 
Midland  Railway,  2R.  1673 
Suez  Canal,  711 

Town   Holdings,    Motion    for  a  Select  Com* 
mittee,  1808 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T,,  jEssex,  8,JS. 

East  London  Water,  3 R.  1665 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 
dtc),  2R.  116i 

Malta,  University  of 
Question,  Viscount  Sid  mouth  ;  Answer,  The 
Secreiary  of  State  for  the   Colonies  (Earl 
Granville)  Fc6  19,  702 

Manners,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 
(Postmaster    General),     Leicester- 
shire, E, 
Post  OflBoe — Oferhead  Wires — Recent  Snow* 
storm,  307 
Parcel  Post,  305 

Mappin,  Mr.  F.  T.,   York.   W.R.,  EaU 

lamshire 
Army  (Side  Arms)— Tenders  for  Swords,  1211 
Midland  Railway,  2 R.  1671,  1676 

Marjoribanks,  Bight  Hon.  E.  (Oomp- 
troUer  of  the  Household),  Berwick- 
shire 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  1038 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech— Jer  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  911 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

Bill  (^***  Beneage,  Mr.  Broadhunt, 

Mr,    Albert    Orey,     Mr,     Pulett<m,     Mr, 
Cameron,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Areh) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l*"  •  Jan  22  [Bill  40] 
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Harriages  (Attendance  of  Befl^iatran) 

Bill   (Sir   ItUhatd    Webattr,   Sir  Eiehurd 
Crost,  Mr,  Stuart'  JFortley,  Mr.  Baggallay) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  20  [Bill  121] 


MAY 


MET 


Marriages  (Hours  of  Solemnisation)  Bill 

{Mr.  Carvell  Williamtf  Mr.  Richard,  Mr. 
Inee) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  *  Jan  22  [Bill  62] 

Marriages  (Nonconformist  Chapels)  Bill 

{Mr.  Shirley,  Mr.  M^Irer,  Mr.  Xewnet,  Sir 
Oeorffe  Sitwellf  Mr,  Conybearej  Mr.  Ltieeittr, 
Mr.  Johns,  Mr.  Channing) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Jan  22  [Bill  50] 

Marrii^es  YaUdity  BiU  [k.l] 

(Th^  Lord  Binhop  of  Carlisle) 

I.  Presented;  read  1*  *  fV&  14  (No.  11) 

Read  2%  afler  short  delMite  Ftb  22, 860 
Committee ;     Report,     after     short     debate 
Mar  4.  1872 


Women  (Maintenance  in  Case 
of  Desertion)  Bill       {Mr.  FuiUy,  Mr. 

Thotnas  Blake,     Mr.    Winterbotham,    Mr. 
Warmington) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Feb  24         [Bill  111] 

Mabttm,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 
Ireland  «  Questions 

Improvement  of  Landed  Property,  308 
l4ind  Commission  Coart— Appeals,  1190 
Royal   Irish  Constabalarj  —  Alleged  Die* 
order — Condaot  of  the  Polioe  at  Beonets- 
bridge,  Co.  Kilkennj,  1191 

Maskeltnb,    Mr.  M.   H.   N.   Stoby-, 
WilU,  Crichlade 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  A  mend  moot, 
2R.  1113 

Matheb,  Mr.  W.,  Salford,  S. 
Parliament'Qoeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An<- 
iwer  to,  252 

Maurttiui 

Appointment  of  Mr,  Cliford  Uoyd  a$  Lieu- 
tenant  Governor — Questions,  Mr.  Coi,  Sir 
George  Campbell.  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  An- 
•wers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colooici  (Mr.  OsbonM  Morgan)  Feb  22, 
891 

Mr.  Coekbum  Slswart,  Qneation,  Mr.  Ueatott  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Colonel  SUnley)  Jan  26,  421 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £.,  Wigion 

Army  (Soadan  Campaign)— The  Royal  Irish 

Rfgiment,  1200 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Laare, 

1825 
Inland  Refenoe  Ofllctals,  1209,  1210 
Nary    (Supplementary    Estimates,    18858)— 

Navy  Services,  1301 


Matnb,  Mr.  T.,  TipperMy,  Hid 
Labonrort  (Ireland)  Acta  Amendment,     2R. 
1810 


Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr.  Ashmsad-BartMi^ 
Mr.  Joseph  Cowsn,  Mr.  Stuart-  fFbrtUy^  Mr» 
Baden' Powell,  Viscount  Cranbome) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  24  [Bill  118] 

Iferehani  Shipping 
Royal  Committion  on,  Qnettioo,  Mr.  Baden- 
Powell  ;    Answer,    The    President  of    tho 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Jam  28 » 
427 

The  **  Mary  Mark;*  Qoestion,  Mr.  W.  F.  Law. 
rcnce ;    Answer,  The   Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aftirs  (Mr.  Bryce)  fe6  25, 
1198 

Tke  Smaek  **  Columbine,**  Question,  Mr. 
Jacks ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Ad* 
miralty  (Mr.  Htbbert)  Feb  19,  707 


Merchant  Shipping  Act  (1854)  Amend* 

ment  Bill  {Mr.  King,  Mr.  Kimber,  Mr. 
Baggattay,  Mr.  Fitzgerald) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  25  [BiU  87] 

Metropolis 
Distress  in   South   London,    Question,    Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers  ;  Answer,  The  Chairman  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  ot  Works  (Sir  Jamea 
M'Garel-ilogg)  Feb  23,  1083 

Dieturbaneee  in  the  Metropolis  on  Monday^ 
Feb  8,  Questions,  Obeerfationt,  The  Earl 
of  Limerick  ;  Reply.  I^rd  Thurlow ;  shori 
debate  tbereon  F^  18,  MS 

Action  of  the  Home  Department,  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  II.  Smith,  Lord  Algernon  Percy,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  Sir  R.  Assbeton  Cross,  Mr. 
Pieton,  Mr.  Ritchie.  Mr.  Radcliffs  Cooke, 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Pnleston;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Uome  De* 
partment  (Mr.  Childersl,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladsloae) ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  [no  reply]  Feb  IS, 
598 

Order  in  the  Streeu^Dutite  of  the  Home 
Ofiee,  Question,  Mr.  Burdett-Coutts ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  florae 
DepaHment  (Mr.  Childers)  F«6  19.  707 

The  Recent  Riote,  Question.  The  Earl  of 
Limerick;  Answer,  Lord  Thurlow  Feb  22, 
848 

Power  of  the  Chief  Commistioner  of  PUiee  in 
Event  of  Reewrremte,  Qoestioii.  Cokmel 
Hughes  llallett :  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
Suie  for  the  Uome  Depaiiment  (Mr. 
Childers)  Feb  22,  903 

Report  of  the  Committee  of  Investigatiom, 
Statement,  The  Secreury  of  Sute  for  thu 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers);  Queu* 
tions,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smilb,  Sir  James  Fergus- 
eon  ;  Answers.  The  Seereury  of  Sute  for 
the  Uome  Department  (Mr.  Childers)  Feh^, 
909 

leemt. 
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503. 


Ilsmopous— eon/s 

Comp€n$ation,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith* 
Mr.  Magniae ;  Answers,  The  Secretarjr  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  JV6  25,  1206 

Sunday  Meetxngt  in  the  Squares  and  Parks, 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Laminffton, 
Viscount  Midleton,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alder- 
ley,  Visoonnt  Cranbrook:  Replies,  Lord 
Aberdare,  Lord  Tborlow  Feb  25,  1174  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Addison  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Ghilders)  Feb  26,  1381  ;  Question,  CapUin 
Fellowes ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  §tate 
for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr.  Ghilders) 
Mar  1, 15iS 

London  Livery  Companies— Legislaiion^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Iloweli ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Ghilders)  Feb  22,  877  ;  Question,  Baron 
Dimsdale;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Gofernment  Board  (Mr.  Jesse  Gol- 
lings)  Mar  2,  1767 

Lofidon  Municipal  Refonn,  Question,  Mr. 
James  Stuart;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Bome  Department  (Mr. 
Ghilders)  fV6  19,  711 

Public  Health —  Unwholesome  Habitations, 
Question,  Mr.  Shirley;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Ghilders)  Feb  22,  880 

Metropolitan   Board    of    Works    (Fire 
Bxigade  Expenses)  Bill     (Mr.  Tatton 

Egsrton,    Sir   James    M^GareUHogg,   Mr, 
Rider  Cook) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  22  [Bill  81] 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Keeping 

of  Firewood)  Bill  (^(>  Jaines  M*Oarel- 
Hogg,  Mr,  Morgan  Howard) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l*" •  Jan  22  [Bill  81] 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Theatres, 

ftO.)  Bill    {Mr.    Rider    Cook,    Sir    James 
M*QarelBogg)  ' 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  22  [Bill  44] 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water 

Snpply,  Ac.)  Bill     {Sir  James  M'OareU 

Hogg,  Mr.  Bryee,  Sir  George  Russell,  Colonel 

Hughes) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l'  •  Jan  22  [Bill  81] 

Mofed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
Feb  24,  1164  ;  Aroendt.  to  leate  out  *'  now," 
add  "  upon  this  day  six  months  "  (Mr.  Coope) ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  '  now,'  Ac.  ; " 
after  short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

Metropolitan  Polieo,  The 

Departmental  Committee  of  1870,  Questions, 
Observations,  Viscount  £a6eld.  Viscount 
Midleton ;  Replies,  Lord  Aberdare,  Lord 
Tbarlow  Feb  23, 1012 

[colli. 


Metropolitan  PoUee,  TAd— cont. 

Sir  Edmund  Henderson,  Qoettioni,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answers,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Ghilders)  Feb  26,  1377 

Poliee  Regulations  as  to  Dogs,  Questions,  Mr. 
Macfarlane,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Gross ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  ilomo 
Department  (Mr.  Ghilders)  Mar  1,  1532 

Metropolitan  Poliee  Foree,  The — Organi- 
%ation 

Questions,  Mr.  W.  11.  Smith,  Mr.  Burdett* 
Gontts,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answers,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Ghilders)  Feb  26,  1220;  Questions, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  W.H.Smith,  Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Ghil- 
ders) Mar  1,  1512;  Question,  Golooel 
Sandys ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Ghilders).  1532 

Amendt.  on  Gommittee  of  Supply  Feb  20, 
To  leare  out  from  "  That,"  add  **  in  tlie 
opinion  of  this  House,  no  reform  of  the  ad- 
ministration and  organisation  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force  will  be  satisfactory 
unless  provision  is  made  for  such  reform  of 
the  government  of  the  Metropolis  as  will  in  • 
sure  to  representatives  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis  a  direct  control  over  their  own 
police"  (ifr.  James  Stewart)  v.,  1304  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao ;  "  after 
long  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Midland  Railti ay  Bill  (by  Order) 
e.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
{Sir  Charles  Forster)  Mar  2,  1066 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  add  **  (his 
House,  whilst  not  unwilling  to  consider 
favourably  an  application  from  the  said  Gom- 
pany,  under  proper  conditions,  for  power  to 
make  arrangements  with  other  Gompanics 
tending  to  economise  the  cost  of  transport  to 
the  Gompany,  refuses  to  entertain  the  samo 
as  a  mere  incident  in  a  Bill  for  miscellaneous 
objects,  and  unaccompanied  by  the  offer  of 
any  compensating  advantages  to  the  public  " 
(Sir  Bemhard  Samuefson);  Question  pro- 
posed, '*  That  the  words,  6te, ; "  nher  short 
debate.  Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  "  {Mr,  Staveley  Hill) ;  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Mn>LBTON,  Viscount 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Mounted  Volunteir 

Infantry,  1663 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  557  * — Sunday 

Meetings  in  the  Squares  and  Parks,  1176 
Metropolitan     Police    Force  —  Departmental 

Gommittee  of  1879,  1012 

MiLLTowN,  Earl  of 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1498 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  576,  577 
Parliament — Ventilation  of  the  House,   Res. 

1664 
Policy    of   II. M.     GoTemment,     Ministerial 

Statement,  665 
Sale  of  Poisons,  1349, 1850 


MIL 
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MiLYAiN,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 
Edocation  AeU  CommiMioo,  1681 


Mines  Bill  (-Wr.  dmyheare^  Mr, 

BorUue,  Mr,  Burtf  Mr,  Bhke,  Mr,  MUsoh, 
Mr,  Abraham  {BKondda  VaUey),  Mr.Maton, 
Mr,  Saunders) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  29  [Bill  109] 

Mines,  JSxplosions  in — Itspart  of  the  Royal 

Commiiiion 
Qaestion,  Colonel  Blandell ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
oreUry  of  State  lor  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.Childen)  JV619,  706 

Mines  Batii«  BiU 

{Mr.  WarmingtoHy  Mr,  Fletcher,  Mr,  Cobb) 

e.  Ordered  *  Feb  23 

Readl»*F«»94  [Bill  110] 

Mining  Leases  Bill 

{Mr,  Conybeare,  Mr,  Borlaee,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr, 

McLaren,  Mr,  Blake,  Mr,  Saunders) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Jan  22  [Bill  6fi] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  Jan  25 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  0.,  King^e  Co,,  Birr 
Supply— Count/  Courta,  777 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  Ac. 
780 

MoNTAOiT,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  Eamlete,  White* 
ehapel 
Coinage,  Iff  10 

More,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Shropshire,  Ludlow 
Exeiae— Cottage  Brewing  Licences,  1194 

MoBOAKy    Bight    Hon.    O.    Osborne, 

Denbighshire,  E 
Bnrmah— MiliUr/   Execntions— The  PrOToat 
Bfarsbal,  314 

(  Under  Seeretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies) 
Africa  ( South) — Questions 
Affairs  of,  721 

Sale  of  Spirits  in  Bechuanaland,  1023 
Transfaal,  1901 
Burial  Grounds  Bill,  1002 
Colonial  Ecclesiastical  Appointments,  1878 
C/prus  (Finance,  Ac.),  1530 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Industry — Distress  at 

Shipboilding  Ports,  710 
Eastern  Telegraph  Company,  1383 
Land  Registry,  2R.  1002. 1005 
Mauritius — Appointment  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 

as  Lieutenant  Governor,  891, 893 
New  Zealand—Treaty  of  Waitangi,  1885 
Parliamentary  Representation  in  the  Colonici 

—Colonial  Voters,  1392 
Post    Office  «—  Maila    between    Cyprus   and 

Alexandria,  1390 
Supply^  Orange  Kifcr  Territory,  Ac.    1601, 

1006 


MoBLEY,  Earl  of  (First  Commissioner 
of  Works) 

Parliament  —  Ventilation  of  the  Oommiite« 

Rooms,  868 
Public  Offices,  the  New,  Res.  1173 

MoBLBT,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the    Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland) ,  NeweastU-upon-  Tyne 
Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts  Continuance,  9R. 
1650 

Irsland — Questions 
Arms  Act,  677 
"Boycotting,"  1526,  1527;— City  of  Cork 

Steam  Packet  Company,  1037,  1906  :  — 

Clonmel,  1880,  1881 
Commissioners  of  Charitable  Donations  and 

Bequests— «<  Belfast  White  Linen  Hall." 

1193 
Commissioners  of  National  Education  — 

Appointment  of  Head  Inspectors,  1910 
DeposiU  in  Irish  Banks.  1914 
Distress    in  Wicklow,   1026 ;  —  Western 

Inlands,  1026,  1519 
Fisheries   —   Bequest    of  the    late    Mr. 

M*Comas,  Dalkey,  Co.  Dublin,  1895 

Illegal  Use  of  Firearms — Case  o(  Joaeph 

Delaney,  Borrls.  Co.  Car  low,  1683 
Inland    Narigation    and    Drainage  —  Tbo 

Barrow,  590,  1889 
Irish  l4ind  Commission  (Sub-Coraraissios- 

ers)— Sittings  in  Kerry,  1904 
Irish  Land  Purchase  Settlement  Company, 

1758 
Irish    National    I^eagoe— Murder  of  Mr. 

Curtin,  1530 

Labourers'     Act  —  Tipperary    Board    of 

Guardiana,  1527 
land  Commission  Court— Appeals,  1200, 

1537 
Land  Purchase  Act.  1762 
Local  GoTcmment  Board  —  Report  of  In* 

apector  on  (he  Propoaed  Anulgamation 

of  Portiona  of  the  Donougbmore  Union 

with  the  Unions  of  Roscrea  and  Abbey  Iciz, 

589 
Lunacy,  1764 

Lunacy  Commissiooers— Tbe  Report.  70C 
Lunatic   Asylums — The  Resident  Medical 

Superintendent,     Letterkenny    Asylum, 

1215,  1916 
Magistracy— Kilkenny  Co.  188J,  1683  :— 

Mr.  John  O.  Payne,  J.H.,  Cork,  1753 
Orange  Emergency  Committee  (Co.  Caran), 

1763 
Parliamentary  Elections— Illiterate  Voters, 

1766 
Political  Meetings— Speech  of  Mr.  J.  Mor- 

ley  at  Chelmaford,  903 
Prisons— Monnljoy  Convict  Prtaon,  598 : — 

Suicides  in  Galway  Gaol.  589 
Pttblic  Meetings— Speech  of    Mr.  0.   11. 

Smith  at  Newry.  1869 
Rafllee  for  Land  of  Protestant  Landlord*, 

1519 
Registrar  Generara  Department,  899,  900, 

1894 
Reprcaentation  of  the  People  Act  (1881)— 

Defective  Ketnma,  1901 
Saviop  in  Ireland-* ReportCi  1531 

iosmU 


MOB        MOB         (SESSION    1886)        MOB 


MUN 


50s. 


MoBLBT,  Right  Hon.  J.— tfotU. 

Sea  and  Ooatt  Fitberies — GrieTaooe  of  the 
Fo/le  Fisherroeo,  1 194  ;— Report  of  the 
Commiuion  on  Trawling,  902 

Seed  Rate,  1216 

Seed  Supply  Act — Foorth  Instalment  of 
Rate — Postponement  of  Payment,  908, 
1534,  1894 

State  of  Ireland  —  Charge  against  Emer- 
gency Men  at  Corna^ine,  Oo.  CaTan, 
1034 

Tenants  of  Glebe  Lands,  1484 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage— Questions 
Alleged  Outrages  at  Rlchfordstown,  Clona- 

kilty,  Co.  Cork,  8S5 
Alleged  Outrages  near  Dundalk,  1520 
Fiotitions  Outrages,  Mo? ille,  Co.  Donegal, 

1200 
Malioions  Burning  at  Newcastle  West,  Co. 

Limerick— Compensation,  1023 
Outrage  upon  Randal  M'Sweony,  1765 
Riot  at  Armagh,  1021 
Riot  at  Clones,  Co.  Monaghan,  1034,  1529 

Ireland— ETiotions— Questions 
1026 

Case  of  the  Widow  Anne  Shaw,  Co.  Mona- 
ghan, 1760 
Co.  Tyrone.  1030 

Employment  of  Military  Forces  —  Return 
for  1884-5,  1911 
Ireland— Landlord  and  Tenant — Questions 
Estate  of  Colonel  Clive,  877 
Mr.  U.  M'Dougall,  Agent  to  the    Gor- 
manstowu  Estate,  Co.  Meath,  1201, 1202 
Mr.  Michael  Lynch,  Barna,  Co.  Galway, 

1197 
The  Kingston  Estate,  1880 
Ireland — I«aw  and  Justice — Questions 

Case  of  Morgan  Brien,  Cork  Winter  As- 
sises, 1380 
Case  of  Michael  Storey,  884 
Firing  at  the  Person  —  Case  of  Robert 
Cooper  and  J.  G.  Blaokley,  1370 
Ireland — Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — Knock- 
low  Head,  Grange,  Co.  Sligo,  1027 
Works    at     Killerduff    and    Polnamuck, 
Co.  Mayo,  1205 
Ireland — Piers  and  Harbours — Questions 
Arklow  Harbour  Works,  884 
Barbour  Works  at  Donegal,  1371 ;  —  Cos- 
tello  and  Kilkerrin,  Co.  Galway,  1538 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Questions 

Armagh  Union  —  Removal  of  a  Pauper  by 

the  Relieving  OflBoer,  1753 
Election  of  Guardians  —  Mr.  Joseph  D. 
Grier,  Clerk  of  the  Cavan  Union,  1543, 
1893 
Out-door  Relief,  1214 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Questions 
Alleged  Disorder  —  Conduct  of  Police  at 

Bennetsbridge,  Co.  Kilkenny,  1192 
Extra  Police  at  Clones  Fair,   Co.  Mona- 
ghan, 1033 
Force  at  Mullingar,  1023 
Police  Barrack  at  Meenacladdy,  Co.  Done- 
gal, 1888 
Ireland — Kfictions— Case  of  the  Widow  Anne 

Shaw,  Co.  Monaghan,  Res.  719 
Ireland  —  Maintenance  of  Social  Order,  Res. 

1923 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts    Amendmenti    2R. 
1814, 1816 


MoRLBT,  Right  Hon.  J.^eont, 

Lord  Randolph  ChurohiU'i  Visit  to  Belfast, 
717 ; —  Speech  —  Extra  Parliamentary  Ut- 
teranoes,  1117  ; — Extra  Police,  1535 
Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  627 
Parliamentary  Elections  —  List  of  Claims  to 
Vote  of  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board, 
1198 
Supply  —  Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  810, 
822 
County  Court  Officers,  Ac.  Ireland,  796 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1241 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2R.  1125 

MoBLEY,  Mr.  Arnold  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Nottingham,  JS, 
Ireland— Post  Office— The  Postmaster  at  Bala, 

1376.  1755 
Parliament — Adjournment,  536 

Moroeeo^^  Stale  of  the  FrisoM 

Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs (Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  23, 1025 

MoTJirr  -  Edgoumbb,     Earl    of    (  Lord 
Steward  of  the  Household) 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech— Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  531 

MowBBAT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
Univeriity 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  —  Extraordinary 

Tithe,  587 
Parliament — Election  of  a  Speaker,  5 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  Nomina- 
tion uf  Committee,  411,414  ;  Amendt.  415 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  1367 
Post  Office—The  UniTersities,  1905 

MuLHOLLAKD,     Mr.    H.    L.,     London' 

derrf/t  ^' 
Labourers   (Ireland)  Acts    Amendment,    2R. 

1820, 1826 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Act,  1761 

Sf  umDELLA)  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Sheffield, 

Brighteide 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Industry ^The  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry,  714,715 
Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882  — Provisional  or 

Private  Bills,  1763 
Importation  of  Irish  Cattle  —  The  Monthly 

Returns,  1701 
Ireland  —  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  — 
Lighthouse  Keepers,  1019 
Lighthouses  —  Attendance  of  Keepers  at 
Divine  Service  on  Sundays,  and  Educa- 
tion of  Children,  1885 
Pensions  of  Servants,  1371 
labour  Sutistics,  Res.  1787,  1804 
Law  and  Justice  —  Compensation  to  Seamen 

Witnesses,  1384 
Midland  Kailway,  2R.  1675,  1076,  1677 
Railways— Accident  at  Athy  Station,  1888 
Couplings,  1199 
Rates,  808 
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HuniiLLA,  Right  Hod.  A.  J.— ««ii<. 

Saving!  Banki  Reiaros  (England  and  SootUnd), 

1761 
Scotland —  Qarbonn— '  InTWgordon  Harbour, 

1763 
Trade  and  Gommeroe— Falieljr  Marked  Gh>ods, 

1544 ;  —  Imports  of  Batter  and  Batterine, 

1031 

Municipal  Bomidaries  (Dablin)  Bill 

{Ur,  Chaneif  Mr.  T,  2).  Sullivan,  Mr.  Edmond 
Dwy^r  Gray,  Mr,  Timothy  Barrington, 
Mr.  Murphy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  /on  33  [Bill  30] 

Mmiicipal  Fnuicbise  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Jam$9  O^Brien,  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington, 
Mr.  Siehard  Power,  Mr.  Mayne,  Mr, 
Feter  M'Donald) 
e.  Ordered ;  i«ad  l^^Jan  33  [BUI  0] 

Monieipal  FranduM  (Ireland}  (No.  2) 

Bill  (JTr.  Johnston,  Mr.  De  Cobain) 

c,  Orderad ;  read  1«  •  Jan  33  [Bill  76] 

MxTBFHT,  Mr.W.  M.,  Dublin,  8L  PtUrick's 
Ireland — Ro/al  Irlth  Conslabnlarj  —  Olothiog 
Oootraeti,  1884 

Napier  of  Maodala,  Lord 

Kingdom  of  Ara,  Bei.  805 

JMionat  Ptovident  Imurance 

Select  Committee  appointed,  *'  to  loaaire  into 
the  best  system  of  National  Provident  In- 
soranee  against  Paaperism "  {Sir  Herbert 
MoMwelt)  Feb  35 

National  Soliool  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  WilUam  (/Brien,  Mr,  Justin  Huntly 
McCarthy,  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr,  Bdmond 
^hoyer  Gray,  Mr,  Comomy) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  /«»  33  [BUI  13] 

Natt        ( QueiUoru) 

AdmiraUy^Natfol  Pennons,  Question,  Cap- 
tain Prioe ;  Answer,  Tiie  CivU  Lord  of  the 
Admimltjr  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  Feb  35, 1305  ; 
— Sole  qf  Surplus  and  Unserviceable  Stores, 
Question,  Sir  Roper  I^tbbrldge;  Answer, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Woodall)  F^  33,  1030 

JStpendiiure,  Question,  Mr.  Petroe  ;  Answer, 
The  SecreUry  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Utb- 
bert)  Jfar  4, 1009 

Ha^bowline  Dock  {Cork  Harbour),  Questions, 
Mr  Lane;  Answers.  The  CivU  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  Feb  35,  1303 

HJf.S.  -  BelUrophon;*  Question,  Sir  John 
Gorst :  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  llibbert)  Afar  3.  1767 

Queeti^s  Regulations,  The^Promotion  of  Sea-^ 
men.  Question,  Captain  Vemey  ;  Answer, 
The  SecreUry  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hlb- 
beH)lfar  4, 1014 

[confi 


Natt— conl. 

Soyal  Taeht  •*  Oshome,'*  Question,  Mr.  Gour- 
ley ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  Hibbert)  Feb  33,  878 

Shipbuilding  on  the  Tyne,  Question,  Mr. 
Broadhurst ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  |tho 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Jan  35» 
313 

Special  Promotions,  Question,  Captain  Ter- 
ney ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  Hibbert)  Mar  3,  1764 

Side  Arms — Supply  of  Cutlasses,  Question, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  Ge- 
neral of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)  Feb  38, 
1381 

Use  of  a  Qunhoat  by  a  Resident  Magistrate  ai 
Bantry,  Question,  Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  Afar  1, 1538 

Nttpy — Cciut  Defenees 
Moved,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
Reports  of  Admiral  UamUton  or  of  any  other 
officer  commissioned  to  inquire  into  Coast 
Defences  and  the  Royal  Naval  Volunteer 
Artillery  Corps  "(7%0  Viscount  Sidmouth) 
Feb  33,  1008 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 


New   Forest,   The—Muiilaiion  e/  JSMf 
Trees 
Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  James ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury   (Mr.   Henry   U. 
Fowler)  Fe«  35, 1311 

NswHBS,  Mr.  O.,  Camhrid^e,  B.,  NihP^ 
market 
Public  Meetings — Speech  of  Lord  Randolph 
ChorchUl  at  Belfast.  1334 

New  Zeedand^Ths  TVeeUy  ef  Wmiemgi 
Question,  Sir  John  Gorst ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Seeretarv  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  Mar  4, 1884 

NoLA2r»  Oilonel  J.  P.,  Oalmmg,  N, 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1038 
Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain^ 
Res.  1070 

Ireland — Questions 

Landlord  and  Tenant  ^  Estate  of  Coloeel 

Clive.  876 
Post  Offico— Galway  Mails,  1635 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  —  Trawling  in 

Galway  Bay,  307. 903 
Seed  Supply  Aet  —  Fourth  Instalment  of 

Rate —  PostpoacBMnt  of  Paysseat»  818, 

903,  1534, 1894 

Post  Office— Telegraphic  Addrasses,  1890 
Supply — Dover  Harbour,  744,  750 
Oraogo  River  Territory.  Ac.  1831 
Post  usee,  1383.  1384 
Town   Holdings,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1804 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  NaTigatton»  Motioa 
for  Leaver  1053 
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Out- 


Nolan,  Mr.  J.,  Louth,  W. 

Ireland — Orime  and    Outrage — Alleged 

rages  near  Dundalk,  1519 
Labourers    (Ireland)  Acts    Amendment,    2R. 

1835,  1836,  1837 

NoBRiSy  Mr.  E.  S.y  Tower  ffamUU^  Lime- 
house 

Mr.  Bradlaugh,  1901 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  905 

NoBTHBBooK,  Earl  of 

Kingdom  of  Ata,  Res.  858 

NoBTHOOTE,  Hon.  H.  S.  (Financial  Se- 
cretary, War  Department),  Exeter 
Army  (Discipline)  —  Disorders  in  Belfast  Bar- 
racks, 805 
Quartermasters,  421 
Richmond  Barracks,  Dublin,  81 1 
Testing  of  Sidearms^DefeotiTO  Bajonets, 
418 
War  OflSco  —  Powder  Magazine  at  Bermuda, 
426 

{After  ResignaUon) 

Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882  —  Provisional  or 

Private  Bills,  1763 
Parliament — Public  Business,  1767 
Post  Office -Post  Cards,  1524 

NoBTOw,  Mr.  R.,  Kent,  Tunhridge 
Poor  Law —Derivative  Settlements,  1520 

Oaths  Bill 

{Mr.  Serjtant  Simon,  Mr,  SUnsfeld,  Mr.  Heneage, 

Mr,  Charles  RuBtell,  Mr,  Channing) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  l^  * 
Jan  22  [Bill  64] 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  8, 

Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain), 
Res.  1064 

Savings  Banks  Returns  (England  and  Soot- 
land),  1761 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipper ary,  N, 

Ireland  —  Law  and  Justice  —  Case  of  Morgan 
Brien,  Cork  Winter  Assizes,  1380 

O'Bbien,  Mr.  W.,  Tyrone,  S. 

Ireland— Alleged  **  Boycotting,"  1526 

Glebe  Lands  —  Purchases  under  the  Land 
Act  of  1860,  309 ;  —  Tenants  of,  1473, 
1483 
Maintenanee  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 
1921,1981,1984 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr,  A.,  Donegal,  £, 

Army  (Supplementary   Estimates,  1885-6) — 

Warlike  Stores  and  Works,  1631 
Coal  Mines   Regulation    Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1819,  1869 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1830)  Amendment, 
2R.  1080, 1108,  1114 


ISES8I0N    1886}         000       OHE 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.^eoni, 
High  Court  of  Justice — The  Long  Vacation, 


590  ; — The  Bar  Library  in  tho  I^w  Courts, 
1392 

Ireland^-Questions 

Department  of  the  Registrar  General  — 
Scheme  of  Re-organ ix.ition,  1804 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage — Tho  Bar- 
row, 589 

Local  Government  Board  —  Report  of  In- 
spector on  the  Proposed  Amalgamation 
of  Portions  of  the  Donoughmore  Union 
with  the  Unions  of  Roscrea  and  Abbey- 
leix,  589 

Lunatic  Asylums  —  The  Resident  Medical 
Superintendent,  Letterkenny  Asylum, 
1215 

Poor  Law — Abbeyloix  Union — Relief  of  the 
labourers,  428 

Prisons — Mountjoy  Convict  Prison,  588  ; — 
Suicides  in  Galway  Gaol,  589 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Clothing  Con- 
tracts, 1385 ; — Police  Barracks  at  Mee- 
nacladdy,  Co.  Donegal,  1887,  1888 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  Motion 
for  Leave,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1660 

Supply— Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  833  ; 
—Dover  Harbour,  742,  743 


O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary,  8. 

Ireland  —  City  of  Cork  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany—<<  Boycotting,"  1036 


O'Connor,  Mr.T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1718, 1720 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1870 

Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Ireland),  Res. 
1925,  1949,  1957,  1990 

Mauritius — Appointment  of  Mr.  Cliflfbrd  Lloyd 
as  Lieutenant  Governor,  892 

Parliament  —  Order  —  Argumentative  (Ques- 
tions, 1190 

Political  Meetings  —  Speech  of  Mr.  John 
Morlcy  at  Chelmsford,  901 ;— Speech  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Hughes,  at  Chester,  1019 

Railway  Rates,  898 

Supply — County  Court  Offloers,  Ae,  Ireland, 
804 


O'DoHEBTY,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Donegal,  N, 
Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — Fictitious  Out- 
rages, Moville,  Co.  Donegal,  1200 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries — Grievance  of  tho 
Foyle  Fishermen,  1193 

O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 
Ireland  —  i'ost  OflBce  —  Parcel  Post  —  Rural 
Letter  Carriers,  1889 


O'Hea,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  W. 

Ireland— Crime  an  J  Outrage  —  "  Boycotted  ** 
Cattle  —  City  of  Cork  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany, 1906 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  2R* 
1823 
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0*Kelly,  Mr.  J.y  JtoneammoHy  7^, 

Army — Effects  of  a  Deceased  Soldier-^Case  of 

Dennis  McDonnell,  1545,  1510 
Burmah — Annexed  Territory,  The,  899 

Military   Ezecations—Tho   Frovost   Mar- 
shal. 316 
Egypt — Questions 

British  Force  in  Egypt  and  tho  Soudan, 

1534 
Operations  in  the  Soadan,  1391 
Port  of  Suakin,  1891,  1892 
War  in  the  Soudan — Garrison  at  Kassala, 
705      . 
Ireland — Landlord    and   Tenant — The    King- 
ston Estates,  1880 
Post  OflBco  at  Clashaganny,  1548 
Law  and  Justice  (England) — Pablie   Execu- 
tions, 1382 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  249 
Supply — Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Soot- 
land,  dsc.  793 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

Allotments,  Motion  for  a  Return,  813,  848 
Charitable  Trusts  (Allotments  Extension  Act, 
1882),  Motion  for  a  Return,  1878 

OfiDNANCB  —  Sarveyor     General     (i## 
Wood  ALL,  Mr.  W.) 

Outlawries  Bill 

c.  Read  l»*/aii21 

faetfie  ( Western),  hlande  ofthe-^The  A^ew 
Hebrides — see  title  WeeUrn  Pacifie 

Paobt,  Sir  E.  H.,  Somerset,  WeiU 

Midland  Railway,  2R.  1674 
Parliament —Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  463 

Palmer,  Mr.  0.  M.,  Durham,  Jarrwo 

Spain — Commercial  Negotiations,  420 

Parish  Churches  Bill  [u l] 

(7*A#  Lwd  Bi$hop  of  Fwierhorough) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1**  Jan  21  (No.  5) 

Paris  Industrial  Exhibition 

(^estion,  Mr.  Spensley ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.W.  E.  Gladstone} 
Mar  1,  1547 

parliament 

LORDS- 

Mmtikq  or  Tax  Paruauknt  Jan  12 

The  Session  of  Parliament  opened  by  Com- 
mission 

The  Commons  directed  to  proceed  to  the  choice 
of  some  proper  Person  to  be  their  Speaker 

A  Royal  CoDimtmon,  Speaker  of  the  Uouse  of 
Commons,  Presented  and  ApproTcd  Jtm  13, 
19 

Roll  of  tbi  Loans — Garter  King  of  Arms 
attending,  delivered  at  the  Table  (In  the 
ttsual  manner}  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal 
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in  the  First  Session  of  the  Twenty-third 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  (No.  8) 
Jan  12, 3 

Certifloate  of  the  Election  of  Sixteen  Repre- 
sentative  Peers  for  Scotland,  delifered  and 
road  Jan  12,  4 

Clbrk  of  TBS  Paruamikts  —  Henry  Graham, 
esquire,  appointed  to  the  OfBoe  of  Clork  of 
the  Parliaments,  vacant  by  the  death  of  Sir 
WillUm  Rose,  K.C.B.  Jan  12,  4 

l^et  ^ajc0ts'0  |Ko0t  (Sractotti  2pcccb 

The  Quiaa  beinf  seated  on  the  Throne,  and 
the  Commons  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker,  The  Lord  Chancellor  delivered  Her 
Most  Gracious  Speech  to  both  Hoosea  of 
Parliament /an  21, 82 

The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by 
The  Loan  CHAacBLLoa ;  An  Address  to 
IIbb  Hajbstt  thereon  moved  by  The  Dake 
of  Abbbcobb  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
The  Earl  of  Scabbbouor)  Jttn  21,  S6  ;  after 
debate,  Address  agreed  to,  newufu  4Ui€n- 
iiente 

IIbb  Majbstt's  Abswbb  to  tbb  Asdbsbs 
reported  Jan  28.  681 

Address  and  Answer  ordered  to  be  printed  and 
published 

Chnrtnun  of  CommiUMf— The  Earl  of  Redea. 
dale  appointed,  nemine  dissentienU,  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  Honee 
for  this  Session  Jan  21 

CommitUefor  Privileges — appointed  Jan  21 

SuihCotnmiUte  for  ike  JournaU  —  appointed 
Jan  21 

Appeal  Commilftfe— appointed  Jan  21 

Receivers  and  Trifers  of  Pftiftsfis^appoiated 
/on  21 

Standing  Orders  Cem«it/(etf  nominated  Feb  19  : 
List  of  the  Committee,  703 

Commitiee  of  SeUdion  nominated  Feb  19  :  Liat 
of  the  Committee,  704 

Office  of  tho  CUrk  of  the  ParKamenIs  and 
Ofee  of  iMs  GeniUnum  Usher  of  tMe  Black 
Rod^&eltei  Committee  appointed  and  Domi- 
nated Feb  26  :  List  of  the  Coounlttee,  1850 

Election  of  Representative  Peers  for  Scotland^ 
Minnies  of  Meeting,  present^  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table  Jan  21,  84 

Private  BiUs 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Ordera 
which  shall  be  presented  during  the  preeenl 
Session  rererred  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  unless  otherwise  orderA  Fob  10 

Parliament  —  Sir  WiUiam  Rose,  K.C.B. , 
late  CUrk  of  the  ParliamenU 
Moved  10  resolve  "  That  this  llonae  is  deeply 
sensible  of  the  loss  which  they  have  snstaioed 
by  the  death  of  Sir  William  Rose,  K.C.B.. 
the  late  Clerk  of  the  ParliamenU,  and  Ibiak 
it  right  to  record  the  just  sense  which  they 
entertain  of  the  seal,  ability,  diligence,  and 
integrity  with  which  he  eaecnted  his  im- 
portent  duties  in  that  and  other  oflkes  In  the 
service  of  this  1  loose  during  a  period  of  M 
years  "  ( The  Marquess  ^  SaHsbwy)  Jem  22, 
184 1  Motion  Bgraed  to,  memins  disotoHemU 
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ParltambnT'— L0RD9— 0(m^. 

RESIGNATION  OF  MINISTERS 

Statement  of  The  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
{Viteount  Cranhrook)  Jan  28,  581  ;  Ilouse 
adjourned  till  Monday  next 

Statement  of  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  Feb  1, 

633  ;  House  adjourned  till  Thursday 
House  adjourned  till  Monday  next  Feb  4, 535 

TBE  NE  W  MINIS  TR  Y 

On  the  Motion  of  Earl  Oranville,  House  ad- 
journed till  Thursday  the  18tb  instant, 
except  for  Judicial  Business  Feb  8,  538 

The  Ministry  of  the  Eight  Hon.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  as  fo&mbd  on  the  Acceptance 
OF  Office  in  Fbbrvart  1 886,  5il 

Policy  of  Her  Majesty's  (/ov^mm^nt— Ministe- 
rial Statement,  Earl  Granville  Feb  18,  543  ; 
debate  thereon 

Parliament —  Ventilation  of  the  House 
Veniilaiion  of  the  Committee  Rooms ,  Question, 
The  Earl  of  Belmore :  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (The  Earl  of  Mor- 
ley)  Feb  22,  868 
Moved,  **  That  the  evidence  of  John  Percy, 
Esquire,  M.D.,  taken  before  fho  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  OflBce  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liaments and  Office  of  the  Gentleman  Usher 
of  the  Black  Rod  in  session  1869,  be  laid 
upon  the  Table,  and  that  the  same  be 
printed  "  ( The  Earl  of  Limenek)  Mar  2, 
1664  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ; 
to  be  printed  (No.  26) 

COMMONS— 

Mbbtino  of  tub  Paeliaubnt  Jan  12,  5 

A  Book  containing  a  List  of  the  Names  of  the 
Members  returned  to  servo  in  this  Parlia- 
ment delivered  to  Sir  Thomas  Erskine  May 
by  Kenneth  Augustus  Muir  Mackenxie, 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  in  Great 
Britam  [See  Rolls  of  Lords,  and  List  of 
the  Commons] 

Message    from    The    Lords    Commissioners 

Jan  12,5 
The  House  went  up  to  the  House  of  Peers  ; 

and  being  returned— The  House  proceeded 

to  the 

Election  of  a  Speaker 

The  Right  Honourable  Arthur  Wellesley  Peel 
unanimously  called  to  the  Chair  Jan  12,  5 

Mr.  Spbakbr  reported  Her  Majesty's  Approval, 
and  took  and  subscribed  the  Oath  Jan  13, 
20 

Parliamentary  Oath  {Mr,  Bradlaugh) 

Letters  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach),  Mr.  Henry  Cecil  Raikes,  and 
Sir  John  H.  Kennaway  Jan  13,  21  ;  The 
Entry  in  the  Votes,  24 

Questions,  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Jan  26,  418;  Question,  Mr.  Norris;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  (Mr.  Charles 
Russell)  Mar  4,  1901 

leont. 


Parliambmt — Commons — cont. 

Privileges— Or^ere^,  That  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges be  appointed  Jan  21 

Public  Petitions — Select  Committee  appointed 
Jan  25  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  403 

Standing  Orders  —  Select  Committee  nomi- 
nated Jan  26  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  407 

Committee  of  Selection 

Moved,  "  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do 
consist  of  Nine  Members*'  (5tV  John  R, 
Mowbray)  Jan  26,  407  ;  after  short  debate. 
Moved.  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned" 
(Mr.  J,  W.  Bai'clay) ;  after  further  short 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  43,  N.  399; 
M.  356  ;  (I).  L.  2) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  the  name  of  Lord  Edward 
Cavendish  be  placed  upon  the  Committee  " 
( Sir  John  R,  Mowbray) ;  after  short  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  List  of  the 
Committee,  416 

Printing  —  Select  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  Feb  19 ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
842 

kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (House  of  Com- 
mons) ^Committee  appointed  and  nominated 
Feb  22  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  1007 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH 

Address  to  Her  Majesty,  Notice  of  Amend- 
ments, Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
clay, Mr.  Hunter  Jan  21,  86 

The  Qubbn*s  SpBBcn  having  been  reported  by 
Mr.  Speaker ;  An  humble  Address  thereon 
moved  by  Viscount  Curzon  (the  Motion 
being  seconded  by  Mr.  Houldsworth)  Jan  2 1 , 
87  ;  after  long  debate.  Moved,  *'  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  (Mr.  Sexton); 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Debate  resumed  [Second  Night]  Jan  22, 193  ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  (Third  Night]  Jan  25,  321 

Amendt.  at  end  of  6th  paragraph,  add 
**  But  this  House  humbly  expresses  to  Her 
Majesty  their  regret  that  the  Revenues  of 
India  have  been  applied  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  the  military  operations  carried  on 
in  the  Kingdom  of  Ava,  without  the  consent 
of  Parliament  as  required  by  '  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  Act,  1^58'"  (Mr.  HunUr), 
321  ;  Question  proposed,  *<  That  those 
words  be  there  added ; "  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  to  insert, after  "  Agriculture,"  in  llth 
paragraph,  "and  humbly  to  represent  the 
pressing  necessity  for  securing  without 
delay  to  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  such  con- 
ditions of  tenure  as  will  aid  and  encourage 
tliom  to  meet  the  new  and  trying  circum- 
stances in  which  the  Agriculture  of  the 
Country  is  placed"  (Mr.  Barclay),  348; 
Question  proposed,  **That  those  words  bo 
there  inserted  ; "  after  debate,  Moved,  '*  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Sir  Richard 
Temple) ;  after  further  short  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted,"  394 ;  after  ihort  debate, 
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Moved,    '*  That   the    Debate   bo    now    ad* 

joarncd  "  {Mr,  Kimber) ;  Question  put,  and 

negatived 
Question  put,  <*That  those  words   be    there 

inserted;''  A.    183,  N.  211;  M.   28;   Div 

List,  A.  &  N.  400 
Main  Question  proposed  ;  Moved,  "  That  the 

Debate    be    now   adjourned "    (Jfr.    Jesse 

Callings) ;    Question  put,  and  ai(reed   to  ; 

Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  Jan  26,  442 

Amendt.  to  insert,  after  "transient,"  in  11th 
paragraph,  "but  this  Ilouse  humbly  ex- 
pnesses  its  regret  that  no  measures  are 
announced  by  Her  Majesty  for  the  present 
relief  of  these  classes,  and  especially  for 
affording  facilities  to  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers and  others  in  the  rural  districts  to 
obtain  allotments  and  small  holdings  on 
equitable  terms  as  to  rent  and  security  of 
tenure"  [Mr.  Jesse  Collin gs)t  443;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  in* 
sorted  ;  '*  after  long  debate.  Question  put  ; 
A.  320,  N.  250  ;  M.  70 ;  Div  List,  A.  A  N.  525 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  I'hat  the  Debate 
be  adjourned  till  Thursday  *'  {Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer) ;  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to 
Moved,  "  That  this  Uoase,  at  the  rising  of  the 
House  this  day,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday  '* 
{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ,  Sir  Michael 
BickS'Beach) ;  Question  pat,  and  agreedto 

Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Llewellyn  Feb  18, 

606 
Debate  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Feb  18,  607 
After  debate,  Amendt.  at  end  of  15th  para- 
graph, insert  "  This  House  humbly  expresses 
its  regret   that  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  the  reference  to  the  condition  of  the 
people  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land is  of  a  vague  and  indo6nite  character, 
and  contains  no  satisfactory  assurance  that 
such  Legislation  as  the  serious  nature  of  the 
case  demands  will  be  undertaken,  and  is  of 
opinion  that,  until  a  Land  Bill  dealing  in  a 
comprehensive  manner  with  the  proved  and 
admitted  grievances  of  the  Highland  People 
has  been  passed  into  l^tw,  the  Civil  or  Mili- 
tary Forces  of  the  Crown  should  not  be  em- 
ployed to  evict    those    People  from   their 
hereditary  homes  "  {Mr,  Maefarlane\  642  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted  ; "  aflcr  further  debate,  Ques* 
tion  put ;  A.  104,  N.  234  ;  M.  ISO  (D.  L.  4) 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 
Committee  appointed,  to  draw  up  an  Address 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  said 
Resolution  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  663 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  road  Ftb 
1 8,  063  ;  after  short  debate.  Address  agreed 
to 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
F<;6  23,011 

Condition  0/  Ireland,  Question,  Lord  Cland 
Hamilton ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh) 
Jan  25,  310 
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Questions,  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr.  Laboncherc,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  ParBell : 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Kscbeq 
(Sir  Michael   Hicks-Beach).  Mr.    " 
Jan  26.  420 

New  Rules  of  Procedure,  Notice  of 
tions.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezcbcq 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Jetn  21,  86  ; 
tion,  Mr.  Raikes  ;  Answer,  The 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Jan  25,  320 

Introduction  of  Public  Bills,  Obtervatioaa,  Mr* 
Joseph  Cowen,  The  Chancellor  of  the  ExeW- 
quer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach)  Ton  22,  192 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Moved,  *<  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  r«. 
suming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress,  in  Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  M«ic 
Gracious  Speech,  have  prcoodeooe,  thb  4ay, 
over  the  Noticet  of  Motion  **  ( T%§  Cktm- 
cellar  of  tlte  Exchequer,  Sir  Michael  Hich- 
Beach)  Jan  26,  431 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  kave  oat  all 
after  "  precedence  **  to  end  of 
add  **  on  all  days  on  which  it  to  set 
over  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  Iks 
Day"  {Mr.  Parneli);  Question 
"  That  the  words,  Ac, : "  after  fartlwr 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Qaestion,  add  ' '  Mm4  To- 
morrow over  other  Orders  of  the  Day  aod 
the  Notices  of  Motions"  {Sir  William  Hmr. 
court);  Question,  "That  those  words  bs 
there  added,"  pat,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat,  and  a^resd  te 

PRIVATE  BILLS 

Ordered,  "That  the  Chairman  of  the  Sekst 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  havo  lean 
to  seek  a  Conference  with  the  Chairmaa  ef 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords,  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  (under  Stasdistg 
Order  70 )i  in  which  House  of  PariiaaMsi  tht 
respective  Private  Bills  should  be  first  c«»- 
sidered,  and  to  report  the  sane  to  th» 
House  "  {Sir  John  Moi^ray)  Jan  28 

Police  and  Sanitaru  RegulaUone  —  Jfca- 
cipal  and  Local  Aulhoritiei,  Moved, 
**That  the  Committoo  of  Sslsstioa  do 
appoint  a  Committee  not  exeeodiag  oios 
Members,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  alt 
Private  Bills  promoted  by  Municipal  aad 
other  Local  Authorities,  by  which  it  is  pr«. 
posed  to  create  powers  relating  to  PoUeo  er 
Sanitary  Regulations  which  deviate  Aew, 
or  are  in  extension  of,  or  repvgnant  to,  the 
General  Law 

That  Standing  Order  n$k  shall  be  appGcak'u 
to  all  Bills  referred  to  the  said  Cowairt— 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
persons,  papers,  and  records 

That  Five  be  the  qoorora  *'  {Mr. 
Feb  26,    1361  ;  Moved.  *•  That  thm 
be  now  adjourned"    {Mr,  Setiem); 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Main  Question  pot,  tJid  Agrotd  to 
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RESIQNATIOX  OF  MINISTERS 

Statement  of  Sir  Michael  Bick$-  Beach,  Chan- 
cellar  of  the  Exchequer 

Moved,  '*  That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  nd- 
joorn  till  Monday  next"  {Mr,  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  Jan  28,  532  ;  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 
tho  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Thursday" 
{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  Feb  1, 
634;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

THE  NEW  MINISTRY 

Moved,  "That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising 
of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Saturday, 
at  Three  of  the  clock  "  {Mr,  Jrnold  Morley, 
Secretary  to  the  Treatury)  Feb  4,  630 ; 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

On  Motion  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasttry 
House  adjourned  till  Thursday  18th  Feb- 
ruary Feb  6 

The  Ministry  of  the  Right  Hon.  W.  E. 
Gladstone  as  formed  on  Acceptance  of 
Office  Feb  16,  641 

PoHcy  of  Her  Majesty* t  Government,  Minis- 
terial Statement,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone);  Observa- 
tions, Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  J*«6  18,  681 

Controverted  Elections 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  do  at- 
tend this  House  forthwith  with  the  last  Re- 
turn for  the  St.  Andrews  District  of  Burghs, 
and  amend  tho  same  by  striking  out  the 
name  of  Stephen  Williamson,  esquire  Feb 
18,  680 

Tho  Clerk  of  tho  Crown  attending,  amended 
the  same  accordingly 

Order — Argumentative  Questions,  Notice  of 
Question,  Colonel  Waring;  Questions,  Mr. 
Seiton,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Ansvriers,  Mr. 
Speaker  f>6  29, 1190 

Privilege — Interference  of  Peers  in  Election  of 
Members  of  t/tis  House,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet,  Mr.  T.  .M.  Ilenly ;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  Feb 
22,  886;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton, 
Colonel  Brookfteld  ;  Answers,  Tho  Attorney 
General  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  Mar  1,  1616 

Standing  Orders 

QoestioB,  in  Standing  Order  18dA,  in  line  49, 
after  the  word  "  Metropolis,"  to  leaTe  out 
the  words  '*  or  Scotland,"  put,  and  agreed  to 
Feb  26,  1188  ;  Question,  in  line  60,  after  the 
word  *'  Department,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  and  as  regards  Scotland,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland/'  put,  and  agreed  to 

B  USINESS  OF  THE  HO  USE  ANDP  UBLIC 
BUSINESS 

The  Chairman  of  Committees^  Questions,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen, 
Sir  Robert  Fowler ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
Feb  19,  716 


Parltambht — Commons — Business  of  Ute  House 
and  Public  Business— cont, 

Mr.  Leonard  H.  Courtney,  Member  for  the 
Bodmin  Division  of  Cornwall,  to  be  Chair- 
man of  Committees 
Observations,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  ;  Re- 
ply, Mr.  Speaker ;  Observations,  Tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
Feb  22,  911 

Moved,  **  That  the  Notices  of  Motions  relating 
to  Parliamentary  Procedure  and  East  India, 
Burmah  (Expenses  of  Military  Operations) 
have  precedence  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day" 
{The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Qladstone),  913 ;  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  subse- 
quent to  the  Order  for  the  Committee  on  the 
Land  Registry  Bill  [Lords']  be  '.postponed 
until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill  relating  to  Crofters  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland" 
{The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Mr,  JF,E. 
Gladstone)  Feb  25, 1228  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Observation,  The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury 
(.Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Feb  25,  1304  ;  Ques- 
tion, Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
K.  Gladstone)  Feb  26,  1394 

The  Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
Questions,  Viscount  Folkestone,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach,  Mr.  Nortbcote ;  Answers, 
Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Mar  2,  1766 

DOUBLE  RETURNS 

County  of  Monaghan  {Northern  Division)  and 

County  of  Derry  {Southern  Division) 
Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Timothy 
M.   Healy,  Esquire,  electing  to  servo  for 
South  Derry  Jan  21,  86 

County  of  Carlow  and  Borough  of  Dublin  {St' 

Stephen's  Green  Division) 
Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  E.  Dwyer 
Gray,   esquire,    electing    to    serve    for  the 
Borough  of  Dublin    (St.    Stephen's  Green 
Division)  Jan2\,  86 

E  astern  Division  of  Donegal  and  Ossory  Divi' 
sion  of  (iueen's  County — Mr.  Arthur  O'Con* 
nor,  returned  for  the  Eastern  Division  o^ 
Donegal,  and  for  the  Ossory  Division  of 
Queen's  County,  stated  that  he  elected  to  sit 
for  East  Donegal  Jan  36 

Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  and  Borough  of 

Galway 

Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Thomas 

P.  O'Connor,  esquire,  electing  to  serve  for 

the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  Jan  26. 

406 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS 

List  of  Claims  to  Vote  of  the  Dublin  Port  and 
Docks  Board,  Questions,  Mr.  Peter 
M* Donald,  Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley)  Feb  26,  1197 

Lists  of  Voters,  Question,  Sir  fiernhard 
Samuelson  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers) 
Mar  1,  1631 

[cemt. 
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Paruamimt — CovHona'^  Parliameniary  EUetiom 
— cont. 

Parliamenlarif  looters — Regulration  of  Voten 
— Legislation,  Qaettioni.  Mr.  ConjbeAre, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  tho  Treaturj  (Mr.  W.  E.  GUdstone)  Feb 
22,  907 

Seereeyofihe  BaUU,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Everett; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers)  Mar  4, 
1903 

PALWR  OF  WESTMIXSTER 

The  National  Siuign,  Question,  Mr.  Radcliffe 
Cooke ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Leveson  Gower)  Feb  22,  879 

Houie  of  Commone*  Arrangementi  —  Select 
Committee  0/ 1867-8 — Over-erowding  in  the 
Home,  Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  ;  An* 
swer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ( Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  Feb  22,  907 

Members'  Places  —  Attendance  and  Places  0/ 
Members — Securing  of  Seats^  Question,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 
Jan  26,  427 

Parliament^'DUqualifieaUon  of  Members 
— Mr.  Oelavms  Vaughan  Morgan 
Moved,  "  That  it  bo  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  Seven  Members  to  consider  whe- 
ther Mr.  Octavius  Vaugban  Morgan  is  dis* 
qualified  from  sitting  and  Toting  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  under  the  Statute  22 
George  3,  e.  45,  and  to  report  their  opinion 
thereon"  {Sir  John  lAibboek)  Feb  19,  839  ; 
Motion  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  appointing  a  Select 
Committee  to  consider  whether  Mr.  Ootavias 
Vaughan  Morgan  is  disqualiiied  from  sitting 
and  voting  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  be 
read  and  discharged"  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
Feb  24 

PaRLIAMBNT — HOUSB  OF  I1OBB8 

B$pr$M$ntativ0  Pe$r  for  Ireland 

Jan  13 — Viscount  Bangor,  v.  Earl  of  Erne,  de- 
ceased 


Xoprewniative  Peer  for  Scotland 

Feb  18— Earl  of  Dundonald,  r.  Lord  Borth- 
wick,  deceased 

Took  the  Oath  for  the  First  Time 
Jan  14— The  Lord  Bishop  of  Cheater 
The  Lord  Bishop  of  Southwell 

yietc  Peers 

Jan  19— Sir  Tbomai  Bateson,  baronet,  created 
Baron  Deramore  of  BeWoir  in  the 
eounty  of  l>own 
Garnet  Joseph  Baron  Wolieley, 
G.G.B.,  G.C.M.G..  General  and 
General  Officer  Command iag-in- 
Cbief  the  Forces  in  Egypt,  created 
Viaoount  Wolseley  of  Wolseley  in 
the  county  of  Slafford 

[eomU 


PAJtUAXBNT — L0BD8-*JVifW  P^rt— OOUt. 

Henry  John  Montaga>DougUs-Soott» 
commonly  called  Lord  Henry  Joba 
Montagu  •  Douglas  -  Scott,  created 
Baron  Montagu  of  BeauUen  in  the 
county  of  Southampton 
The  Right  Honourable  Charles  John 
Baron  Colville  of  Colrosi  in  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  eatled 
Scotland,  K.T.,  created  Baroo 
Colville  of  Culrots  In  the  county  of 
Perth 

Jan2\ — John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh— Was 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced 
by  Tirtue  of  a  Patent  dated  the 
thirteenth  day  of  January  1876.  hie 
father,  the  first  Baron  (Earl  of 
Krno  in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland,  a 
representative  Peer  for  Ireland), 
who  was  created  by  such  Patent, 
never  having  taken  his  teat  at  Lord 
Fermanagh 

Jan  26— William  Buller  Fnllerton  Baron  El- 
phinstone  in  that  part  of  tho  United 
Kingdom  called  Scotland,  creatod 
Baron  Elphinstone  of  Elpbinatono 
in  the  county  of  Haddington 

Feb  8— The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Farrer 
Herscholl,  Knight,  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Great  Britain,  created  Baron 
llerschell  of  the  city  of  Durham 

Feb  18— Sir  Charles  Henry  Mills,  baronet, 
created  Baron  llillingdon  of  Dil- 
lingdon  in  the  county  of  Middle- 
sex 

Feb  23— Sir  Edmund  Beckett,  baronet,  created 
Baron  Grimtborpe  of  Grimthorpo 
in  the  East  Riding  of  theooonty  of 
York 

Feb  25 — Sir  Henry  AlUopp,  baronet,  created 
Baron  Hindlip  of  Hindlip  in  tbo 
county  of  Worcester  and  of  Alaop- 
en-le-Dale  in  the  county  of  Derby 

Sat  First 

Jan  12— Tho  Earl  of  Bockinghamshiro,  aftor 

the  death  of  his  grandbthcr 
Jan  19— The  Earl  of  Wilton,  after  the  death 

of  bis  brother 
The  Duke  of  Nowoaatle,  after  tho 

death  of  hit  iatber 
The  Marqooti  of  Aboroom,  after  tbo 

death  of  his  &thor 
Jan  91— The  Vitoouni  Halifax,  after  tho  death 

of  bis  fiitber 
Jan  28— The  Lord  lloogbtoo,  aftor  the  death  of 

hie  father 
Mar    4— The  Earl  of  Stradbroko,  aftor  tho 

death  of  hit  Attber 

PARLIAXKirr — ^H0U8E  OF  O0MMOV8 

Xew  Writs  Iseued 

Jan  21— jPer  Croydon,  v.  Sir  William  Graut- 
bam,  knight,  one  of  the  Jutiioee  of 
Her  Majetty't  High  Court  of  Jut- 
tiee 

For  Armagh  County  (Mid  Diritioo), 
V.  John  M'Kaoe,  etqoire,  deoeaaod 

For  Ediohorgh  (South  Division),  r. 
Sir  George  Harrtton,  kuight,  do- 
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Pabltambnt  —  OoMMOirs  —  New  Writ$  Istwd — 
oont. 

For  Carlo w  County,  v,  Edmond  D  wyer 
Grmy,  esquire,  who,  having  been  re- 
turned as  a  Member  for  the  said 
County  of  Carlow,  and  also  for  the 
Borough  of  Dublin  (St.  Stephen's 
Green  Division),  hath  elected  to  sit 
for  the  Borough  of  Dublin  (St. 
Stephen's  Green  Division) 

For  Monaghan  County  (Northern  Di- 
vision), r.  Jimothy  M.  Healy, 
esquire,  who,  having  been  returned 
as  a  Member  for  the  said  County  of 
Monaghan  (Northern  Division), 
and  also  for  tho  County  of  Derry 
(Southern  Division),  hath  elected 
to  sit  for  the  County  of  Derry 
(Southern  Division) 

Feb  I — J^brGalway,  t;.  Thomas  P.  O'Connor, 
esquire,  who,  having  been  returned 
as  a  Member  for  the  said  Borough 
of  Galway,  and  also  for  the  Borough 
of  Liverpool  (Scotland  Division), 
bath  elected  to  sit  for  the  Borough 
of  Liverpool  (Scotland  Division) 
For  Queen's  County  (Ossory  Division), 
V,  Arthur  O'Connor,  esquire,  who, 
having  been  returned  as  a  Member 
for  the  said  Queen's  County  (Ossory 
Division),  and  also  for  the  County 
of  Donegal  (Eastern  Division),  hath 
elected  to  sit  for  the  County  of 
Donegal  (Eastern  Division) 

Feb  i^For  Edinburgh  County,  v.  Right 
honble.  William  Ewart  Gladstone, 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

For  Derby  Borough,  v.  Right  honble. 
Sir  William  Vernon  Hareourt, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

For  Edinburgh  (Southern  Division), 
V,  Right  honble.  Hugh  Culling 
Eardley  Childers,  Secretary  of 
State 

For  Stirling  District  of  Burghs,  v. 
Right  honble.  Henry  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  Secretary  of  State 

For  Birmingham  (Western  Division), 
V,  Right  honble.  Joseph  Chamber- 
lain, President  of  the  Local  Go- 
Temment  Board 

For  Hawick  District  of  Burghs,  v. 
Right  honble.  George  Otto  Trevel- 
yan.  Secretary  for  Scotland 

For  Sheffield  Borough  (Brightside 
Division),  v.  Right  honble.  Anthony 
John  Mundella,  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade 

For  Hackney  Borough  (South  Divi- 
sion), V,  Charles  Russell,  esquire, 
Attorney  General 

^eb  ^—For  Newcastle  upon  Tyne,  v,  John 
Morley,  esquire.  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
For  Leeds  (Southern  Division),  v. 
Right  honble.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair, 
Vice  President  of  the  Council 

For  Great  Grimsby,  v,  Edward 
Heneage,  esquire,  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster 

Iconi. 


Paruamiiit  —  Commons — [New    Writs  Issued-^ 
cent. 

For  Berwick  County,  v.  Honble.  Ed- 
ward Marjoribanks,  Controller  of 
the  House  hold 

For  Bedford  County  (Southern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Cyril  Flower,  esquire,  Com- 
missioner of  the  Treasury 

Fvr  Stafford  County  (North  Western 
Division),    t;.    George     Granville 
Leveson  Gower,  esquire,  Commis- 
*  sioner  of  the  Treasury 

For  Clackmannan  and  Kinross,  v. 
Right  honble.  John  Blair  Balfour, 
Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland 

For  Elgin  District  of  Burghs,  v.  Alex- 
ander Asher,  esquire.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land 

For  Banff  County,  t;.  Robert  William 
Duff,  esqu  ire,  Commissioner  of  the 
Admiralty 

For  Northampton  County  (Mid  Divi- 
sion), t;.  Honble.  Charles  Robert 
Spencer,  Groom  in  Waiting 

Feb  18— For  Flintshire,  v.  The  Right  honble. 
Richard  de  Aguila  Grosvenor,  com- 
monly called  Lord  Richard  Gros- 
venor, Chiltern  Hundreds 

For  Somerset  County  (Southern  Di- 
vision), V,  The  Right  honble.  Fred- 
erick Edward  Gould  Lambart, 
commonly  called  Viscount  Kil- 
coursie.  Vice  Chamberlain  of  the 
Household 

For  Cardiff  Borough,  v.  Sir  Edward 
James  Reed,  K.C.B.,  Commissioner 
of  the  Treasury 

For  Borough  of  Grantham,  v,  John 
William  Mellor,  esquire,  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General 

Feb  24— jPor  the  Battersea  Division  of  the 
Borough  of  Battersea  and  Clapham, 
V,  Octavius  Vaughan  Morgan, 
esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead 

New  Jfemhere  Sworn 

Jan  28^The  Hon.  Sidney  Herbert,  Croydon 
Feb    1— Right  Hon.  Hugh  Culling  Eardley 

Cbilders,     Burgh    of    Edinburgh 

{South  Division) 

Feb  18— John  Aloysius  Blake,  esquire,  Carlow 

County 
The  Honble.  Edward   Maijoribanks, 

Berwick  County 
The  Right  honble.  Sir  William  George 

Granville  Venables   Vernon   Har« 

court,  knight,  Derby  Borough 
Alexander  Asher,  esquire,  Elgin  Die* 

trictof  Burghs 
The  Right    honble.    Anthony  John 

Mundella,  Sheffield  (Brightside  Di- 
vision) 
Cyril  Flower,  esquire,  Bedford  County 

{LuUm  Division) 
The  Right  honble.  John  Morley,  New* 

eastle  upon  Tyne 
The  Right  honble.  John  Blair  Bal- 
•  four.  Combined  Counties  of  Clack' 

mannan  and  Kinross 

[coni. 
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PARLfAMiNT — CoiofONs — New  Members  Sworn — 
cont. 

The  Honble.  Charles  Robert  Spencer, 

Northampton   County  {Mid  Divi- 

Hon) 
The  Right  honble.  Edward  Hcneage, 

Oreat  Grimtby 
Charles    Russell,   esquire,    Hackney 

(South  Division) 
The  Right  honble.  George  Otto  Tre- 

▼eljan,  Bawiek  District  of  Burghs 
The  Right  honble.  Joseph  Chamber- 
Iain,  Birmingham  ( iVest  Division) 
The  Right  honble.  Sir  Lyon  Plajrfalr, 

K.C.B.,  Leeds  {South  Division) 
Robert  ^William  Duff,  esquire,  ^an^ 

County 
The    Right  honble.    Hugh    Culling 

Eardley  Chllders,  Burgh  of  Edin- 

burgh  {South  Division) 
The  Right  honble.  Henry  Campbell- 

Bannerman,    Stirling    District  of 

Burghs 
George   Granville    Loveson    Gower, 

esquire,    Stafford    County   (North 

Western  Division) 
Sir  James    Porter    Corry,  baronet, 

Armagh  County  (Mid  Division) 
The   Right    honble.  William   Ewart 

Gladstone,  Edinburgh  County 
Feb  10 — Stephen    O'Mara,    esquire,    Queen's 

County  (Ossory  Division) 
Feb  22— William  Henry  O'Shea,  esquire.  Gal- 

way  Borough 
Feb  25^  Right    honble.     Frederick    Edward 

Gould   Lambart,   commonly  called 

Viscount      Kilcoursie,      Somerset 

County  (Southern  Division) 
John  William  Mellor,  esquire,  Orant 

ham 
Mar    1— Sir  Edward   James   Reed,   K.C.B., 

Cardiff  Borough 
Patrick  0*Bricn,  esquire,  Monaghan 

County  {Northern  Division) 
Ootavius  Vaughan    Morgan,  esquire, 

Battersea 

Parliamentary  Elections  Bill  (Mr. 

Conybearey    Mr,   Maedonald    Cameron,    Mr, 
Lawson,  Mr.  HobhousSy  Mr,  Shirley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !*»•  Jan  22  [Bill  82] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Polls)  Bill 

{Mr,   Joseph  Cowen,  Mr,  Labouohere^  Mr, 

Agnew) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  22  [Bill  24] 

Parliamentary     Elections    (Returning 
Officers'  Expenses)  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  TuitSy  Mr,  ChaneSy  Mr,  Timothy  Barring- 
tony  Mr,  Maurice  Bealy,  Mr,  Alexander 

Blane) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Jan  22  [Bill  8] 

Parliamentary     Elections    (Returning 
Officers'  Expenses  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hunter y  Mr.  Barclay y  Dr,  Clark,  Mr, 
EssUmonty  Mr,  Edmund  Robertson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  \**  Jan  22  [Bill  84] 


Parliamentary  Franchise  BOl 

(Mr,  MouUoH,  Mr,  A,  Adandy  Mr,  Dili^pm) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  Mar  8  [BUI  I14J 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (SxtennnA  te 
Women)  Bill  (Mr,  Wp^dsB, 

Sir  Robert  Fowlery  Mr,  ffouidstc^rd^  Mr. 

lllingworthy  Mr,  Stansfeld,  Mr,  Torkr) 

€,  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [BiU  7»1 

Moved,    '<That  the  BiU    now   be  nmd  S*** 
Feb  IS,  680 ;  aftershort  debate, Mored, '" 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned'*  {Sir 
James)  ;  after  further  short  debate, 
tion  put ;  A..  102,  N.  159  ;  M.  57  (D.  U  €) 
Original  Question   put,  and  agreed  to;   BiH 
read  2^ 

Parliamentary  Procedure 

Select  Committee  on  Proeedttre,  Qoeatio»«  He. 
Norris;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  Iht 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  C.  Gladttooe)  FH  n, 
905 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Gommittce  ba  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  qnestioii  of  Praec* 
dure  in  the  House  of  Comraont,  and  to  lo- 
port  as  to  the  amendment  of  ezistia^  Ralo^ 
and  upon  any  New  Rules  which  tboy  a^ 
consider  desirable  for  the  efltcient  Aespatck 
of  business  "  ( Tfie  First  Lord  of  tiu  Trm- 
sury,  Mr,  W,  R,  Gladstone)  Feh  »,9»: 
after  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

QMestionSy  Question,  Captain  Vemoy ;  Aaoea, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  C 
Gladstone)  Feb  20, 1393 

Parliamentary  Voters  (Begistratam)  BOI 

(Sir  Julian  Ooldsmid^  Mr,  Lmbouehfrs^  Mr. 
EobsoH,  Mr,  M'lver) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  19  [Bffl  IM] 

Fahnell,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cerk 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1749 

Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Great  BriukV 

Kes.  1062 
Ireland — Irish  National   League — Marto  «f 

Mr.  Curtin,  1530 
Maintenance  of  Social  Order  (Iretaa^), 

1925 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hovte, 
485,  443 
Order  of  Busioets,  430 
Parliament  ^Queen's  Speech,  Andrea  ia  At* 

swer  to,  151, 167 


Payment  of  Members  Bill     ( Jf  r. 

Mr,  Labouehere,   Mr.  Lnweon^  Mr,   Mtfl 
Kinnsitrf  Mr,  Cmyiemre) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"  •  Feb  24  [BUI  il}] 

Peaboe,  Mr.  W.y  Lanark^  Qmems 

Glasgow  Bridges,  Ac.  9R.  1358 
Navy  Expenditure,  lOOe 

Pease,  Sir  J.   W.,   DmrJmm,   Bmwmi 
Castle 
China  *-  Chefoo    Coftfantioa  —  Tbo    Ofimm 
DaUei,  1385 
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Pbabi,  Sir  J.  W.^-eotU. 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment, 3R.  1863 

Ireland — Lord  Randolph  Churchill  at  Belfast, 
1549 

Law  and  Justice  (England) -Public  Execu- 
tions, 1383 

Midland  Railway  2R.  1672 

Pbsl,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  ($m  Sfbakeb, 
The) 

Peel,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  B.,  Blackburn 
Church  of  England— Coxwold  Rectory  and 

Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  1212,  1213 
Compensation  for  Damages,  1896 ;  2  R.  2000, 

2004,2012 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Action  of  the 

Home  Department,  Explanation,  605 
Supply— Colonial  Local  Rerenue,  d(o.  1250 
Dover  Harbour,  730,731,  735,  737 
Foreign  Office,  761 

Superannuation  and    Retired    Allowances, 
1257 

PEiiLY,  Major-Qeneral  Sir  L.,  Hackney ^ 
N. 

Rivers  Pollution  (River  Lea),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1343 

Pensions — Grants    and    Commutation    oj 
Permanent  Pensions 
Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Labouchere ; 
Answers,   Tbo  Secretary   to   the   Treasury 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  i^Vd  26, 1378  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary   to    the    Treasury    (Mr.    Henry     U. 
'  Fowler)  Mar  1,  1540 

Pbbcy,  Lord  A.,  St.  George* s,  Hanover 

Square 

Army— Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory,  1225 

Hyde  Park  Comer  (New  Streets),  2R.  Amendt. 
1645 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the— Action  of  the 
Home  Department,  Explanation,  593,  605 

Metropolis —Metropolitan  Police  Force — Or- 
ganisation, Res.  1398,  1412 

PiCKABD,  Mr.  B.,  Yorkf  W.  /2.,  Norman- 
ion 
Coal  Mines   Regulation  Act  (1872)    Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1858 

PiOKBBSOiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Green, 
8,W, 

Inland  Revenue  Department — Lower  Division 
Clerks,  1530 

PiOTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 

Church  of  England  —  Convocation  —  *•  The 
House  of  Laymen,"  1 195 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 
1336 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Action  of  the 
Home  Department,  Explanation,  602 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  648 

VOL.  OOOn.      [third  series.] 


Playfaib,    Bi^ht    Hon.     Sir     Lyon 
(Yioe  President  of  the  Council  for 
Education),  Leeds^  8. 
Charity  Commissioners — Schemes  for  Chrift'f 

Hospital,  1025,  1875 
Education  Department — Questions 

Corporal  Punishment  in  Schools— Hilles- 

den  National  School,  705 
Elementary    Schools  —  Free    Education, 

1031 
Technical  Education,  1755 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  1006 
London  School  Board  Election  Expenses,  1884 

Plunkbt,    Bight  Hon.  D.  B.    (First 
Commissioner  of   Works),   Dublin 
University 
General  Gordon  ~  A  Public  Monument,  425 

{After  designation) 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2R.  1647 
Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  607,  610,  611 

Poisons,  Sale  of— Legislation 

Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Mill- 
town  ;  Reply,  The  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  (Earl  Spencer)  Feb  26,  1349 

Police  Constables'  Pensions  Bill 

{Lord  Claud  John   Hamilton^  Sir    Henry 

Selwin '  Ibbettony  Mr,  Saikes,  Sir  Qeorg$ 
£u8teU) 

e.  Ordered;  read  1«*  Jan  22  [Bill  28] 

Police  Forces  Enfranchisement  Bill 

(Sir,   Henry    Selwin-Ibbeteon,   Lord  Claud 
Hamilton^  Mr,  Radcliffe  Cooke,  Mr.  Cowen, 
Sir  Oeorge  Rueaell) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Jan  22  [Bill  S] 

Police  Superannuation  and  Pensions  BM 
Question,  6ir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Childers)  Feb  25,  1206 

Poor  Law 

DerivaHtfC  SettUmmUSt  Question,  Mr.  Norton  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  Mar  1, 
1520 

Outdoor  Relief  durxtig  the  Basting  Distress, 
Questions,  Mr.  Isaacs  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone), 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  J.  ChamberUin)  Feb  18,  691 

Poor  Law  Onardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Edward  Harrington^  Mr,  Edmond  Lutyer 
Oray^  Mr,  Sexton^  Mr.  Timothy  Healy,  Mr, 

Jordan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  Jan  22  [Bill  5] 
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Port  and  Harbour  Authorities  Bill 

(Mr,  Matthew  Kenny^  Mr,  Biggar,  Mr.  Juttin 
Buntly  M' Car  thy  ^  Mr,  Peter  M'Bonald,  Mr, 
Jamet  O^Doherty,  Mr,  Timothy  Harrington) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Jan  22  [Bill  40] 

POSTMASTEB     GeNEBAL     {mB      MaNNEBS, 

Eight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  E.) 

Post  Office        {Questions) 

Extra  Postage,  Question,  Mr.  E.  Rider  Cook  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  1,  1637 

Mails  between  Cyprus  and  Alexandria,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  Feb  26,  1389 

Postal  Union,  The— Extension  to  Australasia, 
Questions,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  11 . 
Fowler)  Feb  22,  879  ;  Feb  25,  1223 

Post  Cards,  Question,  Mr.  Nortbcote ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  I,  1524 
Colonial  Post  Cards^  Question,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  4, 1000 

The  Universities,  Question,  Mr.  Shirley ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Feb  25,  1208 ;  Question, 
Sir  John  R.  Mowbray ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  Mar  4,  1905 

The  Parcel  Post 

'*'  AuslraXia  and  New  Zealand,  Question,  Mr. 
Spensley;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Feb  23, 
1020 
Connection  with  France  and  Italy,  Question, 
.  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Lord  John  Manners)  Jan  25, 
305 

France  and  England,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  U.  Fowler)  Feb  25, 
1219 
Carriage  of  Parcels  in  Suburban  and  Rural 
Districts  —  Letter  Carriers,  Question,  Mr. 
Boord  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury  (Mr.  Henry  I!.  Fowler)  Feb  22,  879 

Rural  Letter  Carriers,  Question,  Sir  Richard 
Webster ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  llenry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  4, 
1890 

Telegraph  Department 

Addresses  of  Telegrams,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  1 ,  1525 ;  Question, 
Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mair  4, 
1890 

Delivery  of  Telegramt,  Question,  Mr.  For- 
wood  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Feb  22,  886 

Overhead  Teleqraph  and  Telephone  Wires— 
The  Recent  Snowstorm,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Tyler;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Lord  John  Manners)  Jan  25,  307;  Quei- 

[eont. 


Post  Otfiob — Tdegrapk  DepartmeiU    tom/t, 

tion,  Mr.  M'Tver ;   Answer,  Tbe 
to  the  Local  GoTemment  Board  (Mr.  Ji 
Ceilings)  Msr  4,  1893 
Telegraph  Clerks  —  Sunday  Work, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  Tbe 
tary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Heory  H.  Fo«kr 
Mar  4,  1878 

Post    Office^ Suhmarine    TeUgrmpk    Cm- 
tract  {St,  Finest  to  th$  WeU  Ctmsi 
of  Africa) 
Moved,  **  That  the  Conttaei,  dated  tk«  19th 
day  of  January  1886,  for  the  Constnietwm  of 
a  Submarine  Telegraph  Line  from  tbe  IiUii4 
of  St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of  Aftiea 
be  approved  "  {Mr,  Henry  H.  Fimler)  Mar  I, 
1662 ;  after  short  debate.  Debate  adjosroH 
Debate  resumed  Mar  A,  2013 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjo«r«eJ  ' 
{Mr.  Labouehere)  ;  after  short  debate*  Qae»- 
tion  put,  and  agteed  to  ;  Debate  adfjoamed 


Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880) 

2R.  1087 
Labour  Statistics,  Res.  1770 


PowBB,  Mr.  p.  J.,  Waterford^  E. 
Supply — Public  Education,  Irelaad,  I24d 

Pbioe,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonpikrt 

Admiralty,  The — Naval  Pensions,  1205 
Greenwich  Hospital  Pensions,  180^ 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Discharge  of 
1913 

Prime  Mikisteb  {see  Salisbubt,  Mir- 
quess  of) 

P&iKB  Minister  {see  Gladstoss,  Bi^ 
Hon.  W.  E.) 

Private  BiU  Legislation  Bin  [Mr, 

Sellar,    Sir    Lyon    Ptayfmir,  Mr.  Smim, 
Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr,  Mobertwom) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Jan  22  [BOl  22] 

Private  Lnnatic  Agylnms  ClrelaRd)  BQl 

{Mr.  WiUiam  Corbet,  Mr,  DiUwym^  Mr.  /. 
/.  Power,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Mmym) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  Jan  23  [BOl  8t] 


Probation   of  First  OflRmdert  BOX 

(Mr,  Howard  Vincent,   Sir  Simry  S 
Ibbetson,  Sir  Aigsmom  Bmrtkwiek,  Mr. 
eon,  Mr.  MoUoy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  *  Joh  23  [BUI 


PuhUo  Eealth  Act,  187$  — 
Bead  Bodies 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  JohnaoD-Fergvaott .  &»- 
swer.  The  President  of  the  Loeal  G««an- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberiata)  FW  V. 
1034  lSe«  title  Ueirepoda^^ 
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30a 
Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Ex* 

penses)  Bill         l^r,  Dodda,  Sir  Edward 
Rndy    Mr,    Arnold  Morley,    Mr,   William 
Cook,  Mr,  BuUard) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [BUI  7] 


Public   LihrarieSf  Parliammtary  Paper* 
M 

Qaestion,  Mr.  KeDriok  ;  Answer,  The  Score* 
tar  J  to  the  Treatiirjr  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
Mar  4,  1881 

Public  MeetingB 
JSgiro  Parliamentary  Speeches 

Ditloyal  Meeting  at  the  Criterion  Jlestauranl, 
Qoeition,  Mr.  Banmann ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  Feb  26, 
1386 

Speech  of  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  at  Belfaet, 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chiet 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Feb  19,  717  ;  Feb  24,  1116  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Newnes;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  tho  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers) 
Feb  25,  1224;  Question,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Feb  26, 
1393 1^ Extra  Police,  Question,  Mr.  John- 
ston ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  1, 1535  ;  Ob- 
servations, Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  ;  Re- 
ply, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ( Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  1547 

Speech  of  Mr.  Chamherlain  at  Birtningham  — 
"Ransom/*  Question,  Baron  Henry  do 
Worms  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
Feb  22,  876 ;  Notice  of  Question,  Viscount 
Grimston ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) fV5  23,  1018 

Speech  oj  Mr,  Thomas  Sughes  at  Ches^r, 
Questions,  Mr.  Johns,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  (Mr.  Charles 
Russell)  Feb  23, 1018 

Speech  of  Mr.  John  Morley  at  Chelmsford, 
Questions,  Baron  Henry  de  Worms,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Feb  22,  901 

Public  Offices  {Sites) 

Moved  to  resolve  '*  That  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House  no  further  steps  either  of  demolition 
or  construction  ought  to  be  taken  under  the 
Public  Offices  Site  Act  before  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  heard  the  deputation  from 
the  Institute  of  Architects,  arranged  to  take 
place  on  the  1st  of  March  next "  ( The  Lord 
Stratheden  and  Campbell)  Feb  25.  1170; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Observations,  Mr.  Bcresford  Hope ;  Reply, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  Mar  i,  1999 

Public  Parks  and  Recreation  Grounds — 
Public  Park  at  Dulwich 
Question,  Mr.  Baumann  ;  Answer,  The  Chair- 
man of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Work- 
(Sir  James  M*GareUHofg)  Mar  4, 1905 


P1TLE8TON,  Mr.  J.  H.y  Devonport 
Ireland — Lunacy,  1763 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Action  of  tho 

Home  Department,  Explanation,  606 
Parliamentary      Franchise     (Extension     to 

Women),  2R.  691,700 


ftoarter  Sessions  (Borooghs)  Bill 

(Mr.  Powell  Williame,   Mr.  John  Bright, 
Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Mr,  ffotddsworth) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"  •  Jan  22  [Bill  37] 

Eaikes,  Bight  Hon.   H.  O.,  Cambridge 
University 
Parliament — Now   Rules  of  Procedure,   320, 

321 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  Nomina* 

tion  of  Committee,  413 
ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  418 
Post  Office— The  Universities,  1209 

Bailway  Begolation  Bill    {bfr,  channing, 

Mr,  Joseph    Leicester,    Mr,    John    Wilson 
(Durham),  Mr,  C.  S.  Parker,  Mr.  Jacoby, 
Mr.  Lawson) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l*"  •  Feb  19  [Bill  97] 

Railways 

Couplings,  Question,  Mr.  Channing ;   Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ( Mr. 

Mundelia)  iiV6  25,  1192 
Fish  Traffic  Rites,  Question,  Mr.  Maedonald 

Cameron;    Answer,   Tho   President  of  tlie 

Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Jan  26, 

419 
Railway  Rates --Legislation,   Questions,  Mr. 

Maedonald  Cameron,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  T. 

P.  O'Connor;    Answers,  The  President  of 

tho  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  Feb  22, 

897 

Bamsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfc, 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 
1324 

Sates  (Dublin)  fiiU  {Mr.  Sheehy,  Mr. 

Edmond  Dwyer  Oray,    Mr.    Mayne,    Mr. 

Henry  Oill,  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  Jan  22  [Bill  21] 

Bathbone,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshire, 

Arfon 
Supply—Orange  River  Territory,  4o.  1618 

Beal  Assets  Administration  Bill      (Mr. 

Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  M'Laren,  Mr.  MoUoy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22  [BUI  109] 

Bbdesdalb,  Earl  of  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  OflBoe  of.  and  OflBoo 
ofOentleman  Usher  ol  the  BUck  Rod,  Ap* 
pointment  and  Nomination  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, I860 


BED 


BIV 


{  INDEX ) 

301. 


EIV 


BUS 


Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Wexford,  N, 

Army  (Discharged  and  Invalided  Men) — Case 
of  Miobaol  Heron,  Ist  Royal  Irish,  1024 

LAboarers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  211. 
1840, 1843 

Bedmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,   Fermanagh, 

Snpplj — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  839, 
831 

Begistration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,    JDillim,    Mr,    Maurice    Healy,    Mr, 
Chane$j    Mr,    Timothy   Mealy,    Mr,    Ear* 
rinyton,  Mr.  SmaU) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  */an  33  [Bill  IS] 

Beid,  Mr.  n.  Q,,  Aston  Manor 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  3),  Motion  for  Leave, 
1333 

Bemoval  Terms  (Bnrglis)  (Scotland)  Act 
(1881)  Amendment  Bill  (Mr, 

Edmund  Robertson,   Mr,    J,    W,   Barclay, 
Mr,  Eugene  Wcuon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Feb  33  [Bill  105] 

Bepresentation  of  the  People  Act  (1884) 

Extension  Bill  (Sir  Robert  Fowler, 

Mr,  Lionel    Cohen,  Mr,  Bunt,  Sir  Roper 
Lethbridge) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Jan  33  [Bill  35] 

BiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

East  India,  Burmah  (Expenses  of  Military 
Operations),  Res.  050 

i 

BiPONy  Marquess  of 

Barmah  (Military  Executions) — The  Provost 
Marshal,  183,  374 

{First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty) 
Navy— Coast  Defences,  1010,  1013 

BiTOHiE,  Mr.  0.  T.   (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),    Tower    Hamlets,    St, 
Qeorge^s 
Navy  Estimates — Shipbuilding  Votes,  436 

{After  Resignation) 
Burials— Burial  Grounds  Bill,  1541 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the^Action  of  the 

Home  Department,  Explanation,  604 
Metropolis — Metropolitan   Police  Force— Or- 
ganisation, Res.  1407,  1400,  1410 
Navy    (Supplementary  Estimates,   1885-6) — 

Navy  Services,  1308 
Supply — Dover  Harbour,  740,  741 

Bivers  Purification  Bill      (-Wr.  Maetinys, 

Sir  Edward  Birkbeek,  Lord  Charles  BereS' 
ford,  Sir   W,   Ouyer  Bunter,   General  Sir 
William  Croesman,  Colonel  Sandys) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  33     *      [BUI  101] 


Rivers  Pollution  {River  Lea) 
Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  syp«at«4 
to  inquire  into  and  report  epon  tlie  eoatitioi 
of  the  River  Lea,  and  to  make  laeh  raeea- 
mendations 'as  may  appear  jktetmxrj" {Mr. 
Attorney  Oeneral)  Feb  25,  IS4S ;  after  ikMt 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
Select  Committee  nominated  Met  4 ;  Liit  of 
the  Committee,  3014 


River  Thames,  Pollution  ofihe—Beptrt  i/ 

the  Royal  Commission 
Questions,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers :  Amven,  Tte 
Secretary  of  State  tor  the  HosMDifirt* 
ment  (Mr.  Childers)  F#6  35, 1320 

BoBERTSON,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Land  Registry  Office— The  Re^strar.  4S0 
Scotland — Collegiate  Appointments,  121$ 

University  of  St.  Andrew's,  1764 
Unclaimed  Deposits,  3R.  1843 

BoBEBTsoN,  Mr.  J.  P.  B.,  Bute 

Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Sootlaad),  SR.  1481 
Supply— Courts  of  Law  and  Justiee  is  Sett- 
land,  Ac.  784 

BoBsoK,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Thwer  Eemlttt,  B$e 
and  Bromley 
London  Water  Companies,  1339 

BoGBBS,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Se^dhurl 

Bermondsey 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1703 
East  London  Water,  3R.  1665 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Ainead«e*t. 

3R.  10S6 
Labour  Statistics,  Res.  1708 
Lambeth  Water,  3R.  Amendt.  1505,  1511 
Metropolis,  Distress  In  the— Seatli  Lm4a 

1085 
Parliament^Qaeen's  Speech,  AddrMS  a  A^ 

swer  to,  360 
Shop  Hours  Regulation.  3R.  684 
Southwark  and  VanxhaU  Water,  SR.  1511 
Thames,  Pollution  of— Report  ef  tbt  Bi^ 

Commission,  1320 

BoscoB,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester,  8. 
Italy— Arrest  of  Professor  Ni€bol,6a6 

BosEBEBY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  Stot« 
for  Foreign  Affairs) 
South-Eastern  Europe— PolJcy  of  D.M.  Gt^ 
veroment,  577 

BussELL,   Mr.  0.  (Attorney  Qoa««I' 

Hackney,  S, 
Compensation  for  Damages,  SR.  1669 
Employers'  LUbility  Act  (1886)  '— 

3R.  1081  ...    . 

Inland  Reveooe— Inoome  Tai,  Sobe«»  *• 

904 
Lsnd  Registry,  3R.  1001, 1004 


BUS 
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RuBSBLL,  Mr.  0»^~C(mt, 

Law    and    Jastioe    (England    and    Walea)^ 
Appointment   to    tho    Recordership    of 
Liverpool,  1538 
High  Coart  of  Jastioe — The  Long  Vaca- 
tion, 590 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  1901 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  House— Order  of 

Public  Business,  Res.  919 
Parliament — Privilege— Interference  of  Peers 
in  Election  of  Members  of  this  House,  887, 
888,  1516 
Political  Meetings,  Speeches  at — Mr.  Thomas 

Hughes  at  Chester,  1019 
Public    Meetings — Disloyal    Meeting    at    the 

Criterion  Restaurant,  1387 
Rivers  Pollution  (River  Lea),   Motion    for  a 
Select  Committee,  1342, 1343 


BussELL,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Glasgow,  Bridge- 
ion 

Glasgow  Bridges,  &o,  2R.  1351 
Supply — Secretary  for  Scotland,  772 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2R.  1133  . 

BYLAin)8,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Administration  and  Expenditure,  1547 
Aflfairs  of  the  East— Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 

Mission,  1202 
Land  Registry,  Comm.  1640 
Land  Registry  Office- The  Registrar,  420 
Navy    (Supplementary    Estimates,   1885-0)— 

Navy  Services,  1395 
Parliamentary  Procedure,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  913 

Supply — Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 

of  Trade,  763 
Colonial  Local  Revenue,  &q.  1248 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  dsc. 

782 
Dover  Harbour,  738 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1573 
Foreign  Office,  756 
London  University,  1232 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  764,  707 
Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances, 

1257 


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors — Legislation 
Qoestion,  Mr.^T.  Watson  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach) /a/i  25,317 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

Bill  {Sir  Joseph  Feaae,  Mr. 

Palm$r,  Mr,  Isaac  Wilson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'*^  Jan  22  [Bill  27] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Cornwall)  Bill  (Mr.  Borlase, 

Sir   John  St,   Aubyn,    Mr,  Courine^/,^  Mr, 
C,    T,  Dyke  Acland^  Mr,    Conybeare,   Mr, 
Bickford  Smith,  Mr,  David  Jenkins) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  Jcu\  25  [BUI  88] 
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Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Durham)  BDl  {Mr.  Theodore 

Fry,  Mr,  Walter  James,  Mr,    Dodds,  Mr, 
Richardson,  Mr.  Oourley,  Mr,  Paulton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Jan  22  [Bill  74] 


Salisbury,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 

Government  of  Ireland — Ministerial  Polioj, 
Res.  300 

Greece— Collective  Note  of  the  European 
Powers,  303 

Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  Res.  203,  294 

Parliament — Adjournment — Resignation  of  the 
Ministry  —  Statement  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  533,  535 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  58,  67 

Sir  William  Rose,  K.C.B.,  late  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments,  184 

{After  Resignation) 

Ireland,  Condition  of  ('*  Boycotting,"  dec.  )i  8  74 

Kingdom  of  Ava,  Res.  863,  864 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  570,  571,  572 

Policy  of  H.M.  Government,  Ministerial 
Statement,  545 

South- Eastern  Europe— Policy  of  U.M.  Go- 
vernment, 577 

SalisSchwabe,  Colonel  G.,  Lancashire, 
8,E,,  Middleton 
Army  (Ordnance   Department) —Manufacture 
of  Swords,  1027 
Testing  of  Side- Arms,  187 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hooper,  Mr,  Timothy  Healy,  Mr,  Sexton, 

Mr,  Lane,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr,  Leamy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'^^  Jan  22  [Bill  15] 

Samuelson,  Sir  B.,  Oxfordshire,  Banhury 
Egypt — Irrigation  Works  and  Forced  Labour, 

1536 
Midland  Railway,  2R.  Amendt.  1666 
Parliamentary  Elections — List  of  Voters,  1531 
Supply  —  Registration    of   Voters,    England, 

1263 

Sawdhuhst,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Mounted  Volunteer  Infantry,  1663 

Sandys,  OolonelT.  M.,  Lancashire,8.  /T., 
Bootle 

Metropolis^  Organixation  of  the  Police,  1532 

Sanitation  of  Houses  Bill 

{Mr,  Dixon' Hartland,  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [Bill  80] 

Saunders,  Mr.  W.,  JLull,  E, 

Appointments  under  the  Crown,  Motion  for  ft 
Select  Committee,  1076 

[Mill. 
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SAuin>BRt,  Mr.  W.^^cont, 

County  Government — Local  Taxation,  89 i 
Representative  CounoiU,  421 

Law  and  Police — Employment  of  a  Bloodhound 
in  Pursuit  of  Poachers,  1392 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  662 

Satjnderson,  Major  E.,  Armagh^  i^. 

Ireland  —  Irish    Land   Purchase    Settlement 
Company,  1757 
Labourers  Act — Tipperary  Boafd  of  Guar- 
dians, 1527 
Ireland— Maintenance  of  Social  Order,  Res. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1997 
Labourers   (Ireland)  Acts    Amendment,    2R. 

1832.  1833,  1834,  1840,  1841 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  160,  165,  167,  672 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1366 

Savings    Banks    Returns    (^England   and 

Scotland) 
Question,  Mr.  James  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The 
President    of  the    Board    of   Trade    (Mr. 
Mundella)  Mar  2, 1761 

SoABBROUGH,  Earl  of 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  45 

School  Fees  of  Non-Paupers  Bill 

(Jfr.  Llewellyn^  Sir  Richard  Paget,  Mr, 
Sobhouse) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  24  [Bill  114] 

SoLATBR-BooTH,  Eight  Hon.  G.,  HatUs, 

Basingstoke 
Rivers   Pollution   (Kiver   Lea),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1483 

Scotland  —  Secretary     for,     &c.     {see 
Trevblyan,  Eight  Hon.  G.  0.) 

Scotland  ( Questions) 

Aberdeen  University^  The  Chair  of  Physiology  ^ 
Question,  Mr.  James  Campbell  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trerelyan) 
Mar  2,  1765 

Arrears  of  Rales  ta  Skye,  Question,  Mr. 
Fraser- Mack  in  tosh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  Jfar  1,  1518 

Collegiate  Appointments,  Question,  Mr.  Ed- 
mund Robertson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  Feb  25, 1218 

Errors  in  Statistical  Returns  —  Return  of 
Municipal  Burghs,  1885,  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  Mar  4,  1877 
Local  Taxation  Returns,  Question,  Mr. 
Bruce  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  Mar  4,  1902 

Ettablished  Church — Ditestablishmeni,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Donald  Currie  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
Feb  22,  906 

[eont. 


Scotland — eofU, 

Farm  Servants^ A  Royal  Commissiom^  Q«es- 
tion.  Dr.  Clark  ;  An.swer,  The  Secretary  lor 
Scotland  (Mr.  Trefelyan)  FA  19.  712 

Foireihores  and  Fishings,  QnesUoo,  Mr.  Mae- 
farlane ;  Answer,  The  Seeretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  /on  26,  410 

Barbour  Accommodation  {North  of  Scotlamd), 
Question,  Dr.  R.  M' Donald;  Answer,  Tbe 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.C.T. 
D.  Adand)  Feb  25,  1206 

Barbours  —  Invergordon  Barhomr,  Qaestioa, 
Dr.  R.  M*Donald  i  Answer,  The  Preskicat 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  MandeUa)  Mar  2, 
1752 

Parliamentary  Ehetions — Elecium  KrpenHt, 
Question,  Sir  Donald  Carrie  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoar) ;  Qaestioa, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  [no  reply]  i£tr  4,  1899 

Representation  of  the  People  Act — PoUit^ 
Places  in  Argyllshire,  Question,  Mr.  Mae- 
farlane;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adroeate  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour)  Feb  22,  881 

Sheriff  Clerk  DepuU  of  Skye,  QoetUon,  Mr. 
Fraser- Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  A4< 
Tocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoar]  Jtfor  1.  1517 

University  of  St.  Andrews,  Qoeetioa,  Mr. 
Edmund  Robertson ;  Answer,  The  Seere- 
tary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  Mm  i, 
1764 

Education  Department  (Scotland) 

Education  Code — School  Attendance^  QeAsnioe, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  Mar  1.  15S3 

Oaelic  in  Board  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Bcith ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  tor  Scotland  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  Mar  2,  1762 

Fisheries  {Scotland) 

Private  Piers — Pier  Dues,  Quetttosa,  Mr. 
Maofarlane  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advoenu 
(.Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Jan  25,  305 

Tweed.  Fisheries  Acts,  Question,  Sir  Chax\m 
Tennant ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  SeeC* 
land  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  Mar  2,  1763 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotlcmd) 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  Bigkiarndsaad 
Islands,  Question,  Dr.  R.  M'Dooald ;  As- 
swer.  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  B«l- 
foor)  Feb  25, 1207 

Mr,  R,  W,  Renton,  Procurator  Fiscal  of  E^ 
Fife,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  :  Answer,  TW 
Lord  Advoeate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  MirfsnsM| 
Jan  25,  808  ;  (^estion.  Dr.  Ciiwsn  ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  a  Bmttmt\ 
Feb  22,  890  ;  Question,  Mr.  Boyd-Kinnesr : 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advoeate  (Mr.  J.  &. 
Balfour)  Mar  4,  1903 

Procurator  Fiscal  of  Orkney,  Qseetions,  Mr. 
Lyell,  Mr.  Miodonald  CasMron,  Vr. 
Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord  A4reea>B 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  Mar  1.  1613 

Procurators  Fiscal,  Question,  Mr.  J.  V. 
Barclay  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adrooato  ^Mr. 
J.B.Balfour)  Jtfor  1,  1523 

The  Magistracy 

Mr.  William  Ivory,  Sheriff  of  Jntert 
Question,  Dr.   R.  M'Donald  ;  Ai 
Urd  Advocate  (Mr.  J.B.  Balfovr)  /V6  2>, 
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SsLBORKE,  Earl  of 

Lunaoj  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  1404 
Marriafes  Validity,  2R.  867 

Select  Vestries 

I,  Bill,  proform&»  read  1*  Jan  21 

Sellab,  Mr.  A.  C,  Lanarkshire,  Far  tick 

Glasgow  Bridges,  Ao.  2R.  1362 

Selwin-Ibbetson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  J., 
Esiex,  Epping 
Police  Superannuation  and  Pensions,  1200 

Setok-Kabb,  Mr.  H.,  St.  I£eM» 
Coal  Mines  Regulation    Act  (1882)  Amend- 
ment, 2  K.  1857 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo^  8. 

Army — Testing  of  Side- Arms,  1521 

Belfast  Main  Drainage.  Res.  1189. 1677,  1694, 

1697,  1698,  1690. 1700.  1702, 1751 
Church  of  England  —  Convocation  —  "  The 

House  of  Lay  men."  1196 
Imperial  Revenue  (Ireland  and  Great  Britain), 

Res.  1062 
Ireland — Questions 

Evictions  —  Employment  of  the   Military 

Forces  of  the  Crown,  1512 
Industries  and  Salmon  Fisheries — Select 

Committees,  Re-appointment,  318 
Raffles  for  Lands  of  Protestant  Landlords, 

1518,  1519 
Western  Isles,  Condition  of  the,  1510 
Ireland — Maintenance  of  Social  Order,  Res. 

1975 
Labourers  (Ireland)    Acts  Amendment,   2R. 

1816, 1822,  1824,  1826,  1828 
Lord  Randolph   Churchiira   Visit   to  Belfast, 
717  ;  —  Extra  Parliamentary    Utterances, 
1116,  1225,  1394 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Argumentative  Ques- 
tions, 1190 
Parliament  ^Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  193,  195,  203,  218,  230 
Police  and  Sanitary  Kegulations,  Res.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1361,  1365,  1368 
Post  Office— Addresses  of  Telegrams,  1525 
Supply— Colonial  Local  Revenue,  &o,  1249 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  825,  829 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1239 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2R.  1129 
Town  Holdings,  Motion  for   a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1809 

Sheehy,  Mr.  D.,  Galtony,  8. 
Labourers  (Ireland)    Acts  Amendment,   2R. 
1818 

Shibley,  Mr.  W.  8.,   Yorkshire,  W.B.y 
Doncaster 
Army  (India)— Indian  Military  Leave,  1380 
Burial  Grounds,  1902 
Metropolis  —  Public   Health  —  Unwholesome 

Habitations,  889 
Pott  Office— The  UniYertities,  1208 


Shop  Hours  Regnlatioii  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubhoeh^  Mr,  Surty  Mr,  Maenaghteny 

'  Sir  Robert  Peely  Mr,  Rathbone) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P*  Jan  22  [Bill  56] 

Moved.     *'That   the   Bill  be   now   read    2"*** 

Feb  18,  679 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 

agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2o 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 

Committee  ;  "  Motion  agreed  to 
Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn'' 

(Mr.  Beretford  Hope);  after  short  debate. 

Question  put ;  A.  137,  N.  142  ;  M.  5  (D.L.  5) 
Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  1  ;  List  of 

the  Committee,  1662 

SiDMOuTH,  Viscount 

Colonies  —  Imperial  and   Colonial   Defences, 

Address  for  Returns,  1345,  1349 
MalU,  University  of,  702 
Navy_Coast  Defence?,  1008,  1012 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewshury 
India — Uncorenanted  Civil  Service,  317 

Sites  for  Schools,  ftc.  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Jordan^  Colonel  Xolan^  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
Reynolds,  Mr.  Flynn) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jan  22  [Bill  42] 

8lave  Trade  in  the  lied  Sea 
Questions,  Mr.  Uanbury,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert)  Mar  2,  1706 

Small,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Down,  8. 

Compensation  for  Damages,  2  R.  2012 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  Strand,  Westminster 
Army — Testing  of  Side- Arms,  187 

{After  designation) 
Army  Estimates,  1916 
Army  (Supplementary   Estimates,    1885-6)— 

Warlike  Stores  and  Works,  1636,  1638 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  2009 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2R.  1050 
London  School  Board  Election  Expenses,  1884 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Questions 
Action  of  the  Home  Department^-Explana< 

tion,  593,  601 
Compensation,  1206 
Re-organixation  of  the  Police,  1220 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Investigation, 
910 
Metropolitan  Police  Force,  1573 ;- Organisa- 
tion, Res.  1425 
Sites  for  the  New  Public  Offices— The  Admi- 

ralty  and  War  Office,  1999 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Revenue,  &o.  1252 
Woolwich   Arsenal — Discharge  of  Workmen, 
1912 

Smoke  Nuisance  Ahatement  (Metropolis) 
BiU  [H.L.] 

( The  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1«  *  Mar  4  (No.  27) 
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Southwark  and  Vauxhali  Water  Bill 
e.  Read  2^    and  oommitted  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee Mar  If  1511 

Spain 
Case  of  Mr,  Welfordy  MUsionarp  at  Fernando 
Po»  Question,  Mr.  Bart ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bryce)  Feb  22,  803 

Commercial  NegotiatiotUf  Questions,  Mr.  Pal- 
mer, Mr.  Tomlinson ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afl&tirs  (Mr. 
Bourke)  Jan  20,  420 

Differential  JDutieSf  Question,  Mr.  Forwood  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Br;ce)  Feb  23,  1035 

Spbakeh,   The  (Eight    Hon.    Arthub 
Welleslby    Peel),     Warwick  and 

Leamington 
Affairs  of  the  East — Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 

mond  Wolff.  1203 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Res.  1607, 1704, 1705, 

1710,  1723,  1733,  1784 

Church  of    England — Coxwold    Rectory  and 
Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  1213 
The    Convocation—'*  The   House  of  Lay- 
men," 1106 

Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  2012 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.  1087,1000,  1102,1103 

Greece  —  CollectiTC  Note  of  the  European 
Powers,  422 

Ireland— Poor  Law— Election  of  Guardians- 
Mr.  J.  D.  Grier,  Clerk  of  the  Cavan  Union, 
1543 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1836 

Lambeth  Water,  2U.  1505,  1510 

Land  Registry,  2 R.  1001,  1002 

Law  and  Justice — Appointment  to  the  Re- 
cordership  of  Liverpool,  805 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the — Action  of 
the  llome  Department,  Explanation,  605 

Metropolis— Metropolitan  Police  Force — Or- 
ganization, Res.  1400,  1432 

Parliament — Questions 

Broadburst,  Mr.,  Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Home  Department,  1877 
Business  of  tho  House,  433,  435 
Election  of  a  Speaker,  11, 13, 10,21 
Members'  Places — Protection  of  Seats,  427 
Order — ^Argumentative  Questions,  1100 
Order  of  Business,  430,  431 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Onler  of 
Public  Business,  Res.  012,  018, 010 

Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  Nomi- 
nation of  Committee,  415 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  136,  165,  166,  173,  203,  230,  520 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to  Women), 
2R.  701 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  21,  24 

Poor  Law — Out-door  Relief  during  the  Exist- 
ing Distress,  502 

Sites  for  tho  New  Public  Offices— War  Office 
and  Admiralty,  2000 

Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland),  2R»  1145 


Spenoeb,  Earl 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  As* 
swer  to,  60 

( Lord  President  of  the  Council) 

Allotments,  Motion  for  a  Return,  846,  848 
Charitable  Trusts  (Allotments  Estensioa  Act 

(1882),  Motion  for  a  Return,  1873, 1874 
Ireland,  Condition  of  (<'  BoycotUog,"  Ac.).  87! 

National  League — Local  Courts,  1183 
Sale  of  Poisons,  1350 

Spenslby,  Mr.  H.,  Fimhury^  CemirsJ 
Australia  and  New  Zealand — The  Pared  Poit, 

1020 
Charity  Commissioners — Schemes  for  Christ's 

Hospital,  1025,  1875 
Paris  Industrial  Exhibition,  1547 

Spirits  in  Bond  (Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land) Bill  (Mr.  Flfmm,  C^imri 
Nolan,  Mr.  John  0*  Connor,  Mr.  fbttr 
M* Donald,  Mr.  C^HanUm) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  sfissi 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1*  * 
Jan  22  [BUI  ST] 


r. 


Sporting  Lands  Eating  (Scotland)  BiU 

{Dr.   Cameron,    Marqttett  of  Sto/ird,  Jl 

Maekintoih,  Dr.  Forquharton) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Jan  25  [BUI  8«] 

Read  2°,  after  short  debate  Feb  26,  I4S7 
Committee  • — b.p.  Mar  1 


Stafford,  Marqaess  of,  Suthm-lmnd 

Crofters  (Sooiland)  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leata, 

1339 

Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  E.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade),  Linc^lnekire, 
HorneaeUe 
Railways  —  Fish  Traffic  ^  Fish  Trmfle  Rats*. 

il9 
Royal  Commission  on  Merehant  Shipping  457 
Trade  and  Commerce  —  Bounttes  to  Italaa 
Shipping,  310 

{After  EeeignaUon) 

East  India,   Burmah    (Expenaea  of  Mibury 

Operations),  Res.  970 
Labour  Statistics,  Res.  Amendi.  177S»  ITTSw 

1779,  1781,  1790,  1804 

Stanley,  Bight  Hon.  Colonel  (aiUr> 

wards  Sir  F.  A.)  (Secretary  ci  State 

for  the  Colonies),  Zameeuiir^^   JT, 

Blackpool 
Gibraltar  -^  Zebehr  Pasha  —  The  OrfiaRMc* 

424 
Mauritius— Mr.  Cookbom  Stewart,  iSl 

{After  Resignatiom) 

Africa  (South)  Affairs  of.  722 

Mauritius— Appointment  of  Mr.  CliSsr^  Ua^^ 

as  Lieutenant  Goveroor,  892 
Supply—OraDfo  Rlfor  Temtory,  te.  iai» 
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STAin^EY  OF  Alderley,  Lord 

lletropolit,  Distarbjinces  in  the,  001 

Sunday  Meetinp  in  the  Sqnmrea  and  Parks, 
1178 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 

Parliamentarj  Procedore,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  931 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirleudbright 

Army  (Aaxiliary  Forces)— Artillery  Volan- 
teers,  1522,  1523 

Loans  to  Landowners,  1461 

Parliament — Qaeen*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  354,  380 

Town  noldings,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1808 

Stratheden  and  Campbell,  Lord 

Public  OflBces,  the  New,  Res.  1170,  1173 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoredtieh,  Sbxton 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  2012 
Metropolis — London  Municipal  Reform,  711 
Metropolis — Metropolitan  Police  Force — Or- 
ganisation, Res.  1394 
Parliamentary  Franchise — Extension' toWomen, 
2R.  694,  700 

Sun  Canal 
Questions,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Suther- 
land ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  (Mr.  Bourko)  Jan 
25,  304 ;  Question,  Mr.  Magninc  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affitirs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Feb  19,  711 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeaihy  S, 

Commissioners  of  Irish  IJghts  —  Lighthouse 

Keepers,  1019 
India  —  Religious   ProTisions  —  Protestant 

Chaplains  and  Catholic  Priests,  881 

SUPPLY 

Navy  E$timate$ — Shipbuilding  Votes,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Jan  26,  425 

Armi/  EsHmatet,  Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith; 
Answer,  The  First  lA>rd  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Mar  4,  1916 

SUPPLY 

Resolved,  That  this  Douse  will,  To-morrow, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Iler  Majesty 
Feb  18 

Estimates  referred 

Considered  in  Committee  Feb  19,  726 — Crvn. 

SlBVICB8(SuPPLBMBIITABT  EsTUCATBS,  1885-6) 

— Class  I. — Public  Wobks  and  Buildings — 
Votes  7,  10,  15 — Salabibs  and  Ezpbnsbs  ov 
Civil  Dbpabtmbnts — Votes  2,  6,  6,  9,  10, 
11,  15,  34,  41— Class  III.— Law  and  Jos- 
TicB— Votes  5,  17,  27,  29 

Resolutions  reported,  and,  after  debate,  agreed 
to  Feb  22,  989 

Considered  in  Committee  Feb  25,  1228 — Civil 

SbBVIOBS  (SUPPLBMBHTABT  ESTIMATBS,  1885-6) 

VOL.    OOOIIfc     [tHIBD  SBBIB8.]    [cont. 


SopFLT— conl. 

— Class  IV. — Educatiob,  Scibbcb,  ahdAbt 
— Votes  7,  8,  14— Class  V.— Fobbioii  abo 
CoLOHiAL  Sbbticbb — VotcsS  A  5 — Class  VI. 

NoB-EBrBCTIVB  AND  CHABrTABLB  SbBVIOBS 

—Votes  1  A  4 — Class  VII.— Miscbllabbous 
— Votes  4  A  6  ;—  Rbvbbub  Dbpabtmbbts — 
Votes  2  A  3— Navt  (Supplbmbbtabt  Esti- 
MATBS,  1885-6) 
Resolutions  reported  Feb  26 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  1,  1550 — Citil 
Sbbvicb  Estimatbs — Class  V. —  Fobbiob 
AND  Colonial  Sbbvicbs  — *Votes  1  A  6  — 

A  but  (SUPPLBMBNTABT  EsTIMATBS,  1885*6) 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  3 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  4,  2000 — Civil 
Sbbvicb  Estimatbs  —  Class  I.  —  Pobuo 
Wobks  and  Buildiboji — Vote  1 — B.r 

SuTHEKLAND,  Mr.  T.,  OreeHock 
Sues  Canal,  304 

Swinburne.  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire^  Lichfield 
Loans  to  Landowners,  Amendt,  1450,  1467 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  0-.,  Oxford  Universitff 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations,  Res.  1364 

Tariff  and  Customs  Act,  \%1  ^^For- 
feitures 
Question,  Mr.  King ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Jan  2b t  310  ;  Question,  Mr.  King  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  Feb  19,  708 

Teciuiical  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  P.  J,  Power t  Mr.  T,  D,  SuUivan,  Mr. 
Murphy f  Mr,  Lane,  Mr,  A,  O'Connor,  Mr, 
Edmond  Dwyer  Gray) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Jan  23  [BUI  18] 

Temple,  Sir  B.,  Worcester,  Evesham 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  146 ;    Motion   for  Adjournment, 
394 

Tennant,  Sir  C,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Scotland  —  Fisheries  —  Tweed  Fisheries  Acts, 
1753 

Tenure  of  Land  (Scotland)  Bill        {Mr. 

Barclay,  Sir   George    Balfour,  Dr.  Farqu* 
hereon,  Mr,  Ealemont) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Jan  22  [Bill  38] 

Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland)  BUI 

(Mr.  Crilly,  Mr.  Small,  Mr.  T,  D,  SuUivan, 

Mr,  Peter  McDonald,  Sir  Thomas  Semonde) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1*  •  Jan  22  [Bill  1 1] 

Bill  withdrawn,  after  long  debate  Feb  24«  1117 
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Thamestj  Pollution  of  the — Report  of  the 
J{oyal  Commmion 
Queetiom,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers ;  Anivrers,  Tbe 
Secretary  of  State   for  the  Homo  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Childers)  Feb  25,  1220 

Theatres,  ftc.  Metropolis)  Bill 

{Mr,  Dixon- Hart landy  Mr.  Maefarlane) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l**  •  Jan  22  [Bill  C9] 

Moved,  "That    the    Bill   be    now   read    2°" 

Feb  19,  837 
Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoi,irned  '* 
{Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler) ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agveed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Thurlow,  Lord 

Freshwater  Fisheries  (tlcls),  2R.  1169 
Metropolis— Riots,  The,  563,  576,677,843 
Sunday  Meetings  in  the  Squares  and  Parks, 

1178 
Metropolitan  Police  Force — Departmental 
Committee  of  1879,  1017 

Tithe  Eent-Charge  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  BrookJUldy  Mr.  Farquharson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l"  •  Jan  22  [Bill  66] 

Tithe     Eent-Charge     ( Extraordinary ) 

Amendment  Bill  {Mr.  Norton,  Mr. 

Knatchbull-Httffessen,  Mr.  Fomfret) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Jan  22  [Bill  61] 

Tithe     Eent-Charge    ( Extraordinary) 

Eedemption  Bill       {^r.  Thomas  Bolton, 
Mr,  Thorold  Rogers,  Mr,  Borlase,  Sir  John 
Lubbock) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Jan  22  [Bill  63] 

Tithe  Eent-Charge  Eecovery  Bill 

{Mr,  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Kenyon) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  4  [Bill  129] 

Tobacco  (Ireland)  Bill  {ifr.  T,  P. 

0*  Connor,  Mr,  Fyne,  Mr.  Barry,  Mr,  Condon, 
Mr.  O'Banlon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Jan  22  [Bill  32] 

ToLLEMACHE,     Itfr.     H.    J.,     Cheshire, 
Eddishury 
Allotments  and  Small  Holdings — The  Returns, 
1219 

ToMLiNsoN,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Coal   Mines   Kegulntion  Act  (1872)    Amend- 
ment, 2  R.  1861,  1855 
Compensation  for  Damages,  2R.  2008 
Spain — Commercial  Negotiations,  421 
Supply— County  Courts,  776,  778 

Courts  of  I>aw  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  &c. 
788 
Trade  and  Commerce  —  Bounties  to  Italian 
Shipping,  310 


Town  Holding* 
Moved  <<  Thatfc  Select  Committee  be  1 
'  to  inquire  into  the  terms  of  oeeapatioii 
the  compensation  for  improvements  pw- 
sessed  by  the  occupiers  of  town  house*  aa  1 
holdings  in  Great  Britain  and  IreUni'" 
{Colonel  Nolan)  Mar  2,  1801  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Trade  and  Commerce 

Bounties  to  Italian  Shipping,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Tomlinson ;  Answer,^  The  President  of  tha 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  K.  SUnhope)  Jom  23. 
310 

Falsely  Marked  Ooods,  Qoestioni,  Mr.  Hick> 

man,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.   AthiBea^- 

Bartlett ;  '  Answers,  The  President  of  tW 

'  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  .Mondella)  Jtfor  1.  1545 

Imports  of  Butter  and  Butterime,  Qoesttm. 
Captnin  Field ;  Answer,  The  Pred^ent  %i 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mondella)  Fei  ii. 
1031 

Subsidies  by  Foreign .  Nations,  Question,  Mr. 
Kimber;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  <f 
State  for  Foreign  Affiiir4(Mr.  Biyoe)  J^4« 
1904 

Trade  and  Industry,  Depression  of 
Distress  aJt  Shipbuilding  Ports,  QoestioB,  Mr. 
Gourley  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Jlergaa* 
1^^*19,710 
The  Commission  of  Inquiry,  Qoeetioft,  Mr. 
Ash  mead- Bartlett  ;  Answer,  The  Prenidtat 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mandeiia) /W 
19,  714;  Qaestion,  Mr.  A.  J.  Baifoor:  Aa- 
swer.  The  President  of  the  Local  Govcr** 
ment  Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  Fth  II 
716 
The  Unemployed^  Harbours  of  Refuge^  Qaes- 
tion, Sir  Edward  B  irk  beck  ;  Answer.  TW 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gia4> 
stone)  ^<j6  19,  713 

Tramways  Acts  (Ireland)  Ameadmot 

Bill       {Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  T.  P.  (TC^mmtr, 
Mr.  Foley,  Mr.  Harris,  Mr,  MoiUy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  Jon  22  [BiU  T?] 

Treasury — First  Lord  {see  Q-uuwroiri: 
Eight  Hon.  W.  E.) 

Trbasury — Lord  of  {see  GK>wkr,  Mr.  0, 
G.  L.) 

Treasury — Financial  Secretary  to  'm 
Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.) 

Treasury  —  Financial  Secretary  to  •• 
FowiiER,  Mr.  Henry  H.) 

Treasury  —  Secretary  to  («##  Mouxr. 
Mr.  Arnold) 

Trees  Jreland)  Bill  {Mr,  C./A*:. 

Mr.  Timothy  Harrington^  Mr.  JTsrm^,  Jf* 
Fyne,  Mr,  0*Hamhn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  22  [BiB  9»^ 
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Trbvelyan,  Et.  Hon.  Gt,  0.  (Secretary 
for  Scotland,  &c.),  Hawick,  See, 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  010  ;  Motion  for 

Leave,  1304 
Edacntion  Acts  Commission,  1881 
ParIiament-:-Qacen'8  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  650 
Scotland — Questions 

Aberdeen  Unitersity — Chair  of  Physiology, 

17C5 
Arrears  of  Rates  in  Skyc,  1518 
Collegiate  Appointments,  1218 
Education  Codo^School  Attendance,  1521 
Education  Department — Gaelic  in   Board 

Schools,  1762 
Farm  Servants — A  Royal  Commission,  712 
Fisheries— Tweed  Fisheries  Acts,  1751 
Local  Taxation  Returns,  1002 
Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  1801 
University  of  St.  Andrew's.  1704 
Supply  —  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Soot- 
land,  Ac.  780 
Report,  Res.  13,  903 

• 

TuTTE,  Mr.  J.,  Wedmeath^  N, 
Ireland — Questions 

Irish  Land  Court — Appeals  in  Westmeath, 

1636 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  The  Force  at 

MuUingar.  1020 
Tenure  of  Town  Houses  (Ireland)  2R.  1 144 

Turbary  Monntain    Grazing    and    Sea 
Wrack  (Ireland)  Bill  {Mr.  Small, 

Mr.   James   0*Dohertij,   Mr.    Conway,  Mr. 
Crilli/y  Mr.  Alexander  IHane) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"  ^  Jan  22  [Bill  68] 

Turkey — Treatment  of  Christians 
Question,    Mr.  Bryce ;    Answer,    The   Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bourke)/a/)25,  311 


Tyler,  Sir  11.  W.,  Great  Yarmouth 

Enfield   Small  Arms  Works  —  Discharge  of 

Workmen,  1889 
Metropolitan  Police — Sir  Edmund  Henderson, 

1378 
Post  Office — Overhead  Wires — Snowstorm,  307 
Woolwich  Arsenal  —  Discharge  of  Workmen, 

1013 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  [Mr.  Henry  JT.  Fowler) 
Mar  1,  1052  ;  after  short  debate,  Moved, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  *'  ( J/r. 
Arthur  0*Connor) ;  a ftcr  further  short  debalo, 
Motion  agreed  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Unclaimed  Deposits  Bill        {Mr.  Edmund 

Itohertftou,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Watt) 

e.   Ordered  ;  read  l'»»  Jm  22  T.ill  77] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°  "  M^ir  3, 

1842  ;    after    short    debate,    Quostion  put  ; 

A.  107.  N.  88  ;  M.  10  (D.  L.  15)  ;  Bill  read 
2o 


XJnion  of  Benefices  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earlof  Milltown) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*»  Feb  25     *        (No.  20) 

Universities  {Scotland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary    for    Scotland    (Mr.    Trevelyan) 
jWar4,  1801 

University  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Lalor,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John 
Redmond,  Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  Mr. 

Chney) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  /a»i22  [Rill  14] 

Vanderbyl,  Mr.  P.,  Portsmouth 

Egypt  —  Medals    and    Gratuities  —  II. M.S. 
"Jumna,"  15  iO 

Verney,   Captain    E.    H.,    Bucks,    N', 
Buckingham 
Education  Department — Corporal  Punishment 
in  Schools — ilillesden  National  School,  704 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

2R.  1104 
Loans  to  Landowners,  1463 
Metropolitan  Police  Force,  1512 
Navy — Queen's    Regulations — Promotion    of 
Seamen,  1914 
Special  Promotions,  1764 
Navy   (Supplementary    Estimates,   1835-6) — 

Navy  Services,  1301 
Parliament — Procedure — Questions,  1 303 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  446 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Revenue,  &c,  1254 
London  University,  1234 

Vincent,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 
Army    (Auxiliary    Forces)  —  The    Volunteer 

Force,  1032,  1033 
Metropolis — Metropolitan    Police   Force — Or- 
ganization, Hes.  1437 
Post  Office — Mails  between  Cyprus  and  Alex- 
andria, 1389 
Telegraph  Clerks— Sunday  Work.  1878 

Vivian,  Sir  H.,  Swansea,  District 

Coal  Mines    Regulation   Act   (1872)   Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1866 

Wales — Inspector  of  Slate  and  Sett  Quar^ 

ries 
Question,  Mr.  Jones-Parry ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childers)  i-Vfr  25,  1191 

War  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{see  ISmitu,  Right  lion.  W.  II.) 

War  DfirARTMEXT — Secretary  ef  State 

'^SCe    OAMPBELL-B^\JfNERMAN,     Right 

Hon.  H.) 


